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MR. O'REILLY: Thanks, Madam Chair.  I sat in on the committee hearing and some of 
the deliberations that they had on the private Member's bill.  I think it's probably fair 
to -- well, let me start by saying up until two or three years ago, I didn't even know what 
a limiter was.  So a little bit of privilege I guess there.  But I was very surprised to learn 
that we -- these things were here in the Northwest Territories and that people sort of 
had to live with this reality of if they go into arrears, utility can install a limiter that turns 
their power on for 15 minutes and then turns it off for 15 minutes.  And I don't know how 
people live with that.  So I guess I have some sympathy with getting rid of limiters, but 
I'm not sure that -- limiters are really the symptom of a deeper problem, and it's -- really 
relates to housing, but also I think poor communications from the utility -- utilities, 
themselves.  I guess I think that the Public Utilities Board, can't really tell them what to 
do, but might provide some clearer direction in that area as well.  And just did a 
complete disconnect between income assistance and public housing as well.   

In the last Assembly, we went through a -- well, not that I supported it -- a fairly 
extensive cost cutting exercise.  And one of the things that I recall, and I may not get all 
of the details right, but the Housing Corporation was providing subsidized power rates 
in -- in public housing units, and what happened was that they wanted to try to I think 
get rid of some of those expenses, so to speak, and they also -- but they also wanted 
tenants to become more energy conservation friendly, I guess is a nice way to put it, in 
terms of energy consumption in their units.   

So we made a move to get rid of the subsidized power in public housing and shift the 
burden to the residents, the public housing tenants themselves, which I think has 
probably resulted in some increase in arrears in utility -- the use of limiters now.  So 
sometimes cutting costs has some pretty unintended consequences or things that we 
may not foresee.   

So in any event, I don't think that the bill resolves the underlying problems, and think 
committee was struggling with a way to try to do that and came up with, I think, some 
good recommendations to try to deal with this -- this issue that does, really, come down 
to poverty and housing.  And I want to commend the committee for the work on it.   

Also did some looking at other jurisdictions, and I came up with some ideas, and I think 
you'll see those reflected in the recommendations that came forward in the committee's 
report.  So I want to commend the committee for doing a lot of hard work and trying to 
think this through, and I think they've come up with some - some good 
recommendations.  Thanks, Madam Chair.   

… 

 



MR. O'REILLY: Thanks, Madam Chair. Just reminded me that there was one other 
factor that I think led to the 2018 policy change that's highlighted in this 
recommendation, and that's the fact that the Housing Corporation was paying corporate 
rates for electricity as opposed to residential rates and the corporate rates, I think, are, 
like, two -- I might not even get the right number, but it's two or three times higher than 
what residential rates were. So, again, this was about trying to cut the Housing 
Corporation costs in some measure. So that was the other thing that was driving this, 
was the different rates that have been set, which probably need a -- another look. 
Thanks, Madam Chair.  

… 

MR. O'REILLY: Thanks, Madam Chair. Yeah, I support this recommendation as well. 
And I just want to highlight the -- the recommendation calls for the Public Utilities Board 
to work with the two utilities here. You know, I don't know exactly what the Public 
Utilities Board does, but as I understand it, the Minister responsible for the Public 
Utilities Board or Cabinet could issuing binding policy direction to set up this crisis fund. 
And I think that's something that I'd want my colleagues across the way to think about. 
And of course, you're going to respond to this if it passes, and -- but you have the ability 
to issue that binding policy direction.  

I don't think this is really -- the concept of this is really not that much different than 9-1-1, 
you know, in that people do pay an extra bit on your -- your phone bills to support 9-1-1. 
And this would help people that need help.  

So the other example I would use is, at least in Yellowknife, we pay a little surcharge on 
our water bills so that if there's a break between the foundation of your home and the 
main line in the middle of the street, it gets covered. There's a deductible amount but it's 
a similar kind of concept.  

So this is not breaking new ground by any measure, even here in the Northwest 
Territories. And I -- also, again, I want to urge my Cabinet colleagues to consider 
issuing binding policy direction on this when it passes. Thanks, Madam Chair.  

 


