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STANDING COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS
Thursday, September 30, 2004

10:00 a.m.

Tape No. 1

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Call to order.  I want
to welcome everybody for coming here.  I’m glad
to see the CBC is in attendance.  I don’t see . . . 

Richard Brown (L):   They had the summer off,
Ronnie.

 Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    No, they didn’t. I
don’t see any other reporters here.  But at least
CBC is here.  I give you full marks for that.  We got
digger back. 

 Now, discussion of a workplan.   Let’s start with,
around the table and we’ll start with Mr. McKenna
there and just come up this way I’d like everybody
to sort of lay out what they’d like to see us do here
on this session of the Public Accounts and we’ll
finish up with the two Liberals. 

Dr. David McKenna (PC):    I think we have to
start working at this report, that’s the 2004 report.
I think we should probably invite the Auditor
General in as soon as convenient for the chairman
here, he’s probably digging potatoes these days,
to find some free days to come in.  I think that
would certainly be a priority for the session.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Mr. MacDonald?

Wilbur MacDonald (PC) : Well, I agree with that.
We should go back to the Auditor General’s report
to see if we can get it through because the next
one will be out before we know it.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Yes.  Jim and I
attended the Public Accounts meeting in
Fredericton and you were very well represented I
must say by the two of us being there.  We took
part in a lot of discussions and also I don’t believe
the Clerk was with us this year, were you?

Marian Johnston (Committee Clerk):   No.

Jim Bagnall (PC): We had to look after the whole
thing, Ronnie.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    We had to look after
the whole thing, yes.

Richard Brown (L):   The other places would
have had big delegations.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   So who took all
the notes then?

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Oh, there’s people
typing those notes.  (Laughter) They have staff.  It
goes through like this.   They  have tape recorders
and that and Hansard and all that there.  They had
that in Fredericton.  So anyway we found out that
a lot of public accounts go a lot farther than we do.
Like we more or less look at the Auditor’s Report
but a lot of other Public Accounts in other
jurisdictions get into the nitty gritty of actually
government running and that’s one of our
mandates, to separate ourselves from Cabinet,
from the government that’s in power.  We’re
supposed to be a nonpolitical group of people
here, members of the Legislative Assembly.  When
we come into this room really we should take our
hats off and put on a hat as looking after the public
rather than our parties and that sort of was brought
up at some of these meetings.    So Mr. Collins,
have you got anything?

Wayne Collins (PC): Yes, I certainly do, Mr.
Chair, thank you very much and by the way I want
to say it’s delightful to be back serving on this
committee again for a new session under your
experienced expertise and leadership, and I really
mean that sincerely.   I think your long years of
service and your knowledge about this provides an
insight that’s of benefit to all Prince Edward
Islanders.  I want to go on the record with that.  

I also want to say that I think there’s something
upcoming at the end of October that’s really worthy
of some very serious study and probing by this
committee.  And you talked about moving a little bit
beyond the perimeters of just looking at the Auditor
General’s Report and I agree with you particularly
when it comes to examining–I’m going to say this
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word and I know people’s eyes will want to gloss
over, some people when they hear it–equalization.
There’s probably, you know, a handful of people in
this country who really understand it and I don’t
think any of them are capable of imparting it in
layman’s language to make it truly understandable
to everyone else in the country.  But we all know
that it is  one of the principals that enshrined in our
Constitution.  It is fundamental, many people think,
to knitting this country together as a federation.
But also there’s a growing number of people who
think it’s a hindrance to the development of this
country.  So there are two sides to the issue quite
clearly.

Right now in Atlantic Canada I believe we’re 24 to
32 per cent of total provincial revenues depending
on which province you look at.  So it’s extremely
important.  It’s a very core issue when it comes to
the fiscal health of the Atlantic regions certainly.
Now, I believe in Ottawa–it was supposed to have
been in Regina but they changed the meeting to
Ottawa at the end of this month–where the Prime
Minister and First Ministers are going to sit down
again and they’re going to discuss in detail
equalization.

Richard Brown (L):   End of October.

Wayne Collins (PC): End of October.  Pardon me.
End of October.  I’m thinking it’s October already.
But I think it would be valuable from an educational
point of view for all, not just MLAs but the general
public and hopefully through the media,  to impart
to all Islanders an understanding of the importance
of this meeting to Prince Edward Island’s financial
future in terms of what is equalization now, how is
it formulated. What changes have we seen in
recent years?   What has been the effect of those
changes on the balance sheet for Prince Edward
Island?   What is being proposed by the federal
government?  What would we like to see as a
province.   What kind of mission is our Premier
going to be on when he sits down with his fellow
ministers at the end of October?  So to that end I
feel that we should be exploring that issue and I
think our vice-chair has come prepared with
something on that, with something on that, so I’ll
leave it at that for now.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    So are you
suggesting, just to clear  the record, that we have
some hearings on it, like bring some people in?

