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>>Committee commenced at 14:59 

 

Chairman (Mr. Hickes): Thank you. I would 

like to call the Committee meeting to order. 

Before we begin, I would like to ask Ms. 

Quassa to lead us in prayer, please. 

 

>>Prayer 

 

Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Quassa. Today we 

are here with the Standing Committee on 

Oversight of Government Operations and 

Public Accounts’ televised hearing on the 

2022-23 Public Accounts of Nunavut. I’ll start 

off with the opening comments and then I’ll 

invite our partners to provide theirs. 

 

Good day. I am pleased to begin by welcoming 

everyone to this meeting of the Legislative 

Assembly’s Standing Committee on Oversight 

of Government Operations and Public 

Accounts.  

 

We have convened today to begin the Standing 

Committee’s televised hearing on the 2022-23 

Public Accounts of Nunavut.  

 

On behalf of the Standing Committee, I am 

pleased to formally welcome the Office of the 

Auditor General of Canada to Iqaluit. I am also 

pleased to introduce my Standing Committee 

colleagues: 

 

• Mr. Alex Sammurtok, Co-Chair of the 

Standing Committee and Member for 

Rankin Inlet North-Chesterfield Inlet; 

• Bobby Anavilok, Member for Kugluktuk; 

• Joelie Kaernerk, Member for Amittuq; 

• Mary Killiktee, Member for Uqqummiut; 

ᓲᕕ ᒥᓚ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᖓ 

ᐄᐳᕋHᐃᒻ ᓲᓕᒪᓐ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒻᒪᕆᒃ 

ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᔭᖕ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᓕᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

 

>>ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑐᑦ 14:59ᒥ 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᕼᐃᒃᔅ)(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ 

ᐱᒋᐊᖁᓕᖅᑲᕋ. ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᙱᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ, ᒥᔅ ᖁᐊᓴ 

ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᕙᕋ ᑐᒃᓯᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍ.  

 

>>ᑐᒃᓯᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᖁᐊᓴ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 

ᐅᕙᓃᑉᐳᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᖅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ 2022-23 ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ.  

 

 

 

 

ᐅᓪᓗᑦᑎᐊᕙᒃᑯᑦ. ᖁᕕᐊᓱᑦᑐᖓ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑳᕈᓐᓇᕋᒪ 

ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᓂᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᓱᑦᑎᑦᑎᓗᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖁᑎᖓᑕ ᓇᐅᑦᓯᖅᑐᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 

 

ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑲᑎᒃᑲᑦᑕ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 

ᑕᓚᕖᓴᒃᑰᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕆᔭᖓᓂᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋ 

2022-23 ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐅᖃᕈᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᖁᕕᐊᓱᑉᐳᖓ 

ᑐᓐᖓᓱᑦᑎᑦᒋᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᖓᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓄᑦ. 

ᖁᕕᐊᓱᒻᒥᔪᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᕆᐊᖏᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓂ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ: 

 

• ᐋᓕᐊᒃᓵᑐ ᓴᒻᒧᖅᑐᖅ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᖅ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᓪᓗᓂ 

ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᐅᑉ−ᐅᐊᓇᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᒑᕐᔪᒻᒧᓪᓗ; 

• ᕚᕕ ᐊᓇᕕᓗᒃ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᖁᕐᓗᑦᑑᕐᒧᑦ; 

• ᔮᓇᑦ ᕗᕉᔅᑐ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ−ᓯᓈᒧᑦ; 

• ᔪᐃᓕ ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒥᑦᑐᕐᒧᑦ; 

• ᒥᐊᕆ ᕿᓕᖅᑎ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᖅᑯᕐᒥᐅᒧᑦ; 

• ᐋᑕᒻ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ ᓚᐃᑦᔅᑑᓐ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐃᖃᓗᐃ−ᒪᓂᕋᔭᒻᒧᑦ; 

• ᓵᓚᒪᓐ ᒪᓕᑭ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᐃᕕᓕᖕᒧᑦ; 
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• Adam Arreak Lightstone, Member for 

Iqaluit-Manirajak; 

• Solomon Malliki, Member for Aivilik; 

• Karen Nutarak, Member for Tununiq; 

• Joanna Quassa, Member for Aggu; 

• Joseph Quqqiaq, Member for Netsilik; 

• Joe Savikataaq, Member for Arviat South; 

and 

• Craig Simailak, Member for Baker Lake.  

 

Ms. Brewster has asked me to pass on her 

regrets. She is not able to… . Oh, speak of 

the… . My apologies. Ms. Brewster, welcome 

to the Chamber. 

 

As my colleagues are aware, section 46 of the 

federal Nunavut Act prescribes the role of the 

Auditor General of Canada in relation to 

Nunavut’s territorial accounts. The legislation 

provides that: 

 

“The auditor of Nunavut shall audit the 

accounts and financial transactions of Nunavut 

in each fiscal year in accordance with generally 

accepted auditing standards and report to the 

Assembly on the result of that audit.” 

 

It also provides that the Auditor General “shall 

call attention to any other matter falling within 

the scope of the audit made under subsection 

(1) that, in the opinion of the auditor, should be 

brought to the attention of the Assembly.” 

 

Members, section 74 of the territorial Financial 

Administration Act provides that: 

 

“The Public Accounts for the fiscal year must 

be laid before the Legislative Assembly on or 

before December 31 following the end of the 

fiscal year or, if the Legislative Assembly is not 

then in session, not later than 15 days after the 

commencement of the next session of the 

Legislative Assembly.” 

 

 

• ᑭᐊᕋᓐ ᓄᑕᕋᖅ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᑐᓄᓂᕐᒧᑦ; 

• ᔪᐊᓇ ᖁᐊᓴ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒡᒍᒧᑦ; 

• ᔫᓯᑉ ᖂᒃᑭᐊᖅ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᓇᑦᓯᓕᒻᒧᑦ; 

• ᔫ ᓴᕕᑲᑖᖅ , ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ ᓂᒋᐊᓄᑦ; 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

• ᑯᕋᐃᒃ ᓯᒪᐃᓚᒃ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᕐᒧᑦ. 
 

ᑕᐃᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖅᒪᑕ, ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓ 46 

ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᔪᐊᖓ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᐃᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ 

ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᖓ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᖁᔭᖅ ᐃᒪᐃᒍᓐᓇᑎᑦᑎᒻᒪᑦ, 

ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ: 
 

“ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᖓ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖏᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᒃᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓ ᐊᓂᒍᑐᐊᕋᐃᑉᐸᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᓂ 

ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᒐᔪᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ.” 
 

ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᑎᒻᒥᔪᖅᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᓱᒥᖓ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒥᑦ “ᑕᑯᔭᐅᖁᔨᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ 

ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒥᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑕᖓᑕ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᒥᓂᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᑖᒍᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᖏᑕ 

ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᐅᑉ (1), ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᑉ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖓᒍᑦ, ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒋᒍᓂᐅᒃ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ.” 
 

ᐃᓗᓕᖓ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ 74 ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥ ᐃᒪᐃᓕᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ, ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓗ 

ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᖓ: 

 

“ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᐅᓪᓗᖓᓂ ᓯᔪᓂᐊᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 31 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓ ᐃᓱᓕᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᓐᖏᑉᐸᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 

ᐅᓪᓗᕐᒥ, ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓂᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 15 

ᐅᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᒥᓂᖓᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᑉ 

ᑲᑎᒪᕐᔪᐊᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ.” 

 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 2021-22 ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᔪᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 8, 2022-ᒥ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 

ᑕᓚᕖᓴᒃᑰᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᒻᒪᑦ 
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The 2021-22 territorial public accounts were 

tabled in the House on November 8, 2022. The 

Standing Committee’s televised hearing on the 

public accounts was held on September 21, 

2023. The Standing Committee subsequently 

presented its report to the House at its sitting of 

March 5, 2024. The Government of Nunavut’s 

response to the Standing Committee’s report 

was recently provided to Members and will be 

formally tabled during the Legislative 

Assembly’s upcoming fall sitting. The 2022-23 

territorial public accounts were tabled in the 

House on May 30 of this year, five months after 

the statutory deadline. 

 

Members, today’s televised hearing provides an 

opportunity for Members of the Standing 

Committee to examine a number of themes and 

topics, including: 

 

• The government’s response to the Standing 

Committee’s report on the review of the 

2021-22 public accounts; 

• The reasons for the late tabling of the 2022-

23 public accounts; 

• The government’s audit of the Petroleum 

Products Revolving Fund; 

• Budgetary and financial management 

sustainability and flexibility; 

• Transparency in financial reporting; 

• Risks and uncertainties, including 

“liabilities related to contaminated sites and 

the use of estimates to determine potential 

remediation costs”; 

• The activities of the Government of 

Nunavut’s Contaminated Sites Working 

Group; 

• Changes in accounting standards that have 

been issued by the Public Sector 

Accounting Board of Canada; and 

• The status of comptrollership branch 

priorities and initiatives that are contained 

in the Department of Finance’s current 

business plan. 

ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 21, 2023-ᒥ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᒃ ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒍᑦ 

ᑐᓂᕐᕈᑎᖃᔪᔪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᕐᔪᐊᕕᒻᒧᑦ 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᓂᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒫᑦᓯ 5, 2024ᒥ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᓂᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᕋᑖᔪᔪᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒥ ᑐᓂᕐᕈᑎᐅᓛᖅᑐᑎᒃ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᓂᕆᓛᖅᑕᖓᓂ ᐅᑭᐊᒃᓵᒃᑯᑦ. 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 2022-23 ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᔪᒻᒪᑕ ᒪᐃ 30, 2024-ᒥ, ᑕᓪᓕᒪᑦ ᑕᖅᑮᑦ 

ᐊᓂᒍᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ 

ᑐᓂᔭᐅᕕᒋᒋᐊᖃᔪᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 

 

ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᓚᕖᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑎᒻᒪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᓄᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᓐᓇᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ: 

 

• ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑲᓕᐊᒥᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᕆᔪᔭᖓᑦ 

2021-2022-ᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ; 

• ᐱᔾᔪᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᐸᓗᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᓯᓐᓂᕐᒪᖔᑕ 2022-2023−ᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ; 

• ᒐᔭᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᒥᓂᖓ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐅᑎᖅᑕᖅᑐᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ; 

• ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᒫᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑕ ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᕋᒃᓴᐅᓂᖏᑦ; 

• ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑎᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ; 

• ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᖅᑯᑎᓇᖅᑐᓪᓗ, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 

“ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓂᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓯᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒐᓱᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ 

ᖃᑦᑎᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ”; 

• ᐱᓕᕆᓂᕆᕙᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦᑐᖁᑎᖏᑦ; 

• ᐊᓯᕈᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

• ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᒡᒍᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᑕ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᖁᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ 

ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᒃᓯᒪᔭᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᑕ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᓄᑦ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖓᓂ. 

 

ᐊᖏᔪᖅᑲᐅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓂ ᖃᐃᖅᑯᔭᐅᓯᒪᕗᑦ 

ᑕᓚᕖᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓗ 
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Officials from the Government of Nunavut 

have been invited to appear at this televised 

hearing, which will provide an opportunity for 

the Standing Committee to examine the extent 

to which the government has been taking action 

on issues identified by the Auditor General and 

the Committee itself. 

 

Information published by the Office of the 

Auditor General indicates that its next report to 

the Legislative Assembly will be a follow-up 

report on the issue of child and family services. 

As Members will recall, the Auditor General’s 

2023 Report to the Legislative Assembly on 

this issue was tabled on May 30 of last year. 

The Standing Committee’s televised hearing on 

the report was held from September 19 to 20, 

2023. The Standing Committee subsequently 

presented its report to the House at its sitting of 

November 1, 2023.  

 

It is also anticipated that a report on the 

Nunavut Housing Corporation’s public housing 

program will be provided to the Legislative 

Assembly in 2025. 

 

I would like to conclude by addressing some 

housekeeping matters. I ask all Members and 

witnesses to ensure that their cellphones and 

other electronic devices do not disrupt these 

proceedings. In order to assist our interpreters 

and technical staff, I ask that all Members and 

witnesses go through the Chair before 

speaking. I also ask that all Members and 

witnesses refrain from the use of acronyms 

during these proceedings. 

 

Members of the Standing Committee have been 

provided with a number of documents for their 

ease of reference during this televised hearing. 

For the benefit of our witnesses and 

interpreters, I ask Members to be precise when 

quoting from or making reference to specific 

documents. 

 

ᐱᕕᖃᕐᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᓄᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ  

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᐃᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᓄᑦ. 
 

ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓᓄᑦ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᑉ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒎᖅ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᓛᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓛᕐᒪᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᐅᓗᓂ ᒪᓕᒃᓴᖅᑐᓂᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᔪᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ 

ᓱᕈᓯᕐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᒌᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᐅᑎᓂᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᒻᒪᑕ, ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᑉ 2023-ᒥ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᓱᒥᖓᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᔪᒻᒪᑕ ᒪᐃ 30, 2023-ᒥ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᑕᓚᕖᓴᒃᑯᑦ 

ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᑖᒃᓱᒥᖓ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᒪᑦ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 19-20, 2023-

ᒥ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒍᑦ ᑐᓂᕐᕈᑎᖃᔪᔪᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᕐᔪᐊᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᓂᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 1, 2023-ᒥ.  
 

ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᒻᒥᔪᖅᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐᖓᑕ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᓛᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 

2025-ᒥ. 
 

ᒫᓐᓇ ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᕈᒪᔪᖓ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᓗᖓ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓕᒫᑦ 

ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒋᐊᖁᕙᒃᑲ ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᓂᓪᓕᓲᑦ ᖃᒥᓐᖓᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᐸᕝᕕᓴᓐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐅᔪᒥᑦ. ᑐᓵᔩᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᔩᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᔩᓪᓗ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᕗᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓕᒫᑦ 

ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐅᖃᕆᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓕᒫᑦ 

ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓕᒫᓪᓗ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᐅᓰᑦ 

ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᖅᑕᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᔪᒥ. 
 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓂ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 

ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᓐᓂᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᓚᕖᓴᒃᑯᑦ. ᐃᑲᔪᕋᓱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᓴᔩᓪᓗ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᖁᕙᒃᑲ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ 

ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕᓗ. 

 

ᐅᓇ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᑕᓚᕖᓴᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑲᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 

ᑕᓚᕖᓴᖃᐅᑎᖏᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᒥ 

ᖃᖓᑦᑕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᓚᕖᓴᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᓐᓂ 
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This hearing is being televised live across 

Nunavut on community cable stations and the 

direct-to-home satellite services of both the 

Bell and Shaw networks. It is also being live-

streamed on the Legislative Assembly’s 

website. Transcripts of the televised hearing 

will be posted on the Legislative Assembly’s 

website at a later date. 

 

Under Rule 91(5) of the Rules of the Legislative 

Assembly of Nunavut, the government is 

required to table a formal written response to 

reports of Standing Committees within 120 

days of their presentation, and I anticipate that 

we will be presenting our report on this 

televised hearing at the upcoming fall sitting of 

the House. 

 

I would now like to invite the Office of the 

Auditor General to make its opening statement. 

Ms. Miller. 

 

Ms. Miller: Ullukkut. Good afternoon. Mr. 

Chairman, thank you for inviting us to appear 

before the Committee to discuss our audit of 

the Government of Nunavut’s consolidated 

financial statements for the 2022-23 fiscal year. 

Joining me today is Fera Awada, a principal 

responsible for financial audits. We look 

forward to supporting the Committee’s review 

of the results of the government’s financial 

transactions. 

 

The consolidated financial statements in the 

Nunavut Public Accounts are a key government 

accountability document to help Members of 

the Legislative Assembly understand the 

outcome of the government’s financial 

transactions. As the Government of Nunavut’s 

auditor, our primary responsibility is to audit 

the consolidated financial statements and 

express an opinion on them. We also report on 

the government’s compliance with specified 

authorities.  

 

ᕕᐊᓪᑯᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓵᒃᑯᓐᓂ. ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᒻᒥᔪᖅ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᑉ  

ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᑭᐊᖅᑭᕕᖓᓂ. ᓇᕿᑦᑕᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒥᓃᑦ ᑕᓚᕖᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᓛᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᑭᐊᖅᑭᕕᖓᓄᑦ 

ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓛᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂ ᐅᓪᓗᕐᒥ. 

 

ᐊᑖᒍᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᐅᑉ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᐅᑉ 91(5) ᒪᓕᒐᖏᓐᓂ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖓᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ, ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᓂᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐅᓪᓗᐃᑦ 

120 ᐱᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᔭᐅᕕᒥᓂᖓᓂᑦ 

ᐅᓪᓗᕐᒥᑦ, ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓗ ᓂᕆᐅᑉᐳᖓ ᑐᓂᓯᓛᖅᑐᒋᓪᓗᖓ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑲᓕᐊᒥᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᐆᒥᖓ 

ᑕᓚᕖᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᒡᒋᑐᒥ 

ᐅᑭᐊᒃᓵᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᓂᕆᓛᖅᑕᖓᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᕐᔪᐊᕐᕕᐅᑉ.  

 

ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᖃᐃᖁᓕᖅᐸᒃᑲ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ 

ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖁᓕᖅᑐᒋᑦ. ᒥᔅ ᒥᓗ.  
 

ᒥᓗ: ᐅᓪᓗᒃᑯᑦ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᓕᖅᑐᖅ) ᐅᓐᓄᓴᒃᑯᑦ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᓕᖅᑐᖅ) ᐅᓐᓄᓴᒃᑯᑦ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᖃᐃᖁᔨᓚᐅᕋᕕᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 

ᓵᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕆᐊᖅᑐᖅᖢᑕ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ 

ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕐᓂᒃ 

2022-23-ᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒋᔭᐅᔪᒧᑦ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 

ᐱᖃᑎᒋᕙᕋ ᕖᕋ ᐊᕙᑕ, ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᖅᑐᖅ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ. 

ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᔪᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 
 

ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓵᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖁᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᓇᓱᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖕᒥ 

ᑐᑭᓯᐊᓕᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᓇᒧᙵᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᖓ, ᑲᒪᒋᔭᒃᓴᕆᓪᓗᐊᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕙᒡᓗᒋᑦ. 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᖅᐸᒃᑭᕗᒍᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᓕᓐᓂᑦ. 
 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᕗᖅ ᓵᑕᒃᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᖃᓄᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᓄᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖏᑦ 
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The Committee’s review of the territory’s 

public accounts is an important step in ensuring 

accountability for how public funds are spent 

and how government finances are reported. Our 

work supports the Legislative Assembly’s 

oversight of the government, promotes 

transparency, and supports good financial 

management.  

 

The government carries out its accounting and 

financial reporting responsibilities through its 

Office of the Comptroller General in the 

Department of Finance. The Deputy Minister of 

Finance and the comptroller general will 

answer questions about the preparation of the 

financial statements. We will focus on our 

audit. 

 

The result of our audit work is contained in our 

independent auditor’s report in the public 

accounts. In our report, we issued an 

unmodified or “clean” audit opinion on the 

government’s consolidated financial statements 

for the ‘22-23 fiscal year. This means that the 

financial statements were prepared in 

accordance with generally accepted accounting 

principles for the public sector and that you can 

rely on the information provided.  

 

However, as the Committee is aware, the 

government missed the statutory financial 

reporting deadline. This delay was because the 

financial statements of the Petroleum Products 

Revolving Fund were completed too late to 

meet the December 31 statutory reporting 

deadline for the government’s financial 

statements. The ’22-23 Public Accounts of 

Nunavut were tabled in the Legislative 

Assembly on May 30, 2024. Because the 

government missed the reporting deadline, we 

have issued a modified opinion on compliance 

with specified authorities.  

 

We wish to draw the Committee’s attention to 

two issues. The first was raised previously and 

involves inadequate inventory management 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖑᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕗᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᕗᖅ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᓇᐅᑦᓯᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ, 

ᓴᖅᑭᔮᑦᑎᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᖅᖢᓂ, ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᓪᓗᓂᓗ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ.  

 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᓲᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᕆᐊᓕᒻᒥᓂᒃ 

ᑕᐃᑰᓇ ᐊᓪᓚᒡᕕᐊᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒻᒪᕆᐅᑉ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ. ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᒡᓕᐊ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒻᒪᕆᒡᓗ 

ᑭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ 

ᐱᕙᒌᔭᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ. ᑕᐅᑐᓪᓗᐊᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. 
 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᑯᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑉᐳᑦ 

ᐃᓛᒃᑰᖅᑑᑉ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᑉ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᖓᓂ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᕙᖕᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᑦ. 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᑦᑎᓐᓂ, ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᐳᒍᑦ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᒥᒃ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ "ᓴᓗᒻᒪᒃᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ," 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᓐᓂᒃ 2022-23−ᒧᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᖃᖅᐳᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᕙᒌᔭᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᑎᒃ 

ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᐅᖑᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᑕᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ. 
 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖕᒪᑕ, ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑭᖑᕙᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᒪᓕᒐᑎᒍᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᒃᓴᖓᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᑭᖑᕙᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑭᖑᕙᓗᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 

ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 31-ᒥ ᒪᓕᒐᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖓᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 2022–23 ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᒪᐃ 30, 2024−ᒥ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑭᖑᕙᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᒃᓴᖓᓂᒃ, 

ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ 

ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ.  
 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕈᓱᖁᕙᕗᑦ 2-ᓄᑦ. ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓈᒻᒪᙱᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓈᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᓯᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ 

ᐃᓚᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖅᓯᖅᑎᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ 

ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᖓᓂ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᒥᒐᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᑕᖃᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓂᖓ 
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practices and significant control deficiencies 

for spare parts and lubricants at the Qulliq 

Energy Corporation. These shortcomings 

matter because the lack of complete 

information on these inventories prevented us 

from concluding on whether they were 

accurately recorded and valued. The second 

issue involves the Petroleum Products Division, 

which required action by the government and 

the legislature to resolve issues with authorized 

limits for its two funds.  

 

On another matter, in ’22-23, the government 

implemented a new accounting standard for 

asset retirement obligations, or AROs. AROs 

are legal obligations for physical assets that 

will cost money to deal with when they stop 

being used. For example, the government could 

incur costs in the future to clean up buildings 

that contain asbestos.  

 

We noted issues relating to AROs. The new 

standard is complex, and the government and 

some territorial corporations had difficulty 

implementing it. As a result, both the Qulliq 

Energy Corporation and the Nunavut Housing 

Corporation missed their statutory financial 

reporting deadlines. This in turn delayed the 

government’s consolidation process. We would 

also like to remind the Committee about the 

issue relating to AROs in the financial 

statements of the Nunavut Development 

Corporation that we brought to your attention 

in last year’s hearing. In our ‘22-23 

independent auditor’s report on the 

corporation’s financial statements, we noted 

that the corporation had not done the required 

analysis to identify future AROs. 

 

Finally, as we highlighted to the Committee last 

year, we continue to notice that certain 

government departments and territorial 

corporations have experienced high levels of 

employee turnover and vacancies in key 

positions. The high level of vacancies 

inherently increases the risk of errors in 

ᐊᑕᖐᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓈᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᖅᑲᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᑕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᐊᐃᑉᐸᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᔪᖅ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ, 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓇᓱᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖏᓐᓄᑦ 2-ᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ.  
 

ᐊᓯᐊᒍᖔᖅ, 2022-23-ᒥ, ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐱᖁᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᓐᓇᐅᓗᐊᓕᖅᑐᓄᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᓄᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

AROs-ᑯᓐᓄᑦ. AROs−ᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᑎᒍᑦ 

ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᒃᐸᒃᐳᑦ ᑎᒥ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ ᐱᖁᑎᓄᑦ, 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᑭᖃᕋᔭᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᓂᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᒑᖓᑕ. ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ, ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᑭᓖᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐃᓪᓗᓂᒃ ᐃᑭᔪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 
 

ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓕᖕᓂᒃ AROs-ᓄᑦ. 

ᓄᑖᖅ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᔫᕗᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, 

ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᖑᕙᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 

ᐃᖅᑲᐃᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᒋᕗᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒃᓴᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᖃᖅᖢᓂ AROs−ᓄᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕐᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᓚᐅᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ ᑐᓵᑎᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᑕ. 2022-

23−ᒥ ᐃᓛᒃᑰᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓᓂ 

ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 

ᐅᔾᔨᕆᓚᐅᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓚᐅᙱᒻᒪᑕ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ AROs−ᓂᒃ. 
 

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓄᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᓂ, ᐅᔾᔨᕈᓱᐃᓐᓇᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑦ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᓂᒃ 

ᐃᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᓂᒃ. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᑦ 

ᐃᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕈᑕᐅᕐᔪᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᐅᔪᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᙱᓪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖕᒥ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᑎᓕᐅᒃᑲᓂᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
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financial reporting because it can lead to 

deficiencies in the internal control environment. 

We again encourage the Committee to study 

this situation and ask the government about its 

recruitment strategy.  

 

I would like to thank the Deputy Minister of 

Finance, the comptroller general, their staff, 

and the staff of the departments and territorial 

corporations who were involved in preparing 

the government’s financial statements. We 

appreciate their effort and collaboration. 

 

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my opening 

remarks. We would be pleased to answer any 

questions the Committee may have. Nakurmiik. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

 

Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Miller. I’ll allow 

the government to proceed with their opening 

comments. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Good afternoon and thank you for 

inviting us to appear before the Committee for 

the review of the 2022-23 Public Accounts of 

the Government of Nunavut. 

 

With me today from the Department of Finance 

is our Comptroller General, Ibrahim Suleiman; 

from the Department of Environment, we have 

Michele LeBlanc-Havard, Director of 

Environmental Protection, and James Elliott, 

Environmental Liabilities Project Manager. 

Also appearing with us today is Nathaniel 

Hutchinson, the Director of the Petroleum 

Products Division, and the Qulliq Energy 

Corporation’s President, Ernest Douglas. 

 

Before discussing the public accounts, I would 

like to address their delayed tabling. The 

Department of Finance was unable to table the 

2022-23 Public Accounts by the December 31 

deadline due to a delay in the completion of the 

Petroleum Products Division’s annual audit.  

The Petroleum Products Division’s audit was 

negatively affected by staff vacancies in 

ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐱᕆᓗᒋᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑖᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑎᒥᒃ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᔭᕋ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᒡᓕᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ, 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒻᒪᕆᒃ, ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᑦ, 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᖕᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᓗ 

ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᕙᒌᔭᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᒋᕙᕗᑦ 

ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᖏᑦ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᔩ, ᑕᕗᖓ ᐃᓱᓕᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᓐᓂᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᓐᓂᑦ. ᖁᕕᐊᓱᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᐅᔭᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖅᑕᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓄᑦ. 

(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᖁᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᓕᖅᑐᖅ) 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᒥᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᖃᖁᔨᓕᕆᕗᖓ. ᒥᔅᑕ 

ᔭᖕ.  

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᓪᓗᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᖃᐃᖁᔨᓚᐅᕋᔅᓯ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᓵᖓᓐᓄᑦ 

ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 2022-2023 ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ.  

 

ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᒫᓃᖃᑎᖃᖅᑐᖓ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᙶᖅᑐᖅ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒻᒪᕆᒃᐳᑦ, ᐃᑉᕋᕼᐃᒻ ᓲᓖᒫᓐ; 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ, ᒥᓯᐊᓪ ᓕᑉᓛᖕᒃ-ᕼᐊᕚᑦ, 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᓴᐳᔾᔨᔨᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᔭᐃᒥᓯ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᒃᓴᓄᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᕝᕙᓃᖃᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ, ᓇᑖᓂᐅᓪ 

ᕼᐊᑦᓯᓐᓴᓐ, ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᓪᓕᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖓ, ᐆᓇᔅᑦ ᑕᒡᓚᔅ. 

 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᒪᔪᖓ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ 

ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑕ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᓚᐅᙱᒻᒪᑕ 2022-2023 ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 31−ᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᒃᓴᖓ ᑭᖑᕙᓯᖕᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑕᐅᓂᒃᓴᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑖᓂᑦ. 

ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᓗᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓐᓄᒃᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᓄᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᕐᒥᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᓯᓚᑖᓂᙶᖅᑐᖅ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᓚᐅᙱᓚᖅ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂ 

ᐱᕕᒃᓴᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓕᖅᐸᒃᖢᓂ 
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corporate services positions which are critical 

to the audit process. As a result, the external 

auditor was unable to complete the audit within 

the initial timelines, ultimately leading to the 

Department of Finance being unable to 

complete its consolidation of the public 

accounts by December 31.  

 

This delay was highlighted in the independent 

auditor’s report provided by the Auditor 

General of Canada. The Government of 

Nunavut received a clean audit opinion in 

respect to the consolidated financial statements 

but received a qualified opinion relating to 

compliance with the Nunavut Act and the 

Financial Administration Act. 

 

I am pleased to report that the Petroleum 

Products Division’s audit was completed in late 

February 2024, and subsequently, the 

Government of Nunavut’s Public Accounts 

were tabled in May 2024. I would like to thank 

Members of the Legislative Assembly for their 

patience and understanding as we worked to 

complete the public accounts in spring 2024. 

 

I would also like to mention that the 2022-23 

Public Accounts are the first iteration to feature 

the new public accounting standard, PS 3280, 

related to asset retirement obligations. This new 

accounting standard requires us to recognize 

the costs associated with meeting the legal 

obligation to remove contaminates, such as lead 

and asbestos, from Government of Nunavut 

buildings upon their permanent removal from 

service. The standard also requires that these 

removal costs be expensed over the life of the 

asset rather than at its disposal or demolition. 

For 2022-23, the Government of Nunavut 

recognized an estimated $173 million in asset 

retirement obligations.  

 

With that, I would now like to share some 

notable highlights from the 2022-23 Public 

Accounts that I think may be of interest to 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᑲᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓄᑦ  

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᕕᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 31−ᖑᕋᓱᖕᓂᖓᓂ.  
 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ 

ᐃᓛᒃᑰᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓᓂ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᓴᓗᒪᔪᒥᒃ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓖᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐱᖁᔭᕐᒥ. 
 

ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃᒍᓱᒃᐳᖓ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖓ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᕕᕗᐊᕆ 2024 

ᐊᒃᐸᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᓪᓗ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᒪᐃ 2024−ᒥ. 

ᖁᔭᓕᔪᒪᕙᒃᑲ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖕᒥ 

ᐅᑕᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᓇᓱᒃᖢᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 2024−ᒥ ᐅᐱᕐᖔᒃᑯᑦ. 
 

ᐅᖃᕈᒪᒋᕗᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ 2022-2023−ᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖕᒪᑕ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᑖᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᖏᑦ, PS 

3280, ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓖᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓃᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᓄᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᑖᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᕗᖅ 

ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᑎᒍᑦ 

ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐲᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᓱᕈᖅᑎᕆᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ, 

ᓲᕐᓗ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᐃᑭᔪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒡᓗ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ 

ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᕐᓂᕆᔭᒥᓂᑦ. ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐲᖅᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ 

ᐊᑭᓕᒐᒃᓴᙳᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ 

ᐱᖁᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓃᖅᑎᑕᐅᙱᖔᕐᓗᓂ 

ᓱᕋᒃᑎᖅᑕᐅᙱᓪᓗᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 2022-2023−ᒧᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᑯᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ $173 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ−ᐸᓗᖕᓂ ᐱᖁᑎᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᕆᔭᓂᒃ.  
 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ, ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᕗᖓ 

ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 2022-

2023−ᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒥᐅᓄᑦ.  
 

ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ 2022-23-ᒧᑦ 
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Members of the Committee and Nunavummiut 

in general.  

 

Overview of Financial Results for 2022-23 

 

In 2022-23 the Government of Nunavut’s 

financial assets increased by $195.1 million to a 

total of $2.03 billion. Net financial assets also 

increased by $152.3 million to a total of $527.6 

million.  

 

Government of Nunavut revenue was $2.93 

billion and Government of Nunavut expenses 

were valued at $2.77 billion, which led to an 

operating surplus of $167.3 million.  

 

This $167.3 million surplus, when combined 

with surpluses from previous years, resulted in 

an accumulated surplus of $3.35 billion. Much 

of the accumulated surplus is made up of $2.7 

billion of tangible capital assets used by the 

Government of Nunavut for the delivery of 

goods and services to Nunavummiut.  

 

In 2022-23 actual revenue was $94.6 million 

higher than budgeted and represented a 4.2 

percent increase from the previous year. This 

increase was slightly lower than the five-year 

average in revenue growth, however, which is 

4.5 percent.  

 

The Government of Nunavut’s own source 

revenues increased by 15.1 percent, or $70.7 

million, compared to the previous year. These 

increases were driven primarily by increased 

petroleum sales, increases in investment 

income and other income. 

 

Chairman: Sorry, Mr. Young. I’m just going 

to interrupt you for one moment; if you could 

please slow your speech down a little bit. 

Thank you. Please proceed.  

 

Mr. Young: Over the same time frame, 

expenses grew by 8.4 percent, or $213.9 

million, compared to last year and were $35.6 

2022-23−ᒥ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ $195.1 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ  

ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ $2.03 ᐱᓕᐊᓂᒃ. ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ 

ᐱᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ $152.3 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 

ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ $527.6 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ.  

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᖏᑦ $2.93 

ᐱᓕᐊᓐ−ᖑᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᕆᐊᓕᖏᑦ ᐊᑭᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ $2.77 ᐱᓕᐊᓂᒃ, 

ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖃᓕᖅᖢᑎᒃ $167.3 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ.  

 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ $167.3 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ, ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᑦ, ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓕᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ $3.35 

ᐱᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᒪᕐᒥᑲᓴᑦᑎᐊᖅ 

ᑲᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ $2.7 

ᐱᓕᐊᓐ−ᖏᓐᓃᑉᐳᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᑐᔫᑎᓂᒃ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔾᔭᒃᓴᓇᓱᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᐅᑎᓄᓪᓗ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ.  

 

2022-23−ᒥ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕆᔭᐅᓪᓚᑦᑖᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ $94.6 

ᒥᓕᐊᓐ−ᖏᓐᓃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ 4.2%−ᒥ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ 

ᐊᕐᕌᓂᓂ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎ 

ᐊᑦᑎᖕᓂᖅᓴᐅᕌᕐᔪᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, 

4.5%−ᒦᖦᖢᓂ.  

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕐᕕᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ 15.1%−ᒥ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ $70.7 

ᒥᓕᐊᓐ, ᐊᕐᕌᓂᓕᓴᐃᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒋᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ, 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᓄᑦ. 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒪᒥᐊᓇᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᒃᑭᑦ; ᓱᒃᑲᐃᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒍᓐᓇᕈᕕᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑲᔪᓯᒋᑦ. 
 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑕᐃᑲᓂᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᕆᑎᑕᐅᔪᒥ, 

ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᒐᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐱᕈᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ 8.4%−ᒥᒃ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

$213.9−ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ, ᐊᕐᕌᓂᓂ ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒍ $35.6−ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ 

ᖁᑦᑎᖕᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ. 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᕗᖅ ᐊᖏᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᖢᓂ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒐᔪᖕᓂᖓᓂ 

ᐱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᒐᒃᓴᑦ, 4.7%-ᒥ.  
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million higher than budgeted. This represents a 

sizeable increase over the five-year average 

growth in expenses, which is 4.7 percent.  

