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MR. O'REILLY: Thanks, Madam Chair. I'm just going to leave it at there.  

I do want to turn, though, to accounting policies if I could, and I guess this is the section 
of the budget where this kind of stuff is actually set for how we do accounting and so on.  

So in our entire budget for 2022-2023, there's not one reduction anywhere, and I'm ac-
tually looking at the main estimates that were now made available to the public. All of 
the schedules have been made available to the public as well. And there's not one re-
duction using the -- I guess the Department of Finance classifications anywhere in the 
budget. Why are we not making use of that category? Everything just kind of gets 
lumped under FMB approved adjustments or budget reallocations. Can I get an expla-
nation, please? Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON (Ms. Semmler): Thank you. Minister of Finance.  

HON. CAROLINE WAWZONEK: Yeah, thank you, Madam Chair. Madam Chair, I 
would want to invite the deputy minister and then possibly Mr. Courtoreille. Again, I want 
to be mindful there's six minutes. But, you know, at the end of the day, it's how we're 
figuring -- it's ensuring that we're providing information about the total spending of the 
government. For example, there's a lot of sunsets. So programs that had certain dollars 
attached to them, and if those dollars that were restricted for a certain purpose come to 
an end, then they are sunseted, and they may or may not see those dollars come back 
into that program or into that department. More often than not, there are other cost 
pressures that a department might be facing. So when the matter comes to the Finan-
cial Management Board and there's a recognition that, you know, for example -- I mean, 
it's the example that's come up so I'm going to go ahead and use it. It's the example of 
OROGO where a request was made to review the functioning of that department. That 
review was done. It was determined that there was more allocated there than what was 
necessary. At the same time, the department knows it has year over year cost pres-
sures where they're unable to meet targets or they're having to fund from within and so 
immediately we're able to say well, we know that there's money that we're going to take 
away from OROGO but we can add it to areas that have been traditionally underfunded.  

So there's travel reductions in this budget, Madam Chair. There's -- you know, then 
that's -- you're seeing that show up under every single department. It -- it comes in as, 
you know, an FMB adjustment because it was something directed by the Financial 
Management Board, and it's an adjustment that happened outside of the mains esti-
mates process, and so it shows up as an FMB reduction. And -- yeah, thanks, Madam 
Chair.  

CHAIRPERSON (Ms. Semmler): Thank you. Member for Frame Lake.  



 

 

MR. O'REILLY: Thanks, Madam Chair. Yeah, I've been through the -- the schedules 
very carefully. There's not one reduction anywhere in the entire budget. So, you know, 
for somebody like me or for the -- someone from the public who looks at this, I just don't 
think that that's a very transparent or accurate way of reflecting what happened. You 
know, even the travel reductions are shown as budget -- sorry, other FMB approved ad-
justments. Like, that's just not an accurate way to display this for public or -- I don't 
know how accountants do it but that's not the way I would do it.  

But can the Minister undertake to look at this and try to find a way to make this a little bit 
more transparent as part of our efforts to -- towards open government and so on to -- if 
there is a -- if there's a reduction that's been made, it should actually be shown as a re-
duction. Thanks, Madam Chair.  

CHAIRPERSON (Ms. Semmler): Thank you. Minister of Finance.  

HON. CAROLINE WAWZONEK: I -- yeah, thank you, Madam Chair. So I'm -- again, 
the example here that's kind of coming to mind is the travel reductions and the -- the 
fact that that wasn't part of the main estimates process. It was agreed to -- you know, 
Madam Chair, I -- maybe I'll pause. Mindful of time. Let me send this over to Mr. 
Courtoreille who is sort of our resident accountant and see if he can provide some ex-
planations as to how this was put together. Thanks.  

CHAIRPERSON (Ms. Semmler): Thank you. Mr. Courtoreille.  

MR. COURTOREILLE: Thank you, Madam Chair. And I think I agree with the Member 
that it -- it could be presented differently for sure. And I -- I think with the added cost 
pressures that the government sees within its main estimate process, generally budgets 
are increasing. And agree with the Member that you're not seeing any -- any dollar 
amounts actually decrease necessarily. But in the case of the travel reduction, that was 
actually a reduction that was agreed to in the 2021-2022 budget, and it was agreed to 
through the SUP process. So what we had to do in terms of carrying that reduction for-
ward to future years is we brought -- a paper forward to the Financial Management 
Board for their review and approval. Thank you, Madam Chair.  

CHAIRPERSON (Ms. Semmler): Thank you. Member for Frame Lake.  

MR. O'REILLY: Thanks. Yeah, I appreciate that. And if there's a way to show this stuff 
more accurately in the future, that's what I'm looking for. But on the issue of OROGO, 
it's clearly shown in the schedules as a budget reallocation and that's I just think a total-
ly inaccurate way to treat and present a reduction in their budget. To characterize it as a 
budget reallocation just shows that -- if anybody looks at this and they just think, wow, 
independent -- they're not an independent regulator, they're just part of the Department 
of Justice. And they get -- their budget can be reduced, shuffled around, reallocated to 
other functions within the Department of Justice. It's not independent. It's just an arm of 
the Department of Justice. And I'm just going to leave it at that. I just think that that is a 
totally nontransparent, inaccurate presentation of that specific reduction. And I 
just -- I -- you know, I think it's disgraceful, quite frankly. So I'll leave it at that. Thanks, 
Madam Chair.  

 