Wayne Collins (PC): Yes sir, I really am.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Alright I’ll go on to the
vice-chair.

Jim Bagnall (PC): Well, I think that, first of all
we’re here to deal with the Auditor General’s report
and that’s no problem and everybody I think
realizes that we have to go through that and with
these changes and stuff.  I do have a motion here
that I want to bring forward and I’d ask the Clerk if
she would read it.

Marian Johnston (Committee Clerk):   Thank
you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bagnall moves, seconded by Mr. McKenna,
the following Motion:

Whereas equalization is a key component of
Prince Edward Island’s provincial revenues;

And whereas Section 36.2 of the Constitution Act
of 1982 guarantees that provincial governments
have sufficient revenues to provide reasonably
comparable levels of public services at reasonably
comparable levels of taxation;

And whereas Section 36.1 (a) of the Constitution
Act of 1982 entrenches a commitment on behalf of
parliament and the government of Canada to
promote equal opportunities for the well-being of
Canadians;

And whereas Section 36.1 (c)of the Constitution
Act of 1982 ensures a commitment on behalf of
parliament, the government of Canada, to share in
providing essential public services of reasonable
quality to all Canadians;

And whereas the Premier of Prince Edward Island
has met with the Prime Minister and his provincial
and territorial counterparts;

Therefore be it resolved that this committee invite
the provincial treasurer to appear before the
committee and explain the principles of
equalization, it’s impact on the finances of the
province and the changes to the program currently
proposed by the federal government.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Have we got a
seconder?
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Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   You don’t need
one.

Marian Johnston (Committee Clerk):   Mr.
McKenna seconded it.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   I’ve got an
amendment.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Alright.  Have you got
an amendment?

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   Yes. 

Marian Johnston (Committee Clerk):   Are you
speaking the motion?

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   I’d like to put
forward an amendment and I’m sure everybody
will agree that, you know, if you just listen to one
side of the story you’re going to take that person’s
side and so I think it would be kind of irresponsible
of this committee if we didn’t invite someone from
the federal side to explain how equalization, from
their perspective, is also delivered.

Jim Bagnall (PC): Sure, no problem with that.  

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:      Great idea. Good
resolution.  Anything else, Mr. Bagnall?  Because
If you look at page 86 of this report, 85 we get into
equalization, the Auditor has already talked about
equalization and we will be discussing it with the
Auditor and if you go 85, 86, 87, 89 is on
equalization.

Jim Bagnall (PC): I guess the other thing is, Mr.
Chair, is that this is an issue that’s going to be
brought to the forefront again at the end of the
month and I think that our committee should
maybe deal with this before the end of the
October.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Oh, we got lots of
time.  We can start right Tuesday.  Friday,
tomorrow if you want.

Jim Bagnall (PC): Just so we can get at this.
We’ll have to get . . . I don’t know what federal
representative we would want to bring in.  But we
would have to contact somebody there and I’m
sure they just can’t come so we’re going to have to
try to book something right away with them.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    We could do it right
away.  There’s no problem.

Jim Bagnall (PC): We can but I don’t know
whether they can.  And that’s the problem, we’ve
got to give them a little time.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    We can take in the
Auditor and we can take in . . . we can take in the
Auditor because he’s already been on the
equalization and we can bring him in and we also
can bring in Mr. Murphy, your provincial treasurer
and that would be two.
And then we’ll line up the feds for the next day or
so after that, whatever.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC) :   Why don’t we get from
the feds, get somebody from Ottawa come down.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   I’m sure one of the
MPs or some one from the finance department,
you know.  We’ll probably get somebody if we get
in touch with them.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    I would think one of
the MPs would be fine myself.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC) :   Do you think?  Would
they be familiar with, any more familiar than we
are?

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   Shawn Murphy
would probably be the one that’s familiar with it. 

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    They should be.  Not
much having them up there if they’re not.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC) :   Yes, but equalization
is a separate and distinct kind of thing.

Jim Bagnall (PC): We’re all here but can we
actually talk about equalization?

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Well, what we’d do is
we’d ask one of the federal MPs to come and bring
whoever they wanted with them.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC) : That’s a good idea.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    The same with Mr.
Murphy.  I’m sure if Mr. Murphy wants to take the
Deputy Minister of Finance before us, go ahead.
Or anybody he wants.
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Jim Bagnall (PC):     No, no problem.  