 

The majority of increased expenses came from 

four departments, including: 

 

1. Community and Government Services, 

which had $89.9 million in increased 

expenses due to increased resourcing of the 

municipality funding program and 

increased operating costs; 

 

2. Health, which had $41.9 million in 

increased expenses, resulting from an 

increased population requiring medical 

services and inflationary pressures which 

drove up the price of commodities and 

equipment; 

 

3. Finance, which had $28.7 million in 

increased expenses primarily to interest 

costs, the implementation of the Enterprise 

Resource Planning software costs and 

liquor product costs; and  

 

4. Nunavut Housing Corporation, which had 

$16.1 million in increased expenses due 

mainly to high energy prices. 

 

These increased Government of Nunavut 

expenses were somewhat offset by decreased 

spending by the departments of Economic 

Development and Transportation and 

Education.  

 

Across the Government of Nunavut, spending 

on goods and services was $1.4 billion and 

compensation and benefits cost were $832 

million, for a combined $2.27 billion, equalling 

82.1 percent of all Government of Nunavut 

expenses in 2022-23. In the same year, the 

Government of Nunavut also spent $162.8 

million on capital infrastructure improvements 

and additions.  

ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓂᒃ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖕᓂᙶᖅᐳᑦ, ᐅᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ: 

1. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ, 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ $89.9 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ 

ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑭᖏᑦ; 

 

2. ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᙱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ, $41.9 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ, 

ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓕᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐋᓐᓂᐊᕕᖕᒥ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᐅᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ 

ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᓯᕙᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᕙᒃᖢᑎᒃ 

ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖁᑎᑦ; 

 

3. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ, $28.7-ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᕿᑐᕐᖏᐅᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᓪᓗᐊᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ, 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐃᒥᐊᓗᖕᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ  

 

4. ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ, $16.1-ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ  

     ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ 

ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐅᓄᕈᓐᓃᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ.  

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᓕᒫᖅ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐱᖁᑎᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᐅᑎᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᑭᖃᖅᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ $1.4 

ᐱᓕᐊᓐ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓪᓗ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ 

ᐊᑭᖃᖅᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ $832 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ $2.27 

ᐱᓕᐊᓐ, 82.1%−ᒦᖦᖢᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᕆᐊᓕᖏᑦ 2022-23−ᒥ. ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ $162.8 

ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᑐᔫᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᓄᑦ 

ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ.  
 

ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᑕᐅᑦᑐᒐᒃᓴᖓᓄᑦ, ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᓇᓗᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᒃᓴᖏᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᒦᑉᐳᑦ 

ᓱᕐᕌᓗᐊᙱᓪᓗᑎᒡᓗ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓᑦ 
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Future Outlook, Risks and Uncertainties 

 

The Government of Nunavut’s debt levels are 

relatively low and stable. Government 

borrowing was at $404.3 million at year-end, 

leaving $347.7 million of borrowing capacity 

available under the $750 million authorized 

limit. Both of these indicators are expected to 

have a positive impact on the Government of 

Nunavut’s financials. Despite this, the 

Government of Nunavut will face some 

challenges. 

 

The Government of Nunavut remains highly 

reliant on funding from the Government of 

Canada, with approximately 81.6 percent of its 

2023 revenue coming from the federal 

government. This percentage is down from the 

previous year, however, in which Government 

of Canada funding accounted for 83.3 percent 

of the Government of Nunavut’s revenue.  

Most Canadian jurisdictions generate their 

revenue primarily through taxation. In 

Nunavut, however, personal, corporate and 

other taxes accounted for only 27.8 percent, or 

$150.4 million, of total consolidated own-

source revenue in 2023.  

 

In 2023 personal income tax revenue was down 

by 32.6 percent, or $13.5 million, from 2022. A 

higher-than-average unemployment rate will 

continue to remain a barrier to increasing 

personal income tax revenue in the territory. 

 

Like many jurisdictions across Canada, the 

Government of Nunavut continues to face 

challenges with rising costs that results in 

spending more year over year on programs and 

services on a per capita basis. While Nunavut’s 

population has grown on average by 1.1 percent 

per year, per capita revenue and expenses have 

increased by an average of 3.4 percent and 3.6 

percent respectively over a five-year period. 

 

$404.3 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ−ᒦᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑉ ᓄᕐᖑᐊᓄᑦ, 

$347.7−ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᓂ 

ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᒥᑦ $750 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᐊᑖᒍᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ 

ᑭᒡᓕᐅᔪᒥᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑏᒃ 

ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᕗᑦ ᐱᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ. 

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᑎᖃᐃᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ, 81.6%−ᐸᓗᐃᑦ 2023−ᒥ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕆᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᙶᖅᑐᑦ.  

ᑖᓐᓇ %−ᖓ ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᒃ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ 83.3%-ᖓᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᖏᓐᓂ. ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᕐᕕᓕᒫᑲᓴᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᓲᖑᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᓯᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒃᑯᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ, ᐃᓄᖕᒧᑦ, 

ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓄᑦ, ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᓯᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ 

27.8%−ᒦᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ ($150.4−ᒥᓕᐊᓐ) ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕆᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ 2023-ᒥ.  

 

 

 

2023−ᒥ, ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᖑᔪᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᓯᓄᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᑦ ᑲᑕᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ 32.6%−ᒥ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

$13.5 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ, 2022−ᒥ. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᙱᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐅᓄᙱᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᑐᓗᖅᑕᕈᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓇᓱᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᓄᑦ 

ᑖᒃᓰᔭᕈᑎᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕆᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ. 

 

ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒋᑦ, 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᕉᑎᖃᐃᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐊᑭᑦᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᒃᖢᑎᒃ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓂᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᐅᑎᓂᒡᓗ ᐃᓄᒋᐊᖕᓂᖏᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᐃᓄᒋᐊᒃᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ 1.1%−ᐸᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫ 

ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕆᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 3.4%−ᐸᓗᖕᒥ 

ᐊᒻᒪ 3.6%−ᒥ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 

 

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ, ᐊᑭᑐᔫᑎᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᕗᑦ 

ᐱᑐᖃᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᖕᒪᑕ, ᐊᖏᓪᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ 

ᓴᓇᔭᐅᒋᐊᕆᐊᓖᑦ, ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑭᖑᕝᕕᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ.  

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᓂᒃ 

ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ 

ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᑎᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ; ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, 2022-2023−ᒥ, 
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Finally, our capital assets are getting older, 

increasing the need for repair, maintenance and 

replacement costs in the future.  

 

The Government of Nunavut continues to make 

infrastructure improvements a priority; 

however, in 2022-23, $162.8 million was spent 

on capital assets, which is lower than the $208 

million spent on average over the last five 

years. In addition to this, infrastructure 

investments have become considerably more 

expensive since the pandemic, meaning the 

Government of Nunavut is seeing less impact 

from each dollar spent.  

 

The Government of Nunavut continues to take 

action to plan for, mitigate, and manage the 

potential impacts of these challenges, including 

through efforts to grow the tax base, provide 

support to residents and businesses, and invest 

in capital assets. 

 

Closing Remarks 

 

I would like to acknowledge the work of our 

financial reporting team, as well as the work of 

the corporate services finance teams from 

across the government who contributed to the 

development of the 2022-23 Public Accounts.  

 

I welcome any questions from Members of the 

Committee. Thank you. 

 

Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Young. Do any 

Committee Members have comments to the 

opening comments? Mr. Lightstone. 

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Good afternoon, colleagues, officials, and those 

joining our hearing virtually. Representatives 

from the OAG, Office of the Auditor General, 

tunngasugit. Welcome, everybody, to our 

second review of the public accounts. 

 

Before I begin, I would like to congratulate our 

new Deputy Minister of Finance and our new 

$162.8 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᔫᑎᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᓄᑦ, 

ᐅᓄᙱᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ $208  

ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᖄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᒍᑦ, ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᐊᐅᓚᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖏᔪᑲᓪᓚᒻᒪᕆᖕᒥ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᙵᓂᑦ 

ᖃᓂᒪᓐᓇᖅ ᓇᒧᙵᕈᓘᔭᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 

ᑐᑭᖃᖅᖢᓂ,  
 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓ ᑕᑯᕙᓪᓕᐊᕗᑦ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕇᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐱᑕᖃᙱᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒡᓗ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐱᓇᔪᒍᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑎᑉᐹᓪᓕᕋᓱᒃᖢᒋᑦ 

ᑖᒃᓯᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᖅᑲᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑏᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᐊᖅᖢᑎᓪᓗ ᐊᑭᑐᔫᑎᑦ 

ᐱᖁᑎᓂᒃ. 
 

ᐱᐊᓂᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑦ 
 

ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ, ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔪᒪᕙᒃᑲ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖏᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᖅᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖏᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ 

ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᕕᖕᓂᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 2022-2023 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ.  
 

ᑐᙵᓱᒃᑎᑦᑎᕗᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖅᑕᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᔭᖕ. ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 

ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᒍᑎᒋᕋᑖᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᓕᖅᑕᖃᖅᑲ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐅᓐᓄᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᕋᓐᓈᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ. 

ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓᓂ, 

ᐊᐃᑉᐹᓂ ᑕᕝᕙ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖃᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂ.  

 

ᐅᐱᒋᖅᑳᕈᒪᔭᒃᑲ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᓕᖓ ᓄᑖᖅ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓ ᑎᒃᑯᐊᖅᓯᕋᑖᒥᓂᐅᒻᒪᑕ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓇᓗᖅᑯᑎᒋᙱᑎᐊᖅᑲᒃᑲ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᕆᒍᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑕᓯ 
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comptroller general on their recent 

appointments. For the record, I would like to 

state that I have had full confidence in your 

previous roles and I wish you both luck as you 

oversee the government’s coffers and assist the 

cabinet with fulfilling their fiduciary 

responsibilities. 

 

I would like to remind the public and Members 

of the importance of this exercise. The Public 

Accounts is a key government accountability 

document that can help understand the results 

of the government’s financial transactions and 

supports us as Members of the Legislative 

Assembly contribute to the oversight of the 

government as well as promotes transparency 

and encourages good financial management. 

 

The fiscal year that ended March 31, 2023 

which we will be reviewing, the Government of 

Nunavut had revenues of $2.9 billion, with 

expenses in excess of $2.7 billion, leaving a 

surplus of $167 million, or roughly 5 percent. 

As was noted, this was the very first year that 

the Government of Nunavut had complied with 

the new accounting standards with regard to 

asset retirement obligation, which saw an 

additional $173 million in expenses and 

liabilities added to the books. I would like to 

note that this year’s $160 million surplus was 

much lower than last year’s 267 million, but if 

it was not for the asset retirement obligation, 

the surplus would be a new record as well. 

 

As everyone knows, being in deficit is bad, but 

given the time value of money most people 

don’t know that having significant surpluses 

can be equally as bad. Continuous surpluses 

have left to the Government of Nunavut in a 

strong financial position and are an indicator of 

root problems. I believe that the Government of 

Nunavut’s surpluses are mainly contributed to 

two major factors, one being delays in capital 

projects, and two, unspent O&M program 

funding. I encourage our new Deputy Minister 

of Finance and our new Comptroller General to 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᓱᖅᑎᓪᓗᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᓴᖅᑭᕆᐊᓕᖏᓐᓂ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ.  

 

ᐃᖅᑲᐃᑎᒋᐊᕈᒪᔭᒃᑲ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑏᓪᓗ 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖓᓂ ᐆᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᑦᑕ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐅᑉ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ 

ᓵᖓᔭᔅᓴᒫᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒍᑎᔅᓴᓪᓚᕆᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔪᖃᕐᓂᕐᒪᖔᓪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᑦᑐᒥᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ. 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒃ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᓱᖅᑎᐅᖃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓲᖑᒻᒪᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  

 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᕝᕕᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓ ᒫᑦᓯ 31 ᓄᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 

2023-ᒥ, ᕿᒥᕐᕈᙳᓱᒃᑲᑦᑎᒍᐃᓛᒃ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ ᐃᓯᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒥᓂᖅ $2.9-ᕕᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ $2.7-ᕕᓕᐊᓐ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ. $167-ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒍᒫᕐᓂᐊᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 5%−ᐸᓗᒻᒥᒃ.  

 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᑖᕐᖓᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐹᑦᑎᐊᖑᒻᒪᒡᒎᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓ ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂ ᐱᑐᖃᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᑐᖃᐃᑦ 

ᐱᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᓴᒃᑯᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ.  

 

ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ, $173-ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᓪᓗᓂ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᒥᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᒋᐊᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ $160-ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑰᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᓂᓂᑦ ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᓪᓚᕆᐅᒻᒪᑦ $266-

ᒥᓕᐊᙳᔪᒻᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᑐᖃᐃᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖁᑦᑎᓐᓂᖓ 

ᐊᖏᓛᖑᖃᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒥᔪᖅ.  

 

ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᐅᙱᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ 

ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅ ᐅᖓᑕᖏᖅᓯᓂᖅ ᐱᐅᙱᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᐸᓗᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕙᙱᒻᒪᑕ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓂᖃᓪᓗᐊᑲᓪᓚᓐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 

ᐱᐅᙱᒍᓐᓇᒥᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ. 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ, 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᐃᒍᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓲᖑᒻᒪᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  

 

ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᒃᑲᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 

ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓄᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑎᑦ 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐃᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 2, ᐊᒻᒪ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
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keep these matters in mind as you lead the 

financial management of the Government of 

Nunavut leading forward. 

 

I would now like to continue to highlight some 

of the topics that I would like to continue that 

we discussed last year, such as the enhanced 

disclosure of contingent liabilities, 

enhancement of in-year reporting, enhanced 

reporting on tangible capital assets that are at or 

beyond their estimated useful life, and cash 

management, treasury strategy, and working 

capital requirements. 

 

In addition I would like to touch upon some 

additional areas, such as the timeliness of 

tabling of the Public Accounts and the year-end 

process; sustainability reporting, such as 

environmental, social and corporate 

governance, capital carryovers and capital 

capacity. 

 

Some anomalies that I have noticed that I 

would like to dig into today are the reduction in 

staff housing revenues, which is the first I’ve 

ever seen; reduction in grants and contribution 

spending; reduction in personal income tax 

revenues; and the asset retirement obligations 

when assets are surplused. 

 

I would just also like to say thank you to all of 

the departments, corporate services, the 

managers, the finance teams as well as all of 

the program managers that assist the finance 

teams in completing the year-end process. 

That’s very lengthy and time consuming and I 

just want thank everybody for all the hard work 

that was put into the Public Accounts. Thank 

you, Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Lightstone. Any 

other comments to the opening comments? 

Seeing none, I’ll open the floor to questions. 

I’ll give committee members a moment to go to 

their information. Please acknowledge the chair 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᙲᓐᓇᐸᑦᑐᑎᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᒍᑎᔅᓴᐃᑦ 

ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᒍᑎᔅᓴᐃᑦ. 

 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᖓᑕ ᑐᖏᓕᖓ ᓄᑖᖅ, 

ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓴᐅᓐᓂᖅᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ.  

 

ᓴᖅᑭᔮᕆᐊᖅᑎᒍᒪᒐᒃᑭᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᔭᕗᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᓂ, ᓴᖅᑭᔮᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐊᑭᓕᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᕋᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ 

ᑎᒍᔭᒃᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᐱᖁᑎᓪᓚᕆᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 

ᒥᔅᓴᐅᓯᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᑕ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐅᖓᑖᓄᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᑐᑭᒧᐊᒍᑎᔅᓴᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᓪᓗ ᑲᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅ. 

 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᒐᓛᒍᒪᔪᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ 

ᐃᓱᓕᑦᑕᕐᕕᖃᖃᑦᑕᓲᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᕕᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓚᖃᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐃᓄᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᓪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ. 

 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᓂᓴᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᑖᕐᒨᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᑕᑯᓯᒪᔭᓐᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᒪᒻᒥᒐᒪ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᖏᖕᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᑦ 

ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᖓᑕᒎᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᐃᑲᔫᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 

ᒥᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ 

ᑖᒃᓰᔭᐃᔭᕈᑎᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑐᑎᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ, 

ᐱᖁᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᓲᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ. 

 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᔭᒃᑲ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᓕᒫᕌᓗᐃᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᕕᖏᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᖏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦᑏᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᐃᑲᔪᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ 

ᑲᑎᑎᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ. ᑕᑭᔪᐊᓘᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕᐃᓛᒃ 

ᐊᑯᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᒋᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦᑐᑎᑦ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᑕᐃᓐᓇᕆᒍᒪᕙᒃᑲ ᐊᔅᓱᕈᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᐃᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᐃᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᓕᑦᑕᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑳ ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᒍᑎᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᓄᑦ? 

ᑕᑯᙱᓐᓇᒪ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᓄᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᓕᕐᓚᒍ. ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 

ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᑯᒋᐊᕆᐊᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
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when you’re ready to begin. Nobody wants to 

lead the foray? Mr. Lightstone. 

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I guess 

I would like to start off with a very open 

question. As sort of an exercise of reviewing 

Public Accounts I would like to ask the 

Government of Nunavut to respond on any 

progress that has been made on 

recommendations from last year’s review. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you for the question. Sorry 

for the delay. So we had responded to the report 

from last year. I believe we’ve answered all the 

questions. If there is anything in there 

unsatisfactory, I will be happy to elaborate 

further. We’ve also been successful in 

implementing all of the new standards that 

come about this year, specifically the one 

mentioned in the opening comments. And we 

are on track to table on time for this current 

fiscal year. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone. 

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Chair. Thank you 

for your response. So one of the issues that I 

raised -- one of the concerns that I raised last 

year was the need to expand upon the 

Government of Nunavut’s contingent liabilities 

in the notes to the financial statements and last 

year I had indicated that, well, basically I’ll 

start off by describing what a contingent 

liability is in this definition, and that is a 

contingent liability is basically when an 

individual takes the Government of Nunavut to 

court, the government must then I guess 

account for the potential liability in the event 

the case is lost. 

 

So the reason why I brought this up is because 

the contingent liabilities have risen significant, 

exponentially over the last few years, from I 

ᑕᑯᒋᐊᕐᕕᖃᑲᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑕᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᓯ. ᐊᐱᕆᖅᑳᖅᑐᖃᕈᒪᙱᓛᖅ? 

ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᑖᒃᑯᓇᙵᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᒪᑐᐃᕆᐊᕈᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᔭᖓᑕ 

ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᑐᒡᓕᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᓯᕗᒧᐊᒃᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᓂᓴᕐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑕ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᒪᒥᐊᓇᖅ ᑭᐅᑲᐅᑎᒋᙱᓐᓇᒪ. ᑭᐅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᓂᓴᕐᓄᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᑦ 

ᑭᐅᔭᐃᓐᓇᕆᖅᑰᓚᐅᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ. ᓈᒻᒪᒋᙱᒃᑯᔅᓯᐅᒃ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᒍᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 

ᒪᑐᐃᕈᑎᒋᔭᑦᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᖃᓯᐅᑎᖅᑲᐅᔭᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᑭᖑᕙᖅᓯᒪᙱᓪᓗᑎᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓄᑦ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ 

ᓴᖅᑭᓚᐅᖅᑕᕋ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ, ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᓗᒍ 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓪᓕᐅᒃᑯᒫᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ 

ᓴᓂᕐᕙᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓲᕐᓗᒃ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑭᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ 

ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᐃᕕᖕᒧᐊᖅᑕᐅᔭᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᑭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᑳᓪᓚᓕᕐᓂᖅᐸᑕ.  

 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᖕᓄᑦ $15 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ 

$130 ᒥᓕᐊᙳᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᓯᒪᕐᔪᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᒡᒍᓯᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔭᐅᓕᕋᒪ 

ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓇᑎᒡᓗ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. 
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think 15 million to 130 million dollars, and in 

the government’s response to the committee 

last year it was under the advice of the 

Department of Justice not to enhance disclosure 

or information under this section. 

 

I understand the rationale for the Department of 

Justice’s recommendation not to provide 

further information, to protect the Government 

of Nunavut, but aside from giving all the 

information identifying each case and each 

value, would the government consider 

providing the breakdown of cases per category? 

I believe there’s five or seven different 

categories of litigation. Would the government 

consider providing just figures of a number of 

contingencies by category? Thank you, Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you for the question. We will have to go back 

and look at the list. We will work with the 

Department of Justice and see if there’s any 

way we can provide more information without 

giving away too much sensitive information. 

Part of the issue, just so all the listeners are 

aware, is that a lot of the contingent liabilities 

that we record have to do with whether or not 

we think we’re in a strong position and how 

much we might have to pay out if we were to 

lose those challenges. The obvious problem 

with giving that information out is that it shows 

our position publicly to someone who might be 

challenging us in court. 

 

With respect to the number or the total value of 

the contingent liability growing, I can confirm 

that that is not necessarily reflective of the 

volume of challenges. There are some large 

ones in there that are really skewing the total 

pot, and once those are dealt with I suspect that 

it will return to levels that we’ve seen in the 

past. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Mr. Lightstone. 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓂᑦ ᐃᓛᒃ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᔨᓇᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᐅᓯᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 

 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓕᒫᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᑲᑕᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᒪᖔᑕᓗ, 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᓐᓇᖅᐹᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᕐᒥᒃ 

ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᐅᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓪᓗᑭᐊᖅ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑐᓪᓗᑭᐊᖅ 

ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᐃᕕᒃᑰᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑐᓂᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᐃᓴᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓇᐅᑦᑎᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᓃᖅᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᖏᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᐅᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕋᑦᑕ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒡᓗᑎᒍᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

ᑲᙳᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᓯᙱᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓈᓚᒃᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᑦ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 

ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐊᑭᓖᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕗᑦ. 

 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᐊᑲᐅᙱᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ 

ᑐᓂᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑦ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓴᖅᐸᑕ 

ᐊᑭᓴᖅᑐᐃᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᐃᕕᒃᑯᑦ. ᐅᓄᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᔅᓯᑖᓚᕌᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᐃᕕᒃᑰᖅᑐᖃᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᕈᒫᖅᑐᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᓃᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 

ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᖕᓅᙱᑦᑐᖅ. 

 

ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ. ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᖕᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ 

ᑐᖏᓕᖓᑕᓗ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᒡᒎᖅ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ. ᐊᑑᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᕋ 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖏᑦ 

ᑲᒪᖃᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖏᓪᓗ ᓈᒻᒪᒡᓗᑎᑦ 
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Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Chair. Thank you, 

Deputy Minister. I would like to move on to my 

next topic. Last year I had asked questions with 

regard to the bank balance and working capital 

requirements for the Government of Nunavut, 

and the Deputy Minister had indicated that the 

Department of Finance was working on a 

treasury strategy. I think that is a very effective 

means every ensuring financial responsibility in 

ensuring that we have the right amount in the 

bank, not too much, not too little. 

 

Would the Deputy Minister be able to provide 

an update to the committee on any progress 

made in that area? Thank you, Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you again for the question. Yes, the previous 

Deputy Minister did answer that question to say 

that we are working on a treasury strategy. I 

can confirm today that we did not have the 

strategy fully completed. We don’t have it 

completed now, but we were in the last year 

able to have a policy approved. The first step 

was to create the policy that sets the parameters 

and the strategy is our next step, which we are 

actively working on now, which works within 

those parameters in the policy. 

 

We are, however, looking pretty closely at our 

bank balance on a regular basis to make sure 

even in the absence that ever strategy that we 

do have the cash available to meet our needs. 

You may notice in the financial statements that 

our cash balance was lower than it had been in 

previous years. That is not because we don’t 

have money, that is because we were taking 

advantage of very high interest rates coming 

out of the pandemic and we had a lot looked 

away in investments that were quite lucrative. 

 

Maybe at the same time I’ll point to my 

opening comments, when we mention our other 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᑯᕕᖕᒦᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ. 

ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᖅ ᑐᓴᕈᑎᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦᓯ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᐄ. ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᓕᕆᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᖓ 

ᑭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᑦ 

ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓴᓇᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ. 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑏᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ. 

 

ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖅᑕᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓕᕐᓗᓂ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᐅᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗ 

ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎᐅᓪᓗᓂ 

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓪᓗ. 

 

ᑭᐊᓯᓂᓕ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᑯᕕᕗᑦ ᐊᑯᓚᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎᕗᓪᓗ ᑕᑯᒋᐊᖅᐸᖦᖢᑎᒍᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᓚᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᕗᑦ−ᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᓄᙱᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑭᒃᓴᕐᓂᕐᒨᙱᑦᑐᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᐊᓘᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᕿᑐᕐᖏᐅᕈᑎᖏᑦ 

ᓄᕙᒡᔪᐊᕐᓇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᑐᕐᖏᐅᖅᑎᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂ 

ᐱᕈᖅᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ. 

 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒪᑐᐃᕈᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐃᓯᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᕈᖅᓴᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᕿᑐᕐᖏᐅᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂ 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᐊᕇᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ 

ᐊᑯᓚᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ. 

 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓯᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᓱᐃᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓛᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎ ᓴᓇᓛᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑐᖏᓕᖓᑕ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ. ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᒪ 

ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᓐᓄᐊᕐᓗᖓ ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ. ᐊᕐᕌᓂ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᖁᑏᑦ ᐱᑐᖃᙳᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
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income was higher. That other income is 

mostly made up of investment income that we 

made as a result of investing that extra cash, so 

we have been very closely monitoring it and we 

forecast our needs based on priorities we know 

are coming. And if there are cash needs coming 

we will certainly keep more available. But we 

hope to have that strategy completed in the next 

year. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone. 

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Chair. Thank you, 

Deputy Minister. I’m glad to hear that. I would 

like to move on to the next topic, and that is last 

year there was some discussion about our aging 

infrastructure and the need to enhance 

disclosure of fully amortized assets. Would the 

Deputy Minister be able to provide an update 

on progress made in that area? Thank you, 

Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Our 

comptroller Mr. Suleiman next to me is actively 

engaged in that. I would like to pass that to 

him, if you wouldn’t mind. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Suleiman. 

 

Mr. Suleiman: In our disclosures for tangible 

capital assets we follow the PSAS 

requirements. We outline the amortization, 

work in progress that has gone into it, as well 

as any additions. And we follow the standards 

when it comes to disclosures. Working with the 

OAG we ensure that all the public information 

that’s required to be disclosed is disclosed and 

shared in those Public Accounts. Thank you, 

Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone. 

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you for that response, 

Mr. Suleiman. I agree with your comments that 

ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅᑖᕆᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᕋᐅᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐱᖁᑎᖏᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑦ ᐸᖁᓇᐅᑎᒋᕙᕋ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᕗᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᕙᓐ ᐅᖃᕋᑖᕐᒪᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 

ᑲᒪᔪᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᖕᒪᒍ 

ᖃᓄᐃᒃᓴᙱᒃᑯᕕᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᓕᒫᓐ. 

 

ᓱᓕᒫᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒐᖏᑦ. ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅᑖᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᖕᓄᑦ. 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᐃᓚᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓂᑦ 

ᑐᓂᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓄᖓᓗ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ 

ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᓐᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᑕᐃᑰᓇ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᕕᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖁᑎᖏᑎᒍᑦ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᓕᒫᓐ. 

ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᖅᑐᖓ ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑎᒋᕋᑖᖅᑕᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᔪᑦ ᐊᑉᐸᓯᖕᓂᖅᐹᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᖕᓂᒃ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᓕᕌᖓᑕ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒐ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᕌᖓᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᖁᑏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐱᑐᖃᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕖᑦ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 

ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᓴᓇᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦ? 

ᑕᕝᕙ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒋᓇᓱᒃᐸᕋ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᑐᖃᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ.  

 

ᑐᒃᓯᕋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏᖕᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ 

ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᑐᓃᑦᑕᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᖃᖓᒡᓗ ᓇᑉᐸᖅᑎᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᖃᔅᓯ 

ᑖᓚᕌᕐᒪᖔᑕᓗ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓃᑦᑐᐊᓐᓅᖕᒪᑕ.  
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the GN is meeting the minimum requirements 

under the Public Sector Accounting Standards 

when it comes to capital assets and disclosure 

of them, but the concern was more along the 

lines of our aging infrastructure and needing to 

provide more information how much of our 

needs is beyond its estimated useful life. That 

was the intent of requesting enhanced 

disclosure with tangible capital assets. I would 

just like to put forward a request again that the 

Department of Finance works with departments 

and territorial corporations to highlight that 

fact. 

 

I’ve seen the workbooks with the tangible 

capital asset workbooks. Every building, every 

asset has its own line and date of construction, 

renovation and asset value. Its all there, and 

what I’m quite concerned about is the amount 

of assets on NHC’s books that have a net zero 

book value, which really means that they are in 

desperate need of replacement. 

 

I’m highlighting the benefit from our end and 

the public’s end every seeing this type of 

information enhancing the tangible capital 

assets with net zero book value, so I would ask 

if the department would consider this request. 

Thank you, Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young. 

. 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I have two 

parts, two answers to this, a two-part answer to 

this. I would first of all point you to page 13 of 

the Public Accounts. There’s a table that shows 

the total net book value of tangible capital 

assets and it’s not super segregated. You 

mentioned NHC versus others. We don’t have 

that level of detail in here, but our territorial 

corporations manage their own and Community 

and Government Services manages the TCAs, 

the tangible assets for the core government. We 

can work with them to see if there’s a better, a 

more fulsome we can take to sharing that 

information. 

 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᕋ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐅᓄᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒐᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

0−ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᖕᒪᑕ 0−ᒦᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᖕᒪᑦ. 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᖏᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑎᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 

ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖓ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᓛᒃ 

ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑕᖏᓖᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ. ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᖅ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑦ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᒪᕐᕉᓕᖅᑲᖓᓗᓂ ᑭᒡᒍᓯᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ. ᒪᒃᐱᒐᖅ 

13-ᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᕕᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. 

ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᔅᓯᑦ ᑖᓚᑖᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᙵ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᒐᔅᓯᐅᒃ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ. 

 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᙵ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᐅᔪᑦ 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᔅᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

ᑲᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ PCA−ᖓᓂᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᖏᑕ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᒪᒋᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓅᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᑦ 

ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᓐᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒡᓗ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓐᓄᐊᕐᓂᐊᓕᕋᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᖓ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᕕᓃᑦ. 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᓐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖏᑕ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ. 

 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᒃᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑕ. ᒪᒥᐊᓇᖅ. ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᙳᐊᖅᐳᑦ ERP ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᐱᐅᓯᑎᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᑕ 

ᐃᓱᐊᓂ? ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᓕᖅᐸᑦ. ᖃᖓᓗ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑏᑦ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᓱᒫᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᑯᔪᒫᖅᐱᑎᒍᓪᓗ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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I don’t know if it will make it into the actual 

Public Accounts, but there may be another 

forum that we can share that information with 

you. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Mr. Lightstone. 

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Chair. Thank you 

for the response. I would like to move on to my 

next topic and that’s the timeliness of tabling 

the Public Accounts. There has been a lot of 

discussion about the enterprise resource 

planning project that’s being led by the 

Department of Finance, the ERP project, and I 

was wondering what the Department of Finance 

has planned in -- I would like to ask how the 

Department of Finance envisions this new ERP 

system enhancing the year-end reporting 

process and when we can see these benefits 

kick in. Thank you, Chair. 

 

Chairman: Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you again for the question. We envision this 

helping us with the year end in many ways. But 

to sum it up, we essentially will have more 

information readily available. The new program 

replaces our current financial software, which 

we’ve been using for 25 years, and I believe 

NWT used it even before that so it’s quite old. 

The reports that come out of that are hard to 

use. They are not easy to manipulate. The new 

software should be a lot more user friendly. We 

should be able to get a lot more information 

without manipulating it again manually, after 

we pull it out. Even things like leave and 

attendance will now be electronically available 

in an instant, exactly what’s available today 

rather than lengthy reconciliations happening 

after year-end to tally up and send in to the 

comptroller general’s office. 

 

We envision this happening, it will probably be 

two year ends before it’s really fully used for 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐅᑐᙳᐊᖅᑐᖓ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᖅᑭᒃᑲᔭᕐᓗᑎᒍᑦ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᖃᓕᕈᑦᑕ ᓄᑖᓄᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕗᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 

25-ᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓇᖏᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

ᐱᑐᖃᐅᓗᐊᓕᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓇᖏᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᑐᒐᕐᓂᙱᑦᑐᕈᓘᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᕋᓂᓗ ᓄᑖᖅ 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎ 

ᐊᑐᒐᕐᓂᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᒐᕐᓂᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ.  

 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓲᕐᓗᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ 

ᕿᓚᒥᑯᓗᒃ ᓇᕿᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᓯᖕᒪᑦ. 

ᐊᑯᓂᐊᓗᒃ ᐅᑕᖅᑭᓇᑎᒃ ᓇᐃᓴᐃᔅᓲᔮᓗᙱᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᕆᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᓱᐊᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓐᓇᐅᑉ 

ᐊᒡᓚᒡᕕᐊᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔅᓲᔭᕆᐊᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖅᑲᐃ ᓱᓕ ᐅᑕᖅᑭᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ, 

ᐊᑐᓕᓪᓚᕆᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒡᓗ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑕᖅᑭᓄᑦ ᐱᖓᓱᓄᑦ ᑭᐅᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 

ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖃᐅᖅᖢᑎᓪᓗ, ᐃᓱᓕᑦᑕᕐᕕᖃᐅᖦᖢᑎᒡᓗ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ. ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᓕᕋᔅᓯᐅᒃ 

ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃᒍᓱᑦᑐᖓ ᓇᕿᑦᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᓂᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᖃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᓇᖅ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᓕᕌᖓᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ 

ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᒍᖅᐸᑦ. 

 

ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᓅᑦᑐᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᓐᓄᑦ. 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᙱᓐᓂᑯᐃᑦ ᓄᑖᒧᑦ 

ᓄᑦᑎᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᖕᒪᑕ 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑉ ᐃᓱᐊᓂ 

ᐅᓄᑲᓪᓚᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᖕᒪᑦ, ᐄ, 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᐅᖕᒪᑦ 

ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᖅᑖᖅᑐᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐃᒡᓗᑖᖅᑐᕐᓗᑕᓗ. 

 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᑐᐃᕈᑎᕕᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᓲᕐᓗᒃ 

ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᑎᒡᓗ $100 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᑯᕕᖕᒥ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ 

ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
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the public accounts, but we are certainly 

moving in the right direction. Thank you, Mr. 

Chair. 

 

Chairman: Mr. Lightstone. 

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Chair. Again I 

appreciate the response. The year-end process 

the GN currently utilizes is very lengthy, a 

three month process with several deadlines 

from expense vouchers to journal vouchers. I’m 

glad to see that this will reduce the manual 

workload for finance staff across the GN, and I 

hope that will be able to roll out financial 

reporting within the estimated two-year time 

frame. 

 

I would like to move on to my next question, or 

topic, and that is capital carryovers. So the 

Government of Nunavut has been increasing 

the capital budget year over year for a number 

of years now, which is good. We need the 

investment in infrastructure. However, as the 

Deputy Minister indicated in his opening 

comments, the costs continue to grow, the time 

value of money diminishes over time. So when 

$100 million is sitting in the bank due to 

delayed capital projects, we’re actually losing 

money.  