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Let’s leave her wide
open.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC) :   Suggest that he can
bring somebody from Ottawa.

Jim Bagnall (PC): Somebody from finance that
can explain it.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Anyway, we’ll look
after those details later.  Do you have a point,
Richard, on this issue?

Richard Brown (L):   I think it’s a great resolution.
I remember the last time I was in the Legislature
the Premier and the government did get up and
they wanted to go with change CHST, they wanted
to put more of a focus on CHST and I said you
better watch out what you’re asking for here
because if we go to a CHST formula, which is a
per capita formula country wide then that
(indistinct) will be shared country wide whereas
equalization has to be shared by about 50 per cent
of the population.  So under equalization you do
fare out much better.  Notwithstanding that we
requested, the governments have requested a
CHST amendment, some changes to that formula.
So we have to take that into consideration when
we’re meeting.  You know, CHST and equalization
are two federal big funding programs and, you
know, also Mr. Chairman I think it’s going to be a
great opportunity because the government has
always stated that we’re only getting 16 per cent of
our money for health care from the federal
government.  That’s not taking into consideration
the money we get from equalization.  If you don’t,
if what the Premier says we’re only getting 16 per
cent from the federal government for CHST , then
our equalization is paying for one hundred per cent
of all the other departments in government.  I think
we have to clear up that too.  That equalization is
also used for health care.  We also have to
educate.  I think it’s a great idea.  We also have to
educate other premiers across this country
because Mike Harris referred to it one time as
basically welfare which I thought was a pretty bad
thing on this formula.

Also in the, when the members or when the
province comes down I want to know how the
province calculates its estimates for equalization.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Well, that’s what you’ll
have to ask the minister.

Richard Brown (L):   Because the federal
government has a formula.  There is a formula in
place for equalization calculation.  It’s 20 or 30
indicators there that says okay, across the country
we do a big spread sheet.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Mr. Brown, you’re sort
of getting off the subject now.

Richard Brown (L):   Mr. Chairman, I don’t want
the minister to come here and say equalization’s a
terrible thing and this is not good and every thing
and it’s mistreating them.  I want . . .

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    The minister can say
whatever he wants.

Richard Brown (L):   More and more times have
our estimate’s been away off what the federal
government has estimated and I want to know why
our estimates are off so much from the federal
governments.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Well, if you go to
page 85, ‘97, ‘98 equalization has gone up ever
since then.  It’s all higher than back in ‘97, ‘98.  So
in 2002, 2003 we were getting a lot more money
than we got in ‘97, ‘98.  But that’s for another day
and we’ll ask those questions.  Mr. MacAleer?

Richard Brown (L):   Just one more point, Mr.
Chairman.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    No.   Mr. MacAleer?

Richard Brown (L):   Ralph Goodale already
announced a $30 billion increase to equalization
over ten years.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Whatever.

Wes MacAleer (PC): I’m pleased, Mr. Chairman,
that we’re going to discuss the equalization issue
because I think it’s a complex issue and I would
hope that we would have other than just politicians
around the table to discuss the issue, that we
would bring in people who are familiar with the
formula and can educate us and the public and
that we would have . . . 
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Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    That’s my opinion too.

Wes MacAleer (PC):   And I’m looking forward to
that discussion because I think it will assist us as
legislators to better understand that whole issue.
So I’d like to make that a more immediate issue
than the Auditor General’s Report although I’m
anxious to get at that as well.  So I will put the
equalization issue in the forefront as our top
priority and hopefully we can get at it and I would
like to devote a whole session to that if we could or
several sessions if need be because I think it will
require that kind of attention and then the Auditor
General’s Report.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    I’ll go back to you
then Mr. . . .  What do you think?

Wayne Collins (PC):  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  And
to that end I just want to expand a little bit upon
what Mr. MacAleer was saying, that I too, I do not
want to see a harangue between the province and
federal government on this issue.  I really don’t.
Who’s right, who’s wrong?  How do you calculate,
miscalculate, whatever.  That’s why I think it’s
important that we invite someone in here who
really has no axe to grind on the issue but
someone who can really try to present us with a lot
of good factual information and to that end I had
been reading this article from the Atlantic
Provinces Economic Council.  It was written in the
winter of 2001 and it’s called The Equalization
Program and Atlantic Canada.

It doesn’t say who authored this unfortunately but
the article outlines some of the parameters for
understanding this debate.  It has a brief
description of the development of the program, a
look at how the formula works, the flows, primarily
focussing on Atlantic Canada and a look at some
of the current issues in terms of, you know,
proposals for change of the equalization program
in Canada.  I think that it would serve us well if the
Clerk would contact the Atlantic Provinces
Economic Council and find out who is their expert,
if you will, on this issue of equalization and it’s
importance in Atlantic Canada and invite that
person, he or she, to the table as well.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    The thing is, is this,
the Minister is Mr. Murphy, he can bring whoever
he wants to bring.  He would have the knowledge.
The federal MP, Mr. Murphy can call on anybody
from the finance department to explain there.  So

having that we’ve got a balance. We’ve got the
politicians plus it’s up to them who they want to
bring in.  

Mr. Ghiz, have you got any more comments on
this.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   Actually the only
comment I have on this and I think we have to
realize that equalization from my point of view is
something that I would actually like to see Prince
Edward Island have less of.  Because at the end of
the day you get equalization when your economy
is not doing well or when you’re falling behind what
the other provinces are doing.  So I don’t think, I
think something else in a grander scheme of
things–you know it’s great to debate
equalization–but I think at the end of the day we
should be looking for more ways for us to grow our
economy here on Prince Edward Island so that we
can be less reliant on equalization and stop crying
that why aren’t we getting more money from the
federal government when, in fact,  I would like to
see Prince Edward Island in the situation where
we start relying less on equalization.  But, you
know, I’m willing to listen to these discussions and
I’m looking forward to hearing exactly how things
are calculated as well.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Mr. Brown?

Richard Brown (L):   No.  Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    Yes, I think, Mr. Ghiz,
just to wrap that up, you’re quite right.  We get 35
per cent of our total income comes from Ottawa
and, you know, I’m not going to pick sides in
government but this government has been bad for
agriculture and the tourist season hasn’t been that
good.  Our main industries here have been
suffering and that’s where our money’s got to
come from. There’s another company now I just
come across who got $1.7 million from the
province here between training 14 people and the
jobs only lasted a month or two and they pulled
out.  They sent them out to their own company in
BC to train them.  Near $2 million for 14 people.
We’ve got to change our way of thinking.   Like, if
you were living in Toronto paying heavy taxes up
there and you read about that in the paper, you
see where the province blew $2 million here.  Look
at the Polar Food mess we’re in.  Like this is all
money that’s slipping through us and we’ve got to
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be able to make sure to manage that better and
Mr. Ghiz is right.  If we, equalization is if you don’t
do good you get more money.  The better you do,
the less you get because you generated more
wealth.

Dr. David McKenna (PC):    If the other provinces
do better we get more.  It works both ways.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    We’ve got to do
better.

Dr. David McKenna (PC):    But we have done
better in the last few years economically in the
province here but if Ontario did poor it didn’t help
us any either.  You don’t get any further ahead.

Richard Brown (L):   But wouldn’t you like to be
off equalization.

Dr. David McKenna (PC):    I’d love to be off
everything like that.  (Indistinct) not  going to be
that way.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    So let’s go to,  the
next order would be,  around the table we’ve dealt
with that resolution.  Where were we at for ideas?
Mr. Ghiz, have you got any?

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   I’ve got two
issues, Mr. Chairman.  The first one has to do with
a motion that was put forward by the Honourable
Member from Charlottetown-Spring Park, Mr.
MacAleer,  back in, when was it?  I believe it was
back last year on May 11.  The Public Accounts
Committee approved a motion calling on the
Auditor General to carry out an audit and report
back to the Public Accounts Committee with
regards to Polar Foods.  And I think we should get
a hold of the Auditor General and try and get a
date for him to come in and give us his update with
regards to what’s happening with Polar Foods.

Jim Bagnall (PC): He’s going to be here the next
meeting.  Why don’t we put the question to him.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   Well I think we can
get a hold of him now and find out where he is
along the lines.  Maybe he’s ready next week to
come in and if he wants to give his interim report
or something along those lines. It doesn’t hurt to
get a hold of him and ask him where things are.

Richard Brown (L):   Has the Chairman got a

hold of him on that motion?

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    No, I will get a hold of
him.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   No, so we can just
ask him if the report is done.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    The Auditor General
reports to the Legislative Assembly. We the body
of the Legislative Assembly.  He’s doing an audit
of where this  $50 million, what took place,
whatever, on Polar Foods.  He should be into it far
enough to give us an update on where he’s at, to
the committee.  Because he takes his guidance
from us.  We’re the Auditor General’s boss, not
Executive Council.  It’s the Legislative Assembly.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   Well, I’ve asked
the Chairman if he wouldn’t mind getting a hold of
the Auditor General and getting us that
information. 