 

So with our record breaking capital budgets 

came the record breaking capital carryovers. 

Has the Department of Finance recognized this 

as an issue, and how has the Government of 

Nunavut come together to try and overcome 

this issue? Thank you, Chair.  

 

Chairman: Mr. Young.  

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you for the question. We absolutely recognize 

this is an issue. It’s an issue in very real terms 

but it’s also an issue for us for budgeting and 

forecasting. We know that the amount that we 

have approved in here in the House for the 

capital plan is not what’s going to be spent this 

ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᖓᓂᖓ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖓ. 

 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᐹᖑᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᑐᙱᓐᓂᑯᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᓂᒎᑎᖁᓪᓗᒍ 

ᓄᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᑖᓄᑦ ᓄᒃᑎᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᖕᓂ. ᐄ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᕈᒫᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓛᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᑦᑎᖕᒥᔭᕗᑦ 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓪᓗ. 

 

ᐄ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᑦᓯᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᙱᓐᓇᑦᑕ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᕐᕋᖑᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᕕᒃᓴᖏᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. 

 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᙱᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᓲᕐᓗᒃ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᖕᓂᒃ 

ᐃᓱᓕᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖏᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᓱᑲᓐᓂᖅᓴᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓴᕋᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᙳᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ. 

 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᑭᑦᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᕐᔪᐊᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᓱᑲᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐊᑏ, ᑲᔪᓯᒋᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒪᒥᐊᓇᖅ. 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᑭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔭᕋᓗᐊᕋ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᑯᕕᖕᒦᑦᑐᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ 

ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒃᑦ−ᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᕆᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖃᕐᕕᐅᖃᑎᕗᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒋᔪᒪᓪᓗᒍ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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year. It will be spent eventually, but cash flow 

is a tricky, is a difficult part when we don’t 

know how much we’ll be spending each year.  

 

We have worked very closely with the 

Department of Community and Government 

Services to improve cash flows so that the 

money is allocated to the correct years. 

However, we still see issues. Some of those 

issues are going to be unavoidable because we 

are forecasting multi-years on projects which 

require Sea Lift and a lot of other difficult 

logistics in the north. We have looked at a lot 

of parts of our process with Community and 

Government Services and with some of the 

other departments to try and smooth out the 

process. There’s a fine balance between 

approving money too early so that the Sea Lift 

is achievable to approving too early and then 

the cost estimates are out the window because 

costs are changing so quickly.  

 

Chairman: Please continue, Mr. Young.  

 

Mr. Young: Sorry for the delay. One thing we 

had been doing, and I mentioned it in the 

response to a question you asked earlier is this 

delay allows more cash to be in the bank and 

we have been investing that, so that does offset 

the time cost of money that you mentioned. So 

that is one thing this we’re doing. 

 

But I also know that the Department of 

Community and Government Services has 

engaged a contractor to look at the whole 

process top to bottom, and we’ve been reaching 

out to our colleagues in some of the other 

territories who face the same northern 

challenges to understand what they’re doing 

and we hope to make any small improvements 

we can to help with this process.  

 

Chairman: Mr. Lightstone.  

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Chair. Thank you, 

Deputy Minister. I appreciate your comments. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᒍᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᓕᐊ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᕕᐊᓱᑦᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑎᒋᔪᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᒋᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒃᑦ−ᓯᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒡᓗ. 

 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑏᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ, $170 ᒥᓕᐊᙳᔪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 

ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᐃᑦ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕚᑦ ᖃᑦᓯᐅᖕᒪᖔᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ 

ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ $197 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐊᖏᓂᖅᐹᑦᑎᐊᖑᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᐸᓗᐃᓐᓇᐅᔭᖅᐹᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᖕᓂ. ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᓐᓂ 

ᐅᖃᖅᑰᖅᑲᐅᒐᑦᑕ 2022-2023−ᒥ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᕙᒌᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ. 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒫᓂ $200 

ᒥᓕᐊᙱᓐᓃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 6 ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑦ 

ᐊᓂᒍᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᑕᒫᓂ $150 ᒥᓕᐊᙱᓐᓃᓕᖅᑐᖅ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐅᓄᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᕐᓂᕗᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᕗᓪᓗ 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᑦᑑᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᑕᒡᕗᖓ ᐃᓕᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᒍᑦ. 

 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 2022-2023 ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ ᐅᓄᙱᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑦ 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᒫᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᓕᐊ. ᐅᓇ 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓕᕆᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔭᒃᑲ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᖅᑲᐅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᕕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐃᓯᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖏᖕᓃᙶᑐᑦ. 

 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓄᕈᓐᓃᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᐹᑦᑎᐊᖑᕙᓗᒃᑐᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓕᒫᓂᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃ ᐃᓛᒃ 

ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅ. 



 25 

I’m glad that this is on the radar and 

discussions are occurring with CGS and CGS is 

working with the contractor to try and identify 

some of the issues here.  

 

When it comes to capital expenditures in this 

fiscal year, we have a total of $192 million in 

actual capital dollars spent. Is the Department 

of Finance aware of what the total capital 

capacity is? Is this 197 million the most the GN 

has ever been able to spend in capital dollars? 

Just curious if this is an average amount. Thank 

you, Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young.  

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you again for the question. I think I mentioned 

in the opening comments here that the amount 

we spent in capital in 2022-23 is slightly slower 

than the average of the previous few years. It is 

growing from the time before that. I can say 

that our capital plan is roughly $200 million 

about five or six years ago, and now we are 

pushing $315 million or so in a year so because 

of that we are building more but we’re also 

carrying more forward. Knowing that a lot is 

carrying forward we have a little bit more room 

to put a little more in the plan and still have that 

fiscal room, knowing it is what we spent. But 

we are slightly lower in spending in 2022-23 

than we have been in the last few years. Thank 

you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone.  

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Chair. Thank you, 

Deputy Minister. I would like to move on to my 

next question, topic. One of the anomalies that 

I’ve identified when reviewing the Public 

Accounts was the revenues generated from staff 

housing, which actually saw a decrease, which 

I believe is the first time I’ve ever seen a 

reduction in staff housing revenue considering 

that our staff housing portfolio seems to 

increase year over year.  

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐅᔾᔨᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ, ᐅᔾᔨᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓂᑦ 

ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒻᒪᖔᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 

ᐅᔾᔨᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᖔᑦ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ 2022-

2023-ᒥ, 160-ᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᙱᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ, 160 

ᐊᑐᙱᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᓂᓂᓴᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑐᒋᑦ. 

ᑭᓱᒥᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒻᒪᖔᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᓕᐊ, ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ 

ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᕕᑦ.  

 

ᐄ, ᑕᐸᐃᖅᑐᖓ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᒥᒐᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ. ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑐᑭᓯᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᖅᐲᑦ ᖃᑦᓯᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᒡᓗ 

ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᖅ ᐃᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᖏᒻᒪᖔᖏᑦ? ᑲᑎᓯᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 

ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᖃᑦᓯᓪᓗ 

ᐃᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᒻᒪᖔᖏᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᓐᓂᒃ. ᐄ, 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᒃᑲ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᕕᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᒃᑲᓚᓪᓚᕆᒍᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖓ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᓕᐊ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᒐᕕᑦ.  
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I would like to ask if the Department of 

Finance has identified that anomaly and 

whether or not there’s any rationale behind it. 

Thank you, Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Yes, we 

have. The Nunavut Housing Corporation 

manages that portfolio, so we had to go to them 

and ask questions because we don’t have a 

direct line of sight into the program. However, 

what they told us was on average in 2022-23 

there was about 116 less units occupied 

throughout the year. That of course goes up and 

down throughout the year and you can’t just 

take one step at a time. But they told us their 

occupancy was 116 units lower throughout the 

year than it has been in the previous year. I do 

not have a reason why. I can’t explain the 

program but we committed to talking with them 

to come back with some rationale for you. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Mr. Lightstone.  

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Chair. Thank you, 

Deputy Minister. I appreciate your 

commitment. It’s very surprising to see the 

reduction in staff housing revenues, given our 

shortage in staff housing. When you’re in 

discussions with Nunavut Housing Corporation 

would you be able to determine the average 

monthly vacancy for staff housing units? I 

mean, 167, that’s a good figure for a snapshot, 

but it would be great if the committee could see 

the average monthly staff housing vacancy. 

Thank you, Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young.  

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you again for the question. I can commit to 

talking to the corporation about it. I don’t know 

what information they have so I can’t commit 

ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᓅᑦᑐᒪᒡᓗᖓ ᐱᔭᔅᓴᖅᑖᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 

ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᖅᑖᕆᓯᒪᔭᑎᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖁᑎᖏᑦ.  

 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᖅᑖᕆᓯᒪᔭᑎᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᖁᑏᓪᓗ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖁᑏᑦ ᕼᐋᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑐᓐᓂᖅᑯᑎᒥᓃᑦ ᓇᒧᙵᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᓪᓕ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᖕᓂ. ᓅᑦᑎᓂᐊᕈᑦᑕ 

ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕈᑦᑕ ᐊᓯᐊᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᑐᓐᓂᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᕈᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᓴᒃᑯᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 

 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᓕᐊ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᑯᑕᐅᓗᓂ 

ᕼᐋᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᕙᑦ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᒃᓴᖅᑕᐅᓕᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᒎᓕᕋᔭᖅᐸ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᕼᐋᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᖅᑖᖅᐸᑕ ᕼᐋᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓐᓂᖅᐸᑕᓗ $300-ᒥᓕᐊᓐᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 

ᐊᑭᓕᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐴᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᓱᓕᔪᖅ. 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᓴᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐊᑎᖁᑎᓐᓂ, ᒥᔅ 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐊᐅᓪᓚᕆᐊᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᖢᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᕝᕙᓃᒃᑲᒪ 

ᖁᕕᐊᓇᖅ. ᑐᙵᓱᖁᔭᒃᑲ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᖢᒍ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓚᕆᑉᐸᒃᑲ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᐹᓂ 

ᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕕᖓᔪᑦ ᓄᑖᑦᑎᐊᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑐᐊᓘᒻᒪᑦ 

ᖁᕕᐊᓇᖅ.  
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to coming back to anything specific but I will 

get whatever we can find. Thank you, Mr. 

Chair.  

 

Chairman: Mr. Lightstone.  

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Deputy Minister. I 

appreciate that. Now I would like to move on to 

another topic and assets the asset retirement 

obligation that the GN had recorded in the 

books last year. So as this -- as we’re talking 

about obligation is public sector impacts on 

public governments including municipalities, 

I’m curious what happens to that asset 

retirement obligation that the GN records on 

the books to an asset that is surplused and has 

been given, handed over to a municipality. 

Thank you, Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you for the question. Before any asset will 

transfer either a disposal or transfer to another 

entity we would do an environmental 

assessment and remediate before we make that 

transfer or disposal. Thank you for your 

question.  

 

Chairman: Mr. Lightstone.  

 

Mr. Lightstone: Thank you. Thank you, 

Deputy Minister. If the asset has been 

remediated and then transferred over to a 

municipality that would mean that they would 

not have to record their own asset retirement 

obligation since it has already been remediated? 

I want to confirm. I’m worried that the 

municipality is going to get this brand new 

building and they are all excited about it, but 

then they find out they have to record a $3 

million dollar asset retirement obligation that 

puts them in a deficit. Thank you, Chair.  

 

Chairman: Mr. Young.  

 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᖓ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕋᒃᑭᑦ 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔪᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᒪᑉᐱᖅᑐᒐᖅ 3-ᒥ, ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑯᓗᓐᓂᒃ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ 

ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ, ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᓕᕆᔩᑦ, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ, 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᑦ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔩᑦ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 

ᐃᒃᓯᕚᖃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ.  

 

ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ ᒥᔅ ᓚᑉᓛᓐᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐃᒃᓯᕚᖃᑕᐅᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᓚᐅᙱᒻᒪᑦ 

ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒎᖅ ᐃᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑯᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓪᓗ 

ᐃᓂᖏᑦ.  

 

ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑕᐅᔪᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 

ᐃᒃᓯᕚᖃᑕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᓪᓕᑎᑦᑎᔩᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᓐᓂᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦᖑᕙᓪᓚᐃᔪᖅ ᑭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔩᑦ ᐅᕙᖓ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓃᙶᖅᑐᖓ, 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕌᖓᑦ ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᙳᖅᑎᓕᕆᔨ 

ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐊ.  

 

ᐊᖏᔪᖅᑳᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᙱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓃᙶᖅᑐᖅ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᑦ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᖏᑦᑐᖃᓛᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᙶᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᒫᓐᓇ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ.  

 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓃᙶᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᑕᖃᕐᒥᔪᖅ, 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᓱᓕ ᐃᓂᖓ 

ᐃᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᐃᓕᔭᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓄᓇ ᓱᕈᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
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Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Yes, that’s 

correct. If it’s already been remediated they 

will not have to record any obligation. Thank 

you.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Next name I have on 

my list, Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. As you 

know I was supposed to be on a flight, but 

luckily I’m here today so I’ll make good use of 

my time.  

 

I would just like to welcome everybody and 

acknowledge the work that has been done 

leading up to today’s hearing and how much I 

appreciate that as well as, I don’t know if 

people can see on TV, but we have some new 

wall hangings in here right now so I’m really 

happy to be back in chambers and see some 

nice changes.  

 

Mr. Chair, I asked some questions about 

contaminated sites last year and I would just 

like to follow up on those questions. This is to 

the Government of Nunavut. The Government 

of Nunavut’s contaminated sites policy 

indicates on page 3 the contaminated sites 

liabilities working group consists of 

representatives from the departments of 

Community and Government Services, 

Economic Development and Transportation, 

Environment, Finance, Health, Justice the 

Nunavut Housing Corporation and the Qulliq 

Energy Corporation.  

 

I recall last year the witness, Ms. LeBlanc-

Havard was able to actually name the members 

of that working group and indicated at that time 

that there were two vacancies that -- and that 

there were not members from Justice and 

Nunavut Housing Corporation. I would just like 

to get an update today, Mr. Chair, as to who the 

current members of that working group are. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑕ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒡᓗ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᐸᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕈᒥᓈᓘᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᐅᓪᓚᕆᒃᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐆᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᓂᕆᕙᒃᖢᑎᒃᑯ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᓚᑉᓛᓐᒃ-

ᕼᐊᕚᑦ. 

 

ᓚᑉᓛᓐᒃ-ᕼᐊᕚᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑯᓗᐃᑦ 

ᐊᑐᐊᒐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ 

ᑐᙵᕕᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᖅ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓚᕆᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᓴᐳᒻᒥᐅᓯᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃᑯ ᐊᕙᑎᕗᑦ.  

 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑯᓗᐃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅᑖᕆᓯᒪᔭᒥᓂᒃ 

ᐱᓕᕆᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᓃᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ, ᐅᓇ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐋᓐᓂᐊᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᕐᓗ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᒍ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓵᙵᓗᐊᙳᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓄᐃᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒡᔾᔨᒌᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᐱᕐᔪᐊᖑᔪᖅ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑯᓘᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᓗᑎᒃᑯ 

ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᑦᓴᖅᓯᐅᕐᓗᑕᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ. ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑎᒋᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓕᕌᖓᑦ 

ᖃᑎᑦᑖᓚᑐᕋᔭᙳᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ 

ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑑᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᓲᒻᒪᖔᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐋᓐᓂᐊᓕᕈᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

  

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓱᓖᓛᒃ 

ᑐᑭᓯᐊᙱᓚᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᖓ 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᖏᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑯᓘᔪᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑲᓐᓂᑲᐃᓐᓇᕈᒃ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᓚᑉᓛᓐᒃ-

ᕼᐊᕚᑦ. 

 

ᓚᑉᓛᓐᒃ-ᕼᐊᕚᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒃᓯᕚᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᒪᑐᐃᖓᔪᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ.  
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Chairman: Thank you. I’m waiting to see 

some finger pointing. I believe Mr. Elliott will 

be responding to the question. Mr. Elliott.  

 

Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chair. In terms of 

representatives, there’s myself from the 

Department of Environment; from CGS we 

have representatives from the Director of 

Planning and Lands, as well as as-needed from 

their Technical Services Division, and the 

Petroleum Products Division when they think 

their involvement is necessary; the Director of 

Transportation from Economic Development 

and Transportation; the territorial manager for 

environmental health from the Department of 

Health; Qulliq Energy Corporation, I think 

there’s a bit of staff turnover but they have 

somebody that will be representing them on the 

working group. I just think that representative 

is changing right now; we do have a 

representative from Justice as well as now; and 

the representative from the Nunavut Housing 

Corporation is still vacant at this time. Thank 

you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’m 

curious about how Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit is 

brought into the discussion about contaminated 

sites through this working group. If I could hear 

a bit about that, because what we know is that 

the way that Inuit use the land and use animals 

and harvest is extremely important information 

when it comes to contaminated sites. Thank 

you Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. LeBlanc-Havard.  

 

Ms. LeBlanc-Havard: Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

The inception for the Contaminated Sites 

Working Group and the policy is based on IQ 

principles and you’re correct in stating that the 

use of the land and the importance of 

harvesting and the animals is primary to 

protection of the environment.  

 

ᒫᓐᓇ ᓇᓗᔪᖓ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕚᖅᑐᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑯᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᕋᖅᑐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐃᒃᓯᕚᖃᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᒪᒥᐊᓇᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐃᒃᓯᕚᖃᑕᐅᙱᒻᒪᑦ. 

ᒪᑐᐃᖓᕝᕕᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃᑯᓪᓗ 

ᑭᑭᑦᑎᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑕᖓᒍᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍ ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᐃᕕᓕᕆᔨᓂᒃ 

ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑕ.  

 

ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔭᖓ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒍ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑐᐊᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᒫᓐᓇᕈᓘᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓐᓄᐃᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᒍᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦ 

ᐃᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ.  

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᕐᓄᑦ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 

ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓪᓗ. ᐃᓱᒪᔪᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ 

ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑲᑎᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕆᐊᖅᑐᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᕙᑎ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ 

ᑕᐃᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᓚᑉᓛᓐᒃ-

ᕼᐊᕚᑦ. 

 

ᓚᑉᓛᓐᒃ-ᕼᐊᕚᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔮ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓚᕆᙱᑕᕋ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖅ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ. ᐄ, 

ᑕᐃᓐᓂᕈᓐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᑦᓯᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᒧᑦ 

ᑖᕗᖓᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒦᙶᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔪᐃᑦ, ᓄᓇᒥ ᓂᕿᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓂᒃ 

ᑕᐃᑲᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᙱᑕᕋ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖅ 

ᑕᐃᓂᖅ ᐊᔪᖅᑲᐅᒐᒃᑯ. ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᕋᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐊᐱᕆᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᕋ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᒃᑲ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᖃᙱᒻᒪᑦ 
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When the Contaminated Sites Working Group 

is executing their duties and determining 

responsibility and also risk, we do it through 

the lens of ensuring that both the environment 

is considered high risk and the health of the 

people are considered high risk. So anything 

that could potentially impact the environment 

or human health is weighted more heavily. So 

that’s one example of how we incorporation IQ 

principles, by focussing on the land and the 

people.  

 

The consensus is really important in our work 

in the Contaminated Sites Working Group, 

ensuring that we come to decisions and 

solutions together.  

 

As I mentioned before the risk assessments are 

done to ensure that we’re identifying the dollar 

figures for remediation and where those risks 

fall into place is very important, and we look at 

pathways to wildlife and to human health. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’m still 

not really clear on how Inuit are participating 

and consulted and informing the work of this 

working group, so if I could get a little bit more 

information about that I would appreciate it. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. LeBlanc-Havard.  

 

Ms. LeBlanc-Havard: Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

The membership on the working group is open 

to the Government of Nunavut departments and 

representation. At this time I don’t believe there 

is any Inuit representation on the working 

group. That’s not to say there’s any restriction 

or opposition to having Inuit on the working 

group, it’s just been the unfortunate situation 

that the representation from the departments 

has not been Inuit in nature. So this is 

ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑖᒃᓱᒪᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᖅ 

ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᓂᐱᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕆᔭᖓ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᒡᓕᒋᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒥᒃ 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑖ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᓇ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ 

ᓕᑉᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕚᑦ. 

 

ᓕᑉᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕚᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑎᒍᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐃᑦ. ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ 

ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᑦᓯᐊᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᒍᕙᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᕕᐊᓇᖅ. 

ᖄᒃᑯᒎ ᑲᑎᖃᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑉᓯ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᔪᒥ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᒪᕐᕉᒃ−ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᑕᖅᑮᒃ ᑲᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖏᑦ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᕐᒥᒃ 5, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐊ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᑎᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᐊᖦᖢᑎᑦ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖏᖕᓂᒃ 

ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᐅᔪᓂᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖏᖕᓂ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 

ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᓕᕌᖓᑕ 2630. ᖃᑉᓰᖅᖢᑎᑦ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑉ 

ᐃᓗᐊᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᓱᒪᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᓱᒧᖓ 

ᑲᑎᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 



 31 

something that we’re it open to and we’re 

aware that there’s a gap, and we are continuing 

from the Department of Environment’s 

perspective to work with our human resources 

to ensure that we’re hiring Inuit.  

 

For instance, right now in our department in 

Mr. Elliott’s program he is the only person 

dealing with the liabilities for the Government 

of Nunavut, and we are leading that program 

but we have recently started to staff up, so 

that’s really encouraging and we’ve been 

staffing up with Inuit. So we’re training people 

to work with Mr. Elliott on contaminated sites 

so that they can help to represent the 

Department of Environment in that work. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair and thank 

you for that response. Years ago there used to 

be a group called Niqiit Avatittinni which was a 

working group that was made up of individuals 

and stakeholders from Inuit organizations to 

federal and territorial governments. I think one 

iteration of that working group name was might 

have been -- might have actually had the word 

“contaminants” in it, and I wonder if there’s 

still a working group of people that are brought 

together to discuss the environment and food 

and animals related to the environment such as 

Niqiit Avatittinni. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Ms. LeBlanc-Havard.  

 

Ms. LeBlanc-Havard: Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

I’m not entirely sure of the working group that 

you’re mentioning. I think that the one that we 

are most familiar with is the Northern 

Contaminants Program. Is that the one you’re 

referencing? And yes, we do work with them 

closely. You’re right, they are concerned with 

long-range contaminations, so contaminations 

contamination coming from not Nunavut and 

how it impacts the wildlife, specifically country 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᕗᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᑕᒡᕙ 

ᓈᒻᒪᓛᑦᓯᐊᓕᕐᒥᔪᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ, ᒥᔅ ᒥᓗᕐ. 

 

ᒥᓗᕐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐊᔾᔨᑲᓴᑦᓯᐊᖓ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔮ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᕈᓯᖅᒪᔪᐃᑦ 

ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᐊᑭᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑖ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓪᓗᐊᕕᖓᓄᑦ, ᐋᒃᑲ ᒫᓐᓇ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕈᑦᑕ ᒪᓕᒐᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᙱᑦᑐᑕ ᑖᒃᓱᒪᑉ 

ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑑᔮᙱᓚᖅ? ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐊᒥᒐᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ 

ᓕᑉᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕚᑦ. 

 

ᓕᑉᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕚᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 

ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᙱᑦᑐᒍᑦ. 

ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᐃᑕᙱᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᐃᑦ 

ᐅᑎᖅᑖᕈᑎᖃᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑏᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᑎᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᖅ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᔫᓂ 1-ᒥ 2023 ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᑎᐅᔪᐃᑦ 

ᐊᑭᖏᓪᓗ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᓂ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᑉᓗᑎᑦ ᐱᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 

ᐊᖏᔪᐃᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕋᖅᑐᐃᑦ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᑦᓯᐊᑉ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕙᑎ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒍ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ. ᑐᑭᓯᔪᒪᔪᖓ ᐅᑉᓗᒥ 
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food. But we do have representation from the 

Department of Environment. Mr. Elliott is on 

that working group. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you. I don’t know why 

the Northern Contaminants Program escaped 

my brain at that moment. I know they were 

really important funders for a project that I 

worked on. 

 

The reason that I ask about that working group 

is because what I’m hearing is that there aren’t 

necessarily Inuit involved through their work or 

otherwise on this Contaminated Sites Working 

Group, and there isn’t a representative that 

seems to be there with specific knowledge 

about Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and I think it’s 

really important to have that representation, 

that voice, that knowledge on that working 

group, and so I wonder if there’s any way, if 

there can be any thought put into expanding 

that working group to ensure that there is those 

knowledge, skills and very important abilities 

to give input into how the Government of 

Nunavut approaches contaminated sites with its 

partners. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. LeBlanc-Havard.  

 

Ms. LeBlanc-Havard: Thank you, Mr. Chair, 

and I would like to thank you for the suggestion 

and the recommendation. That’s not something 

that’s lost on the Department of Environment 

for sure. We’ll definitely take that and work 

towards having better representation with 

respect to IQ and Inuit traditional knowledge. 

Thank you.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you. I appreciate that. 

Can we just get an indication of how often that 

working group met this year or this past year. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒍ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒐᕙᒪ 

ᑲᓇᑕᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᑉᓕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᔪᖅᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅᓱᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᑎᒍᙱᓐᓂᑉᑎᒻᓂ 2027 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔪᐃᑦ ᑭᓇᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐲᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᓱᕈᖅᑎᕆᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑭᓖᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᐃᑦ. 

 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᖦᖢᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓂᓯᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᕆᐊᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓚᐅᙱᑦᑐᖅ 

ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᑭᓇᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᑎᐅᓇᔭᕐᒪᖔᑖ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᓂᖓᓄᑦ. 

ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎ ᑖᒃᓱᒧᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖓ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 9, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᐸᑕ ᐃᒪᐃᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᑲᒥᓯᓇᐅᑉ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᑉᐸᑦ 6 ᑕᖅᑮᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᓂ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒍ. 

 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᒍᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᙱᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒥᓯᓇᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᐊ 

ᑎᒍᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᓄᓇᐃᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅ ᔮᓐᓄᐊᕆᒥ, ᑖᒃᓱᒧᖓ 

ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅᓱᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓂᕆᐅᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ. 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᕐᒥ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᑎᒍᓂᐊᓕᕈᑦᑎᒍᑦ 

ᓄᑖᙳᖅᑎᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓱᓕ ᑕᐅᑐᕐᕉᙱᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᐅᑉ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᐱᓕᕆᔨᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 
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Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Elliott.  

 

Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chair. That 

working group meets between every one to two 

months. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and 

thank you, Mr. Elliott. The Government of 

Nunavut’s contaminated sites policy indicates 

on page 5 that the Department of Finance is the 

Government of Nunavut’s primary point of 

contact with the Office of the Auditor General 

of Canada, and this involves coordinating the 

Government of Nunavut’s response to requests 

for information from the Office of the Auditor 

General and reviewing the Government of 

Nunavut’s contaminated sites inventory 

annually to ensure the Government of 

Nunavut’s Public Accounts are prepared in 

accordance with PS3260. 

 

I would just like to know on how many times 

the department has met with the Office of the 

Auditor General over the past 12 months to 

discuss this issue. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair and thank 

you for the question. To my knowledge we 

haven’t had any meetings specifically on this 

topic but it does come up through other 

meetings. We’ve had some turnover over the 

last year but to our knowledge we met to talk 

about this two or three times. Thank you, Mr. 

Chair.  

 

Chairman: Ms. Brewster, would you like me 

to direct that question to the Office of the 

Auditor General staff? Ms. Miller.  

 

Ms. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Similar 

response to what the Deputy Minister has 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐊᖏᕈᑎᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ,  

ᑎᒍᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕈᑦᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᓗᑕ 

ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔨᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 

ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅᓱᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑖᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐃᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 

ᑎᒍᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐅᑎᕆᐊᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᖓ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒧᖓ 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᖅᑲᐅᔪᒧᓂᓛᒃ ᐱᖃᑕᐅᕕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑦᑐᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕ 

ᐃᓅᓯᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑦᑐᖅᓯᕙᑦᑐᑎᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᒥᓪᓗ. 

 

ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᓕᓪᓚᕆᙱᓐᓇᒪ ᓱᓕ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᓐᓂᒃ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖁᑎᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᑎᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ 

ᖃᐅᑕᒫᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐅᔪᖅ 

ᑕᐃᑲᙶᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑎᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᒌᓂᓪᓗ 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᒻᒪᑕ. 

 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᕆᒍᒪᔪᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓗ 

ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᐱᖏᑦ 

ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖁᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ. ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᒻᒪᑕᐃᓛᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖏᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 

ᓄᓇᐃᑦ. 

 

ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᓅᒋᐊᕐᓗᖓᐃ. ᖃᑦᑎᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 

ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᐃᑦ. ᐅᐃᒍᖓᓂ 4-ᖓᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᐃᓪᓗ ᑎᒍᔭᐅᓛᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒥᒃ, 150−ᐅᒻᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᓄᓇᐃᑦ.  

 

ᒥᔅᓴᐅᓯᔭᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒍᒪᔪᖓ ᖃᑦᑎᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᕋᓱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕᒫᕌᓗᐃᑦ 150-ᐅᔪᐃᑦ? 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓛᖅᑲᑦ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. ᒪᒥᐊᓇᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ, ᐊᑏ. 
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provided, the topic of contaminated sites is part 

of our questions in terms of determining the 

allotted effort in the consolidated financial 

statements for the Government of Nunavut and 

in terms of that information is provided. But in 

terms specifically to the member’s question, 

not specifically. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you for that. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you. I guess you know 

I’ll just throw a question out there, then. If it’s a 

requirement and it’s not happening, is it 

because it’s not needed or is it because of 

human resource issues? Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. LeBlanc-Havard.  

 

Ms. LeBlanc-Havard: Thank you for the 

question. I think it’s important to make a 

distinction here. While we may not have 

specific formalized meetings and those occur 

less frequently with a large group, our 

department is in communication with the 

Department of Finance very regularly so a lot 

of work goes on behind the scenes before we 

call a formal meeting and a lot of back and 

forth questions between our department and the 

Department of Finance. So while those 

formalized meetings may not occur as often, 

the communication is very consistent. Thank 

you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you for that. During the 

Legislative Assembly’s sitting on June 1, 2023, 

MLAs were informed that responsibility for 

contamination as well as associated financial 

liability at each site is determined on a case-by-

case basis. The responsibility for contamination 

of a given site may be shared amongst two or 

more parties. The Government of Nunavut will 

pursue further discussions with the Government 

of Canada, the government of the Northwest 

Territories and other parties as required to 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᑖᓂ 

ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᑖᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓕᕐᓂᕐᒨᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ. 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓᒎᖅ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᓛᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕇᖅᑲᑕᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓛᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓂᖔᖅ 

ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓕᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᙱᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᓗᓂ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑭᓖᔾᔮᓛᙱᒻᒪᑕ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᖕᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖃᓄᐃᔅᓴᙱᒃᑯᕕᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 150−ᐅᓕᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕᒎᖅ 

ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐱ−ᖓᓂ, ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂ ᑎ−ᒥ 

34−ᖑᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕᒫᕌᓗᐃᑦ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐃᓐᓈᓘᓛᕆᐊᖏᑕ ᐅᑉᐱᕆᑦᑎᐊᙱᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ 

ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓇᓕᐊᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓄᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᖔᑕ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᐃ− ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓕᕐᓂᖅ 

ᑎᒍᓯᒪᓕᕋᓗᐊᕈᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ. 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑳ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᓱᓕᔪᑎᑦ. ᐊᒥᓱᐊᓗᐃᓂᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᐃᓐᓈᓘᔾᔮᓛᖅᐸᓚᐃᙱᑦᑐᑦ 

ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ. ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖅᑕᐅᕕᖓ 

ᐅᓪᓗᖅ ᑎᑭᑦᑎᓪᓗᒍ.  

 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᖃᐃᓐᓇᓛᖅᑕᖏᑦ 

ᐊᓂᒍᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᓗᐊᖅᑲᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᒌᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑲᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒧᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ 

ᑎᒍᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒎᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒐᕕᑦ. 

ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑕ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑕᐃᒪ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 

ᑭᐅᔭᐅᕋᑖᕋᒪ. ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᙱᓐᓇᒪ ᓱᓕ 

ᖃᖓᒃᑰᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ? 99-ᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᓂᒃ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓂᒃ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᖓ? 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᒍᑦᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 

ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ 
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ensure the necessary resources are secured for 

appropriate risk management measures at each 

contaminated site. 

 

And I would just like to know, as of today, 

what is the Government of Canada’s position 

regarding this issue? Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you for the question. I can’t speak on behalf of 

the Government of Canada, of course, but I can 

say that through the devolution process there 

was a lot of discussion about contaminated sites 

and who owns them to make sure that it’s 

cleaned up before devolution occurs in 2027.  

 

My understanding from the devolution working 

group is that they’ve got a pretty good 

inventory of that. Of course they don’t know 

about every site that might be contaminated, 

but the ones that we do know about have been 

allocated to the rightful owner because the 

Government of Nunavut uses a “polluter pays” 

policy and allocates ownership on the 

responsibility in that way.  

 

There’s also a process through delusion that 

states that if a contaminated site is found after 

devolution or that wasn’t identified at the time 

the devolution agreement was signed, then 

there is a process to assign that to the rightful 

owner. So I can’t speak on their stance, but I 

can say that our government has been working 

closely with the Government of Canada on 

these sites. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. That 

evolves perfectly into my next question, to 

what extent the final Nunavut Lands and 

Resources Devolution Agreement has on -- 

what’s the expected impact on the 

contaminated sites policy which indicates on 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᓴᕋᐃᒋᐊᖃᕐᖓᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᑐᐊᖅᑲᑕ.  

 

ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᒪᔪᖓ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓛᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒫᓇᐅᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᒃ 1-ᒥ 5-

ᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖁᓕᓄᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᓄᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᖁᔨᔪᖓ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᓇᓗᒋᔭᒃᑲᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑲᒪᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓃᖔᕐᖓᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᙵᕕᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓃᙶᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ.  

 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᐃᑦ 

ᑐᑭᓯᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓂᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐱᖃᑕᐅᒻᒥᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᑐᑭᓯᓯᒪᔭᐃᓐᓇᕆᙱᓇᒃᑭᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᙵ. ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐅᑎᕐᕕᖃᕐᓗᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖃᑦᑕᔪᒻᒥᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᓱᕈᕐᒃᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᕕᖓᓂ ᐃᓛᒃ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓂᑦ. 

ᖃᓄᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᒎᓯᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ 

ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᐅᔪᔪᓂᑦ 2021-2022-ᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᕆᓯᒪᙱᒻᒪᑕ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᐃᓯᒪᙱᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᖓ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᖅᑲᐅᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᙱᒻᒪᑦ.  

 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᖃᓄᑎᒋᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔾᔨᖃᙱᓚᑦ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᐃᒍᖓᓂᒃ 4-ᖓᓂ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᑎᒍᔭᐅᕙᓪᓗᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒥ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐅᓪᓗᒥᓕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᑕᓕᖅᑯᑦ. ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑎᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᕗᑦ ᓄᑖᓄᑦ 

ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒧᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 
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page 9 that the policy will be effective from the 

date of signature and will terminate upon the 

devolving of administration and control of 

public land and rights in respect of waters in 

Nunavut to the Commissioner of Nunavut six 

months prior to the date of transfer. A review of 

this policy will be initiated with the explicit 

goal of amending it to address the changes 

concomitant with the transfer of responsibilities 

to the Commissioner and the management of 

impacted sites, as described in the Nunavut 

Lands and Resources Devolution Agreement.  

 

And as we know, as I said, that Lands and 

Resource Devolution Agreement was signed in 

January this year and one would expect that 

there could be some significant changes in that 

policy because of that signature. So I would 

just like an update on that, please. Thank you, 

Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Elliott. 

  

Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chair. As the 

member is correct to point out, that policy will 

sunset prior to devolution, the transfer of lands, 

and it will be updated to account for those new 

scenarios.  

 

At this time we’re not certain what that will 

look like. Under the devolution agreement there 

is a separate working group that looks at the 

excluded and impacted sites and that deals 

specifically with the impacted or contaminated 

sites listed within the devolution agreement and 

as we move closer to the transfer there will be 

more dialogue between the Government of 

Nunavut’s contaminated sites and liabilities 

working group, and the Excluded and Impacted 

Sites Working Group under the devolution 

agreement to make sure that the policy will 

account for those new sites and potentially new 

responsibilities as well. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Ms. Brewster.  

 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᕆᔪᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ 2021-2022-ᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᓛᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᖅᑲᐅᖓ 

ᐅᖃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖃᙱᒻᒪᑦ.  

 

ᖃᓄᑎᒋᓕ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᐃᑦ 

ᐊᔾᔨᖃᙱᓚᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᕙᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᐃᒍᖓᓂ 4-ᖓᓂ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᖏᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ 

ᑎᒍᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒥ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒦᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᐃᒍᖓᑕ 

ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᑦ ᖃᓕᕇᙱᑦᑐᐃᑦ. 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᑲᒥᓴᓇᐅᑉ 

ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᐃᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖓᓃᑦᑐᐃᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖑᔪᐃᑦ 

ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᐃᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖏᑕ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ.  

 

ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᔅᓴᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᑲᑕ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒦᑦᑐᐃᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓂᑦ 

ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓄᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒻᒪᑕ 

ᓇᒥ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᑕᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓄᓇᓂᑦ. 

ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᑎᑦᑎᓲᖑᖏᒻᒪᑕᓕ ᑭᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑭᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑲᑎᑎᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑑᔮᙱᒻᒪᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓂᑦ. ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑕᑯᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖏᓐᓅᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᑯᔭᖅᑐᕋᔅᓴᖃᙱᒻᒪᑕ. 

ᓴᖅᑭᔮᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓇᖅᑐᖅ, 

ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᑕᕐᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖅᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕆᐊᖅᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᐅᔮᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 

ᒫᓐᓇᓕᓴᐅᙱᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᓕᓴᐃᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ.  
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Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’ll just 

go back to that really important participation of 

Inuit that have knowledge of these 

contaminated sites and the ongoing impact on 

our daily lived lives when it comes to land use 

and harvesting. I’m still not convinced that 

though our public servants are committed to 

ensuring that Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit is part of 

their daily work lives, that knowledge that 

comes directly from hunters and harvesters and 

families is really important.  

 

I just want to stress that we need to make sure 

that we figure out a way that is organized and 

committed to ensuring that those voices are 

heard and reflected in the development or 

redevelopment of any policy and especially one 

such as important as the contaminated sites 

policy.  

 

I’ll just move on to the number of sites that we 

know of. Part B of appendix 4 of the Nunavut 

Lands and Resources Devolution Agreement 

was approximately 150 sites quoted as 

requiring remediation, and I’m wondering what 

the estimated total cost is to remediate all of 

these sites and of course an idea of who se 

costs, who will bear those costs and when. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Young.  

 

Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: My apologies. Mr. Elliott, go 

ahead, please.  

 

Mr. Elliott: Under the Devolution Agreement, 

the list of Part B sites are the responsibility of 

the Government of Canada, and they will be 

remediating those sites before they are 

transferred over to the Government of Nunavut. 

Upon remediation they will be transferred to 

another list under the Devolution Agreement. I 

believe it’s Part C. And so we are unaware of 

the cost to remediation those sites, however the 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑕᖅᑲᐅᖓ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐄᐳᕈᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

2024-ᒥ ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᒥᓴᓇᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᖅᑎᒐᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᑲᑎᒪᕐᔪᐊᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂ ᐃᓚᖓᒡᒎᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᐃᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 10-ᕕᓕᐊᓐᒦᓕᕐᖓᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

11-ᐳᓴᓐᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒦᖅᑐᑎᒃ 

ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 60-ᐳᓴᓐᑎᑦ 

ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᑎᒎᖅ.  

 

ᖃᓄᑎᒋᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᖅ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᕙᑦ ᐃᓕᔅᓯ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕆᔪᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑭᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓱᕈᓯᖅᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᑲᒥᓴᓇᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᑦ ᐄᐳᕈᓪ 2024-ᒥ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᕐᔪᐊᒨᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᑲᙶᑐᐃᓪᓗ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓂ, ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓂ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᓲᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᓲᖑᔪᐃᑦ ᑲᒥᓴᓇᐅᑉ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒥᓴᓇᐅᑉ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  

 

ᑕᐃᑰᓇᓗ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᐃᑦ 

ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᑕᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᖃᑦᑎᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕᓗ, 

ᖃᓄᑎᒋᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕᓗ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᖃᑦᑎᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕᓗ. ᖁᑦᑎᑐᕕᔾᔪᐊᕌᓘᒻᒪᓂᓛᒃ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᐊᑭᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᖓ 10-

ᕕᓕᐊᓐᑖᓚᐅᒍᓐᓇᖓᒡᒎᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ.  

 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔨᕗᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 

ᓄᑖᓂᓪᓗ ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᓂᓯᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᒪᓗᑕᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᑲᒥᓴᓇᐅᑉ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖏᑕ ᐃᓚᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 
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intention is that the Government of Nunavut 

will not be taking on the cost to remediate those 

sites. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster, if you 

allow me, when I look at the Contaminated 

Sites List, I see under Part B there’s almost 

150, and then Part C another 34.  

 

I want to get a clarification, because I can’t 

imagine all of these sites will be remediated 

before devolution occurs. There’s got to be 

some type of a claim of ownership, or some 

obligation from the Government of Canada to 

continue to have obligation to remediation 

those sites, even after devolution has occurred. 

I would just like to get some clarification on 

that. Mr. Elliott. 

 

Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chair. And there’s 

a lot of sites on that list, and it’s possible that 

they will not be -- and likely that they will not 

be remediated by the date of transfer. But I 

believe once the transfer date occurs, those sites 

remain the Government of Canada’s until they 

are remediated.  

 

And I believe they are also included on the 

excluded sites list as well, which is the previous 

appendix. And once they are remediated, even 

if after it’s after the date of the transfer, that’s 

when they would get transferred to the 

Government of Nunavut. Thank you, Mr. 

Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you for that clarification. 

Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you for that, Mr. Chair, 

and for that response as well. I’m still not really 

clear on the timelines. Are we talking 99 years, 

or are we talking five years? You know, it’s 

important to those impacted communities that 

these sites are cleaned up as quickly as 

possible, and I would just like to have an idea 

of whether or not there are timelines that are 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᕋᑖᕋᕕᑦ. ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᑎᐊᓂᐊᕐᖓᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᖅ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᖅᑐᒥᓃᖅ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᒋᑦ 150-

ᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ? ᑎᑎᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ, 

ᐅᐃᒍᖓᓂᒃ 4-ᖓᓃᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᒥᓗᕐ. 

 

ᒥᓗᕐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐅᐃᒍᖓ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑎᒍᓐᓇᙱᑲᐃᓐᓇᕋᒃᑯ. ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᓯᒪᓂᕋᓛᖏᓐᓂ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔭᓯ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓛᕐᒪᖔᑕ 150 ᐃᓚᖓᓃᑦᑐᐃᑦ. 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑎᒍᓐᓇᙱᑲᐃᓐᓇᕋᒃᑭᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒍᑦᑕ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐸᕐᓇᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᓛᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᐅᓛᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᒥᓗ. 

 

ᒥᓗᕐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ 

ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓕᕈᑦᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᓂᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᐱᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᓂᙱᒻᒪᖔᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑕᐅᔪᐃᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᓂᖃᖅᑲᑕ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᕐᔪᐊᕕᒻᒥ, ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᐃᑦ 

ᐸᕐᓇᓐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐱᖃᑕᐅᔪᒪᑉᐸᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒋᐊᕋᓱᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ 

ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᒍᒪᓛᖑᔪᓂᒃ.  

 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᓕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎ ᔫᓂ 2021−ᒥ 

ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᖓ 

ᐊᑐᓕᓛᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐄᐳᕈᓪ 2027−ᒥ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒋᕙᕋ 

ᑕᕝᕙ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒃ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᓂᖃᖅᑐᒋᓪᓗᒍ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓᕈᓘᔭᖅ ᐊᓪᓚᕕᑦᑎᓄᓪᓗ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᖁᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᓛᕋᑦᑎᒍ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᐅᕐᓕᕐᒥᒍᑦᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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short in span - one to five years, five to ten 

years, and so on. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Elliott.  

 

Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’m not 

certain of those timelines either. The excluded 

and impacted sites working group, which was 

created under the Devolution Agreement, 

which is made up of the Government of 

Canada, Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated, and 

the Government of Nunavut, they have more 

information on that.  

 

Although the Department of Environment does 

participate in it, we are not aware of these 

timelines yet. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you for that response, 

and thank you, Mr. Chair. Just going back to 

last year’s discussions as well. We talked about 

the contaminated sites database, the 

Government of Nunavut’s response to the 

Standing Committee’s report of the review of 

the 2021-22 Public Accounts indicates that one, 

the activities of the contaminated sites liability 

working group during the 2023-24 fiscal year 

was to undertake a contaminated sites database 

update. I would just like to know as of today 

what’s the status of this work. Thank you, Mr. 

Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Elliott.  

 

Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chair. As of now, 

most of the back end updates have occurred. 

There’s a couple kinks that we’re still working 

out, and we’re in the process of migrating the 

data over to the new format right now. Thank 

you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃᑦ. 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᒃᓯᖕᓂ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᔪᒫᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐱᓪᓚᕆᙳᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ. ᐄ, ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖃᓛᖅᑐᓯ 

ᓇᐃᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᓛᕋᔅᓯ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓗᓯ. 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ.  

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᓗᖓ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᑭᒡᒍᓯᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᕕᓂᖓᓄᑦ 2021-2022-ᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 2023-2024 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓂ ᓴᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑭᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᒻᒪᖔᒍ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᐊᓂᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᐋᒃᑳᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᓪᓕᑎᑦᑎᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐃᔨᒋᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ 

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊ 

ᐃᓱᓕᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᑐᓴᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅᓱᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᑰᓇ 

ᐃᓕᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ, ᖃᓄᕐᓕ 

ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐹ ᓴᙱᓂᕐᓂ ᑎᒍᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒥᑦ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᒋᑦ 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑭᓇᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ? 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 

 

ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ. 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ, ᓄᒃᑎᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇ 

ᑎᒍᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᓗ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓃᑉᐸᑕ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ 

ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖓᓃᓕᕇᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᒪᒋᓕᕇᕐᒪᒋᓪᓕ 
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Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. You 

know, the Government of Nunavut’s 

responsibility to the Standing Committee’s 

review again in 2021-22 Public Accounts 

indicated that there was no detailed timeline for 

making the contaminated sites database 

publicly accessible. To what extent do the 

contents of the database differ from the list of 

contaminated sites that are included in Part B of 

Appendix 4 of the Nunavut Lands and 

Resources Devolution Agreement? Thank you, 

Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Elliott.  

 

Mr. Ellsworth: Thank you, Mr. Chair. The 

contents of the database and the appendix of the 

Devolution Agreement do not overlap. The 

database is largely related to sites on 

Commissioner’s lands, so within municipalities 

and a couple other ones outside that the 

government has some sort of responsibility to.  

 

The sites listed within the Devolution 

Agreement are all related to federal Crown land 

outside of the municipal boundaries on lands 

that the government will be getting 

responsibility for.  

 

The database contains contaminated sites on 

lands which the Government of Nunavut is 

already responsible for. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. The 

reason this is important to me is that 

communities know where contaminated sites 

are, and don’t necessarily differentiate between 

whose responsibility it is to take action on 

remediating those sites. And to my knowledge, 

there isn’t a consolidated list of contaminated 

sites that communities can go to that is housed 

by the Government of Nunavut.  

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᓪᓕᑎᑦᑎᔩᑦ ᓄᓇᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑲᒥᓴᓇᐅᑉ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖓᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖓᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓴᙱᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐋᔩᕈᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑲᑦᑕ 

ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖏᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᓕᕇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᔭᕇᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᒻᒪᑲᓪᓚᑐᖃᖅ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᕐᕌᓂ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖓ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᓄᑦ 

ᓱᕈᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᑦ 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᓪᓗ 

ᐆᒻᒪᔪᓄᑦ. ᓇᓂᔪᓐᓇᓚᐅᙱᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 

ᕿᓂᖅᑲᐅᔭᕋᓗᐊᕋ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᓕᕇᖅᑲᐅᒐᒃᑯ 

ᐊᐅᓪᓚᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᕇᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᒥᐊᑉᐳᖓ. 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᔪᒃᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 

ᐊᕐᕌᓂ. 

 

ᑐᒃᓯᕋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᐱᔪᒪᓪᓗᖓ. ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑏᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᐊᕆᔭᐅᓗᑎᒡᓗ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇᓕᖃᐃ ᐅᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ 

ᐊᕐᕌᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ, 

ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᕕᓰ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᕆᔭᖓᑦ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᖓᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᓚ, ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐅᖅᑰᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᑕ ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑎᓪᓗᓂᒋᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ 

ᓕᑉᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕚᑦ 

 

ᓕᑉᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕚᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒋᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐃᓐᓇᕆᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ.  

 

ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑲᒪᒌᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ 

ᑕᒪᑐᒪᑉ ᐊᕙᑎᕗᑦ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᐅᓯᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᒪᑦ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ 

ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᕐᒪᒍ.  
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And I think it’s really important as a 

transparency issue as well as a really valuable 

tool for community members to come back to 

the Government of Nunavut and indicate any 

new or ignored sites that -- I suppose not new, 

not just necessarily new. So it would be great to 

see a consolidated list, and for that specific 

database to be published.  

 

I’ll just go back to the Auditor General, 

because I know it’s really important that you’re 

here with us. In April of 2024, the Office of the 

Auditor General Commissioner of the 

Environment and Sustainable Development 

provided a report to Parliament on the subject 

of contaminated sites in the North.  

 

One of the findings of that report was that the 

total financial liability for federal contaminated 

sites is now over $10 billion, while only 11 

percent of the total number of federal sites are 

in the North over 60 percent of Canada’s total 

estimated financial liability is for the 

remediation of sites in the North.  

 

And I would like to ask the office of the 

Auditor General’s witnesses to what extent has 

this report informed your offices’ audit of the 

territorial Public Accounts, which contains 

information concerning the subject of liability 

for contaminated sites. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Miller.  

 

Ms. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Thank you 

for the question. The Commissioner of the 

Environment’s report is one that was tabled in 

April of 2024. In terms of the obtaining that 

type of information, our Public Accounts team 

up north for the territorial Public Accounts, but 

also at the federal level, which we deal with the 

Public Accounts of the Government of Canada 

provided that information for the 

Commissioner’s report, and so therefore the 

information was provided to be able to give 

parliamentarians an overview of the level of 

ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᓄᓇᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓕᕌᖓᑕ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑐᓂᐃᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓄᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 

ᐱᐅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᖢᒍ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ 

ᓴᓇᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒃᑦ−ᓯᒪᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓄᑦ. ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ. 

ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᒍ, ᓅᒃᑕᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᕐᔪᓪᓗᒍ, 2021-2022-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 2021-2022-ᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᓐᓂ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᒡᒎᖅ ᓯᓚᐅᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᐱᖓᔪᒋᔨᕐᓇᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ, 

ᓱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑕᕝᕙᙶᖅᑐᓂᒃ.  

 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓂ? ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᑖᖅᑐᕐᖓᐃ ᑖᔅᓱᒪᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ? 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᒪᖔᖅ 

ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ 

ᓕᕙᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕙᑦ 

 

ᓕᑉᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕚᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒡᓗ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕆᔭᕗᑦ 

ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ. ᐊᒃᓱᑲᓪᓚᕈᓗᒃ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 

ᐸᕐᓇᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᑎᒍᑦ. ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᒫᓐᓇ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᖅ ᓱᓕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 2022-

2023−ᒥ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕈᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᙱᒻᒪᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
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contamination that exists up north, recognizing 

that the number of sites may be low in number, 

but the level in terms of dollars and the amount 

of contamination exists up north is quite high, 

in terms of cleaning it up, so it’s very high in 

dollars. So our Public Accounts teams have 

provided that information for their report.  

So in terms of new information, it’s not new 

information for us. We’re the ones that were 

able to provide the information for the 

Commissioner’s report. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you for that. Just to be 

clear, did that report include all 150 sites that 

are listed on the Part B of Appendix 4 in the 

Devolution Agreement? Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Miller.  

 

Ms. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Chair, for the 

question. I do not have access right now to that 

appendix, but what I can say is all the federal 

sites that are listed, in terms of the information 

that we have from the database from the 

Government of Canada’s Public Accounts. 

Several of these sites will include sites up 

north, in each of the territories.  

 

I would expect the sites that you’ve listed, 

maybe for the colleagues for the Government 

of Nunavut will be able to confirm those are the 

federal sites that have been identified as part of 

the 150, given I do not have access to that 

information in the appendix. Thank you, Mr. 

Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you. I suppose an 

important question is whether or not the Office 

of the Auditor General currently has any plans 

to provide a report to material parliamentarians 

and/or territorial legislators on the 

ᑭᒡᒍᓯᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓄᑦ 2021-2022−ᒥ 

ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ 

ᐱᖓᔪᖓᖕᓄᑦ. 

 

ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᖓ 

ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒍ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᑦ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 

ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᓐᓂᖅᐸᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᒥᓗᕐ. 

 

ᒥᓗᕐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᒃᑯᓪᓕ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᕗᑦ 

ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᙱᑦᑐᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ. ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐆᑦᑐᕋᕆᐊᖃᕈᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃᕌᓐᓄᖔᖅ ᑐᓴᕋᒪ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ. ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 2018−ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ. ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖕᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 

ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᓯ ᑲᒪᓂᐊᕐᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ. 

ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓂᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᒥᓗᕐ. 

 

ᒥᓗᕐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ 

ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᒃᑯᓪᓕ, 2018 ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᖏᑕ ᐱᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐃᔨᒋᓐᓇᓱᖦᖢᑎᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᖅ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᒐᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  

 

ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ 
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implementation of the Devolution Agreement 

in the future. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Miller.  

 

Ms. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you for the question. At this point, in terms of 

when we conduct or determine a performance 

audit, we will look at different topics of interest 

from various stakeholders, Parliamentarians’ 

interests in terms of subject matters. We will 

get at the government level other key 

stakeholders, and as part of our planning 

process we will be looking to that to determine 

the topics of most interest. 

 

My understanding is that the devolution 

agreement was recently signed in January 2024 

and the implementation will be taking place in 

April of 2027. I presume, if the Legislative 

Assembly has interest in this topic, for our 

office to review this in terms of that, we will 

definitely consider that topic in our planning 

process. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster.  

 

Ms. Brewster: Thanks very much. I don’t want 

to add to your plate before it actually starts to 

happen, but it’s good to know that there will be 

an opportunity to audit the implementation of 

that agreement once it starts.  

 

I’ll just go back to the Government of Nunavut. 

The Government of Nunavut’s response to our 

review on Public Accounts from 2021-22 

indicates that one of the activities that the 

Contaminated Sites Working Group during the 

2023-24 fiscal year was to develop a 

responsibility matrix, which is described as 

being a tool to provide a defensible way to 

accept or reject responsibility for liabilities.  

 

I’m just wondering if we can get an update 

today about the progress or status of that work. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖕᒥ 

ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑕ, 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᑦ. ᑕᕝᕙᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑕ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ. ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᖃᓯᐅᑎᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋᓕ 

ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᐸᑦᑕᖏᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᓯ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᖅᐹ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᖕᓂᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᐅᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ, ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᖃᔅᓯᑖᓚᕌᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᓗᕐ. 

 

ᒥᓗᕐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᑦ. 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖓᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᑕᖃᙱᒻᒪᑕ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᙱᒻᒪᑕ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᒧᕌᓐ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓰᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᖕᓄᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᓚᐅᕋᒪ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᑦᑐᓂᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 

 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐅᖃᕐᓂᐊᕋᑖᖅᑐᖓ. ᐅᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓗᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ ᑕᕝᕙ 

ᑕᕝᕙᐅᕗᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅ− ᐅᕙᒍᑦ 

ᑕᕝᕙ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑎᒡᓗ.  

 

ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᔭᒃᑲ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 

ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑎᒋᖕᒪᖔᑕ, ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐊᑭᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒋᖕᒪᖔᑕ?  

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Elliott.  

 

Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chair. So the 

working group is currently -- its main focus is 

the development of the responsibility matrix, 

and we’re anticipating having that ready by the 

end of the fiscal year. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster. 

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’m just 

curious about how that works in terms of a 

signed Devolution Agreement and the list of 

sites so far, you know, how do we sign a 

Devolution Agreement without coming to a 

finalized decision about something as important 

as that matrix related to contaminated sites. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Elliott. 

 

Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I think 

there’s an important distinction that needs to be 

made between contaminated sites, or the 

transfer of land that will happen with 

devolution and the contaminated sites that are 

on that land, and the land that is already the 

responsibility of the Government of Nunavut 

and those contaminated sites. Right now the 

purview of the contaminated working group is 

specific to the ones that are already the 

Government of Nunavut’s responsibility, which 

is on Commissioner’s land within the municipal 

boundaries. 

 

So this responsibility matrix is not considering 

the sites that were considered through 

devolution. That was done through their 

negotiation process, and we are specifically 

looking at sites within the municipal boundaries 

that were already previously identified as 

contaminated a number of years ago. Thank 

you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑎᒃᑯᐊᖅᓰᔪᖓ. ᒥᔅ 

ᓚᑉᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕚᑦ. 

 

ᓚᑉᓛᓐᒃ−ᕼᐊᕚᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᖕᓂ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖁᑎᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᖕᓂᒃ 

ᑲᒪᔨᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 

 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ 

ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᑕᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅᑖᕆᓯᒪᔭᖓᑦ 

ᒪᓕᖦᖢᒍ. ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᒃᑰᖅᖢᑕ ᑭᓱᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᑦ 

ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᕗᑦ.  

 

ᐄ, ᐃᓕᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᕐᔪᐊᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᔪᒍᑦ ᓱᑲᑦᑐᒥᒃ. ᐄ, 

ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᙱᑦᑐᖓᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᓲᖑᖕᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᑦᑕ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ ᑲᔾᔨᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᖅᑲᑎᒌᙱᑦᑐᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑕᐃᒪᙵᓕᒫᖅ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᒃᑰᓕᕌᖓᑦᑕ ᑭᓱᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᑦ 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᔾᔨᕈᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ. 

ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᒌᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ.  

 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᐅᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑕ 

ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᙶᖅᑐᒥᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ 

ᑭᐅᖁᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᓯᕗᒃᑲᖅᑕᖅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᖅᑖᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑐᓴᕈᒪᔪᖓ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ 

ᑕᒪᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑭᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᖕ. 

 

ᔭᖕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᖕᓂᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓃᙶᖅᑐᖅ ᑖᓐᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑏᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑎᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. 

ᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᕙᓪᓚᐃᔭᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᐳᕉᔅᑐ. 
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Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I was 

looking back on the Hansard for our 

discussions last year because I do remember 

discussing the impact of climate change on 

contaminated sites and the potential 

exacerbation of the impacts on human health as 

well as wildlife and the environment, and I 

couldn’t find that discussion just now. In my 

brain I was already on an airplane leaving 

town, so I didn’t come fully prepared with that 

today, so I apologize. 

 

However, I feel like the witnesses may recall 

those discussions last year and recall that I 

requested information about how these 

concerns are approached and monitored. I 

suppose what I would like to know today is in 

the last year since we last discussed this issue, 

have there been any concerns or sites that have 

changed status in terms of the liabilities due to 

the impact of climate change? Thank you, Mr. 

Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. LeBlanc-Havard. 

 

Ms. LeBlanc-Havard: Thank you, Mr. Chair, 

and thank you for the question. I think we can 

all agree climate change is the lens through 

which we should be looking at almost 

everything we do here in Nunavut and other 

places in the world, so having climate change 

always at the forefront of everything that we do 

with respect to environmental protection is 

something we’re trying to build in, but climate 

changes affects every environment. So every 

natural environment, we have to be aware that 

the climate impacts it. So that’s just a given. So 

when we do site assessments in real time in the 

environment, we are aware that the climate has 

impacts on the contamination that is there, but 

also the natural environment. That’s just 

something that we’ve started to build in, even 

in our assessments through third-party 

contractors to be aware of the potential climate 

change impacts. And sort of as an example, 

ᐳᕉᔅᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᕈᓘᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᐊ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑭᓱᓕᒫᓂᒃ ᓲᕐᓗᒃ 

ᓂᕿᓂᒃ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᙱᓐᓂᕐᒥᒡᓗ. ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᖃᔅᓯᑦ ᕕᓕᐊᓐ−ᕌᓗᖕᓂᒃ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ 

ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᙱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ. ᖃᔅᓯᑦ 

ᒥᓕᐊᓐ−ᕐᔪᐊᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᐃᑦ. 

 

ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 2000 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊ ᐃᓱᓕᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᐸᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓃᙶᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᒃᑯᓪᓕ ᐃᓅᓪᓗᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᓄᑕᐅᙱᒻᒪᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔮᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ 

ᓇᒥᓕᒫᖅ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᐃᑦ, ᐊᓛᓯᑲᐃᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᑦᑎᐊᖅ. 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓴᖕᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᖅ. 

ᐅᕙᖓᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓯᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᖓ. 

 

ᐊᒻᒪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᖁᒪᐃᓐᓂᓂᐊᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓵᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᓕᒫᒥ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 

ᐋᓐᓂᐊᓕᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᖢᓂᓗ. ᓯᓚᐅᓪᓗ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᖅᖢᓂ. ᐃᓱᒫᓗᖕᓇᖅᑐᖅ 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᖅᖢᒍ. 

 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓵᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦᑐᑦ ᐄ, 

ᓴᖅᑭᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᙱᓗᐊᕋᓱᒋᓪᓗᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ. 

 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓ 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᙱᑦᑑᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᖢᑎᑦ. 

ᑕᕝᕗᖓᖃᐃ ᐊᑯᓂᕈᓗᒃ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᓕᕋᒪ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᑎᑦ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᙳᐊᑕᖅᓯᓐᓇᕋᒪ. 

 

ᐄ, ᖃᖓᑦᑕᕈᒥᓇᖅ ᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᓂᑯᓗᒐ ᑲᑎᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 

ᑕᕝᕙᓃᙱᑦᑑᔪᒥᓇᖅ ᐅᓪᓗᓄᑦ ᖃᑦᓯᓄᒃᑭᐊᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  

 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐄ, ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖦᖢᑎᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒐᒥ. ᐊᑎᖁᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐱᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᖢᖓ ᓯᕿᙳᔭᖅ ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔪᒪᒐᒃᑯᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ 

ᐊᓇᕕᓗᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 9-ᒥ ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᐅᑉᐸᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ.  

 

>>ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑐᑦ 16:50ᒥ 
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movement of contaminants in the environment 

and how changes in the climate could impact 

those. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you Ms. Brewster. 

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you. I think I figured out 

a way to drill down a little bit on that. In the 

2021-22 reports on the review of those Public 

Accounts indicated that the Department of 

Environment’s Climate Change Secretariat was 

about to commence a third year of a GN-wide 

risk and resiliency assessment, and it is stated 

that this project is a direct result of 

recommendations made by the Auditor General 

and anticipates that the work would wrap up in 

that fiscal year. 

 

I think maybe the witness just alluded to that 

work just now, and I would just like some 

clarification as of today what is the status of 

that work. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. LeBlanc-Havard. 

 

Ms. LeBlanc-Havard: Thank you for the 

question. Thank you, Mr. Chair. That work, to 

our knowledge, is still ongoing. We know that 

they’ve made significant headway in this risk 

and resiliency framework and we’ve been 

representing on that particular project, but it’s 

not finalized, to our knowledge at this moment. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster. 

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. To the 

Office of the Auditor General: The 2022-23 

Public Accounts indicates that one of the 

significant risks and uncertainties to which the 

Government of Nunavut is exposed is the 

unknown effect of climate change. 

 

The Government of Nunavut’s response to the 

Standing Committee’s review from 2021-22 

did state that it was about to commence the 
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third year of its GN-wide risk assessment based 

on the Auditor General’s advice to do so, and 

I’m just wondering to what extent has the 

Office of the Auditor General been involved in 

or consulted on that work. Thank you, Mr. 

Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Miller. 

 

Ms. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Chair, for the 

question. To my knowledge, our office has not 

been consulted on a GN-wide risk and 

resilience assessment. Of course if it is a 

measure that has been in implemented 

specifically to address one of our audit 

recommendations, this could be considered in 

any future follow-up work that we might do on 

this topic in the future. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster. 

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you. I’m happy to hear 

that. Again to the Office of the Auditor 

General, in 2018 your office’s report on climate 

change was tabled in the Legislative Assembly, 

and similar reports were considered in a 

number of other Canadian legislatures at that 

time, and I’m wondering does your office plan 

to undertake a follow-up report to this 

Legislative Assembly on the topic of climate 

change? Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Miller. 

 

Ms. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you for the question. To my knowledge, this 

2018 report was a collaborative audit that was 

conducted with other provincial auditor 

generals, so the objective was to get focus from 

a Canadian-wide perspective. 

 

In terms of determining whether a follow-up 

report, we would have to engage with those 

discussions with our counterparts if we would 

be undergoing a collaborative effort. 
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Once again, as I mentioned earlier, the topics 

whether we choose an area for follow-up will 

consider any requests that we get from the 

legislative assemblies in terms of topics of 

interest that they would like us to do. And of 

course if the Legislative Assembly believes this 

is one of them, I would encourage you to be 

able to let us know. 

 

Of course if there’s any other stakeholders or 

other areas, it will be considered in our 

planning process for our future performance 

audit work. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster. 

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’m just 

wondering, to the Office of the Auditor 

General, to what extent have other governments 

that your office audits have been able to 

quantify the risks and uncertainties of climate 

change for the purposes of including a dollar 

value in their Public Accounts? Thank you, Mr. 

Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Miller. 

 

Ms. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you for the question. So the quantification of 

the risk and uncertainties of climate change for 

the purposes of including a dollar value in the 

public accounts is not currently required by 

accounting standards. So I can confirm that 

there’s no other territorial public accounts or at 

the federal level. That’s not part of the 

accounting standards. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Miller. Just 

speaking from experience, in the past couple 

weeks I was in a meeting with other public 

account chairs across the country, and this topic 

is a priority of a number of different 

jurisdictions, so hopefully there will be some 

momentum created from that. Ms. Brewster. 
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Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I was 

actually about to say that, and just go back to 

the Government of Nunavut with the 

knowledge that, you know, we are the canaries 

in the coal mine when it comes to the impacts 

of climate change, and we are seeing those 

impacts and sharing them anecdotally as well 

as in research. 

 

And so I would ask the Government of 

Nunavut witnesses to tell us about whether or 

not the Government of Nunavut has begun to 

quantify what the risk and what the costs may 

be. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Sorry, I’m waiting for 

somebody to point a finger at which witness is 

going to respond. Ms. LeBlanc-Havard. 

 

Ms. LeBlanc-Havard: Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

Thank you for the question. The Government of 

Nunavut has a climate change secretariat, and 

they’re not here to speak for themselves. I 

know that the more we engage with the climate 

change secretariat, which we are doing more 

frequently now, the more informed the work 

that we do. But this is early days for us in some 

ways, bringing those connections together. 

 

Looking at everything through a climate change 

lens is something that takes time to hone skills 

and become proficient at, and so we’re learning 

a lot quickly. I know that’s not a fulsome 

answer, but the awareness is definitely there on 

the Department of Environment’s part that we 

have to be working hand in glove with the 

climate change secretariat, and also drawing on 

connections in other territories like ours and 

circumpolarly, so those connections are starting 

to be made and every time we make them and 

things are better in how we execute our work. 

 

So this is our awareness, and we know that we 

can’t operate without climate change in the 

foreground. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 
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Chairman: Thank you. I’m just about to put 

Mr. Young in the spot. I think Finance is on the 

lead in this when we talk about monetizing or 

putting a value on this type of work, I would 

like to hear what the Department of Finance 

official has to say about this. Mr. Young. 

 

Mr. Young: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank 

you for the question. As my colleague from the 

Department of Environment pointed out, it is 

early days. We record liabilities in our public 

accounts, but we certainly rely on the expertise 

on those in the other departments, in this case 

Environment. 

 

Until that information is available to us, we 

have not begun to put a dollar value on climate 

change. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Brewster. 

 

Ms. Brewster: Thank you, Mr. Chair. If we 

consider the knowledge that’s out there, even 

just when it comes to assessing the impacts of 

climate change on human health, for example, 

there are projections that climate change could 

cost Canada’s healthcare system billions of 

dollars and reduce economic activity by tens of 

billions of dollars by later in this century. 

 

I’m hearing both the government witnesses that 

responded just now saying this is a new thing, 

and what I know as an Inuk is that, you know, 

this is not a new thing; the issue of climate 

change has been brought up and addressed by 

Inuit in the circumpolar regions for decades and 

decades since before the beginning of my own 

career. 

 

And I know that there’s a plethora of even 

public health research that has been conducted 

worldwide that measures the impact of climate 

change on human health, and that there has 

been some research done on, of course the 

impact of climate change on the health of Inuit. 
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And so it does concern me to hear that our 

government witnesses are saying it’s a new 

issue. It is an emerging issue; however, it is not 

new. And I am very concerned that we aren’t 

moving forward with a plan that creates 

contingencies for the economic impact of 

climate change, let alone the impact on human 

health and on our communities. 

 

I’ll just leave it at that. I know I’ve taken up 

quite a bit of time, and I appreciate it, and I’ll 

just say that I really do hope to get on an 

airplane to get to my brother’s wedding, and so 

I won’t be here. Please don’t let me be here for 

the next couple of days. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

 

Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Brewster. You did 

make valuable use of your wait before your 

flight, and I appreciate your contributions to the 

questions. 

 

I do have another couple more names on my 

list, but I’m just going to recognize the clock. I 

know we have technically nine minutes left, but 

I wouldn’t want to interfere with Mr. 

Anavilok’s momentum in the line of 

questioning that he will have, so we’re going to 

adjourn until 9 a.m. tomorrow morning. 

Thanks, everyone. 

 

>>Committee adjourned at 16:50 
 