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    No problem.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   Because I’m sure
every member and I’m sure the member from
Charlottetown-Spring Park who put forward the
motion is very interested in having him come back.

Ron MacKinley (L)Chair:    And we could have
him here before our committee to give us an
update on it.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):   Exactly.  I have a
second thing, Mr. Chairman, and this one
relates–actually it’s kind of good that  we’re
probably going to have the Provincial Treasurer
coming in here because he’s also the minister
responsible for gaming and I think with the
announcements going on with regards to the
Charlottetown Driving Park and the
announcements going on with the ALC and the
investment or the incorporation of additional VLT
machines and the $25 million investment of the
province of PEI I’d like to know how, I’d like to ask
the Auditor General or the Provincial Treasurer a
lot of questions and I think I’m trying to get some
answers on what the business plan looks like.
Exactly is it viable on Prince Edward Island?  How
the $25 million is, in fact, going to be financed?
Like, I don’t know, is the province borrowing the
money, is ALC borrowing the money?  What
happens, if in fact this venture doesn’t turn out to
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be as profitable as everyone thinks it’s going to
be?  Who’s going to be on the hook for that $25
million? 

I want to know how much money that the
provincial treasurer, minister of gaming is planning
on putting into addiction services here on Prince
Edward Island. I’m sure everyone’s seen a lot of
the issues with regards to a lot of the letters to the
editor and different issues being brought up on that
and I think every single letter that I point out, even
people that are in support of the harness racing
industry and VLTs talk about money for addiction
services.  And I heard just a number along the
lines, like we haven’t seen any information on this,
which I kind of think is a shame considering this is
a $25 million investment for a major industry here
on Prince Edward Island and we haven’t seen any
paper on it.  But I remember seeing on the news
somewhere that the Premier said it’s going to be
an additional $5 million a year.  I want to know
where that $5 million is going to be allocated.  How
much of that is going to be put into addiction
services?  I’ve heard a lot of issues with regards to
where they’re saying the ALC is going to be
responsible for helping out with problem gambling.
Well, that’s like, you know, the tobacco companies
stopping people from smoking and the liquor store
stopping people from drinking.  You know we need
that money put in, I believe, to addiction services
so that they can deliver the services that these
people would need. 

So I think it’s important to bring in the provincial
treasurer and since he’s going to be here for
equalization I’m sure he’d have no trouble bringing
in his business plan, bringing in a social impact
assessment.  I had written the provincial treasurer
and asked him for a lot of this information.
Unfortunately I didn’t get a copy of the contract.
He said that he wouldn’t be releasing that to me
until after the deal was signed to which I kind of
said, well, what’s the point of giving it to me then,
the deal’s already signed.  We’re already on the
hook for the $25 million and the impact that this is
going to have.  I asked for some economic impact
assessment and social assessments and the only
thing I got back was one that was done in Ontario,
one that was done in British Columbia and one
that was done here in Prince Edward Island back
in, I believe it was 1999.  

So I’d like to know, I’m sure no one goes into a
$25 million investment without taking those into

account.  And you know when they give us
information from British Columbia and Ontario I
don’t think we can really compare,  and I don’t
think anybody here would agree,   that we can
compare our economies or our province to what
goes on in those other provinces.  Here we are,
Ontario’s got 10 million people, British Columbia’s
got, you know, I guess five or six million people.
The average income in those provinces is, you
know, $40,000 a year.  The average income in this
province is $22,000  a year.  So you know trying to
compare us to other provinces,  just unfortunately,
isn’t going to work.

So I’d ask the Clerk if she wants to read out this
resolution and hopefully it will pass and when the
provincial treasurer comes forward I’m sure he ‘d
be, I hope,  willing to take in a lot of that
information because I’m sure the other members
around this table have received numerous calls
and letters because I know we have in the
Opposition office and people are just looking for
some information on this.

Marian Johnston (Committee Clerk):   Moved by
Mr. Ghiz:

Whereas the province of Prince Edward Island is
about to enter into a $25 million agreement with
the Atlantic Lottery Corporation to expand gaming
facilities at the Charlottetown and Summerside
Driving Parks;

And whereas the harness racing industry is an
important part of the Island’s economy and an
integral part of our cultural heritage worthy of
public policy attention;

And whereas the provincial government has
refused thus far to release information
demonstrating the financial viability of its proposed
deal or what other options were considered;

And whereas the proposed deal between Atlantic
Lottery Corporation would see a 50 per cent
increase in the number of video lottery terminals
on PEI with no formal assessment of the social
consequences of such an increase;

And whereas the scope of the potential financial
liability and risk to the provinces’s finances
inherent to the proposed deal are unknown;

Therefore be it resolved that the Public Accounts
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Committee require the Treasurer to publicly
disclose all aspects of the proposed contractual
arrangements between Atlantic Lottery
Corporation and the Government of Prince Edward
Island prior to the signing of a contract;

And therefore be it further resolved that the
Government undertake a public consultation
process to ensure that all voices on this matter are
heard prior to the implementation of the proposed
deal.

Tape No. 2

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):    Discussion.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    Mr. Chairman, I’d like
to see some other part added to that somewhere.
I’d like to know what impact or how much of an
impact or will it have a greater impact to the horse
industry on Prince Edward Island, particularly the
rural.  The horse industry has always been a rural
industry, by and large, although we do have some
drivers mostly from the city.  So I’d like to see a
kind of a balance here if we could somehow or
other.  I don’t know who you’d bring in to balance
that.  Perhaps there are some studies done as to
what that indication is and so on.  Maybe the
minister when he comes in can give us that.  But I
think, as a committee, our mandate is also to be
balanced and to make sure every side is heard.  I
think the third paragraph does indicate that the
horse industry is a very powerful industry on PEI
and there is a tremendous change taking place
within agriculture and it’s one of these pluses is
perhaps the horse industry.  So just to make sure
there’s a good balance there is very important.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    Mr. Chairman.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Yes, Mr. Ghiz.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    I can partially
answer that question.  I’ve been doing some
research along the way with regards to this issue
and from what we can find and I’ll get you my
source after, is that the harness racing industry is
approximately worth $20 million to the Island
economy per year with about 180 jobs directly and
indirectly tied to the harness racing industry so it is
a valuable industry here on Prince Edward Island.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     And we got to also

find out as Mr. MacDonald talked about, that’s
what it is now.  If this goes ahead and it works, that
could go to $40 million too.  You know, these are
things that we got to look at.  

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    You would
presume that would be in the government’s
economic impact assessment.  

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     I doubt it.  I doubt
it.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    So the provincial
treasurer should be able to answer those
questions.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     I doubt it, I don’t
think they looked that far. 

Richard Brown (L):    But we don’t want to take it
out of (Indistinct)

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):      I think if the clerk,
if it’s okay, if the clerk could also get the minister to
get us an update on what Mr. MacDonald said also
when we comes before us.  Is that okay with the
committee?

Wayne Collins (PC):    We haven’t voted on this
motion, have we?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     No, but I’m just
trying to get it cleared out.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    Well that was kind
of like an amendment to the motion.
 
Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    I guess so, I didn’t
know how to phrase it.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     We’re deciding
here what we’re going to do.  

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    I approve that
amendment.  

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Yeah, I think it’s a
good idea about Mr. MacDonald’s part and the
minister would be the person who would know on
his department.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    He was a former
Minister of Agriculture, I believe, wasn’t he at one
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point?  So he would know that and plus he’s
minister of gaming and Provincial Treasurer.  So
he knows all the agricultural aspects, finance
aspects and gaming aspects.  He’d be perfect to
have before our committee.  
Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    He’s the minister of
the horse racing industry rather than the minister
of gaming.  
Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Alright, we’ll have
Mr. Radio Man.

Unidentified:   Collins

Wayne Collins (PC):    Thank you, Mr. Chair.
First of all, a couple of points   For the edification
of the Honourable Leader of the Opposition, to my
knowledge, there is no such post as minister of
gaming in the Government of Prince Edward
Island.  So just for the record.  

Secondly, your resolution calls for this revelation of
whatever is going on in terms of leading up to this
field prior to the signing of the contract.  The
contract is not signed yet and I believe that the
Provincial Treasurer has made it quite clear that
once the contract is signed, the eyes are dotted,
the t’s are crossed, that whatever information is
available will be made available, to all and sundry.

Yes, but there’s my final point as well.  That is, Mr.
Chair, that government everyday makes decisions
without the endorsement or approval of the
opposition.  Thank you.  

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     The only thing is,
we’re not–there’s just one thing here, just to clear
it, we are not the opposition.  We are the Public
Account Committee in the Province of Prince
Edward Island and Mr. Collins, Wayne. . .

Wayne Collins (PC):    Let me include that, let me
include the Public Accounts Committee in that
statement there?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     What?

Wayne Collins (PC):    Let me include the Public
Accounts Committee in that statement.  The Public
Accounts Committee is here to review the
decisions of government, not to second guess
what government plans to do.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     I think, just hold it,

hold it, this is getting out of hand.  The Public
Accounts Committee is here to save dollar-for-
dollar spent anyway we can help the province.  We
should take you in our next Public Accounts
meeting and I know you’re new to the House but
that’s how it works.  We don’t review.  We also can
make suggestions.  Now the thing is this.  The
minister, you say there’s no deal signed - they’re
gone to tender already for the hiring of the work so
there must be something signed.  The minister
said was this, the horsemen met, or the people
that had shares of the track met.  They agreed to
it.  Then there was about 25 per cent of owners
had to agree and they’ve already signed off.  So
the deal is through.  The deal is a done deal.  If
you, I’m going by what I read in the papers or the
news, the deal is a done deal and they’re going out
to tender for the steel and for the ripping down of
the building.  Plus they’ve already arranged that
the horsemen can exercise their horses at a
certain time of day out there.  So the deal is
already done.  Like there’s nothing to hold back
now to come clean.

Wayne Collins (PC):    You say the deal is done,
so are you doubting the minister when he says that
the deal is not signed yet with the CDP, between
the ALC and the CDP?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Well the thing is
this, the deal is done.  

Wayne Collins (PC):    Question - the deal is done
or the deal is signed?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Well you’re a
government that don’t break contracts, a verbal
contract.  I can’t see them breaking a contract.  A
deal is a deal.  If you and I make a deal, it’s verbal
and I trust your government is not going to go
around breaking contracts so you got a deal.  

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Mr. Chair?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Alright.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    A CBC report as of
September 30th at 6:23 a.m., “Provincial Treasurer
Mitch Murphy says the province won’t lose any
money, any revenue when the facility is built.”
Okay?  “Government expects the complex to
generate an extra $5 million in revenue.”  And then
the minister goes on to state, “once ALC has their
agreement signed with the CDP, they’re willing to
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release all the information they have, said Mr.
Murphy.”  So this is not an attempt to withhold any
information.  It is a timing issue as per the minister
at 6:23 a.m.  Murphy says. . . 

Dr. David McKenna (PC):    He was up early then,
some of them are in bed.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Yeah, so like what he said
here is that he’s willing to give us all the
information once the deal is signed.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     He also said in the
Guardian, if you want to go back to the Guardian,
that just as soon as those other shareholders that
owned a small minority of shares signed on or
agreed to it, he’d release it, then he didn’t.  What
the minister is doing is playing politics and he’s just
raising the bar, Mr. Bagnall, every time he comes
up with an announcement, he raises the bar in
order to confuse you people.  You go to the
Guardian, it’s right there where the minister
quoted.  

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Do you have the (Indistinct)?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     I have, so what the
minister said, I am the chair.  So what the minister
said is this, what the minister said is this.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Okay, another dictatorship
appearing again.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     The minister has
said this and it’s in the Guardian and you can look
it up.  That the deal will be made public as soon as
that, the minority shareholders agreed to give up
their shares or sell their shares and that’s where
it’s at.  Now he’s changed the bar again.  So
anyway Mr. Ghiz, you were on the floor.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    I was still on the floor.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Alright, go on the
floor.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Thank you, before you
interrupted.  

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Go on the floor.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Okay, so as far as like, we’re
having Mr. Murphy in.  On the other, I guess we

can ask him at that time as far as I’m concerned,
if the contract has been signed and if the
information is available.  From my understanding
is and this is his word-for-word statement to CBC
is that the information will be available once the
contract is signed.  So to me, I think that, I can’t
support the motion.  I won’t support the motion
because the minister. . .

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    (Indistinct) the
argument. . . change your mind. . .

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Wait Mr. Ghiz, we’ll
let him finish this.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    So the minister, I’m prepared
to take him at his word.  We can ask the question
when he’s in here, is this contract signed?  And if
it is, then we can ask him for the information.  I
think that’s the proper way to handle the situation.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):    Now just before Mr.
Ghiz speaks.  

Jim Bagnall (PC):    But anyway, thank you.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     You’re done?

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Yes, I’m done.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Just before Mr.
Ghiz speaks.  It’s quite interesting to see that your
government, your cabinet has got that far.  They
report to CBC before they report to their own
colleagues.  What’s going on?  You got to read out
of a CBC release.   So it’s just. . .

Committee Member:   (Indistinct)

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Just wait, I’ve got
the floor.  It’s pretty bad that you get your
information from CBC.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    (Indistinct)

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Yes, talk about a
dictatorship.  I would assume that you people
being part of caucus would know what the deal
would be now anyway.  I would think representing
the people in the Province of Prince Edward Island
that you’d be asking the minister, what’s in this
deal?  What’s going on?  How are we going to
protect the people with gambling problems?  I
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would think you’d go after that and that’s why,
would you not have done that?  

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Mr. MacKinley, all I have
done is. . .

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Nothing.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    . . .rectified that the minister’s
statement, our caucus is confidential, what’s
discussed there.  The same as yours is.  You don’t
come out telling everybody what goes on in your
caucus.  Oh, you don’t attend.  But I mean when
the other members do, I don’t know if they fill you
in or not.  But because they’re not supposed to talk
outside of caucus.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     We hear what goes
on in yours.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Anyway, to make a statement
is that what I’m saying here is that the minister has
come out publicly in the media, on the radio, that
this is what’s going to happen and I’m willing to
give them a chance.  Then obviously, there should
be something coming in the very near future.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Mr. Ghiz.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    Thank you.  On a
couple of issues, it actually reminds me of
something that we were doing earlier and that’s
Polar was supposed to be a great deal too, and
signed, and no one else could get in and criticize
that.  The problem is, once the deal is signed, it’s
too late.  You know, the deal is signed.  We can’t
go back and change it.  And I find it quite offensive
and obviously, the member from Winsloe-West
Royalty has trouble understanding democracy, in
my opinion.  It is our role.  I’m not just the
opposition.  I represent Islanders and Islanders
deserve to know and deserve to be able to try and
get the best deal possible.  And here’s this
government going out and you know, there’s some
issues, you’re right, that contracts are just signed
on a daily basis but they’re routine contracts within
government.  

This is something that is affecting one of our most
vital industries, or one of our larger industries here
on Prince Edward Island, the harness racing
industry.  This is something that is, basically
everyone on Prince Edward Island has an opinion
about, if you go out there and ask them.  And this

is something that Islanders deserve to have some
answers to.  And this government is refusing to do
that.  And there’s a lot of other questions.  There’s
just not the people with–who are against the
gambling and VLT’s or the people in the harness
racing industry.  There are also Legions and
there’s bingo halls and there’s all those other
places that are worried that revenues are going to
come out of them now because there’s going to be
less people that will be able to gamble at their
facilities and they use their money for charities and
they’re concerned about that.  

There’s also the issue of, for example, I just want
to see in the deal--right now, a Legion owner gets
20 per cent of the take off the VLT machines.  I
want to know what ALC’s cut is off the take of the
VLT machines and so do the Legions want to
know that as well.  There’s just a lot of issues out
there that I believe, this minister can answer some
questions that a lot of Islanders have and I don’t
see what the problem is with us opening up
debate.  That’s what democracy is.  And I don’t
understand what you have to fear by allowing us to
see the deal before it’s, in fact, signed.  And I’m
sure that the member from Winsloe-West Royalty
can even make some constructive criticisms
himself and perhaps improve the deal on behalf of
his constituents.  

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Mr. Brown.

Richard Brown (L):    Mr. Chairman, I’ll support
the motion.  I think that we’re looking at this VLT
deal as an economic deal and it has an economic
component to it and it should be looked at.  But
there’s also a major social policy decision being
made here too.  I think that on any social policy,
the public should have an opportunity to be
involved in that policy making development.  We’re
all jumping on the economic policy here and
saying, this is wonderful, this is going to save this
industry.  It’s going to be great for the Island
economically.  What about the social end of it?
Are we going to give up a lot and create a lot more
problems on the other side?  Or are we going to
just leave those people to their own defenses?  I
think that we should look at this before we do that.
We shouldn’t put everything into the economic side
here.  We should be looking at the social side of it
too.  And if we don’t, you know at the end of the
day, we may lose more of our Island way than we
gain.  
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Back a few years ago, there was a policy made
with ALC or a commitment with ALC, they came
and said, we’ll take over all the race tracks in the
Maritimes.  We will do the marketing and
advertising.  We’ll do a great job.  We’ll get this
industry back on its feet.  Well, Mr. Chairman, I
think it failed.  I want to know why it failed, why that
one failed.  ALC promised big things back then
too, with the racing industry.  You know, we’ll take
over the marketing.  We’ll coordinate this on a
Maritime basis.  Basically, they came back and
said, well let’s turn them into casinos and I think
we can make money.  I hope we’re not using the
racing industry in order to set up a casino on PEI.

That’s what I hope, and it’s truly for the racing
industry here.  Even if, once the, like the Leader of
the Opposition says, once the contract is signed,
it’s a done deal.  Even if the contract, even if this
committee could come up with a suggestion and
say, sign the contract, but there’s a 90-day period
for public consultation.  This is the contract.  This
is the deal, and it will be voted on.  It will be
discussed before it’s finalized.  But we can finalize
a contract.  We can finalize all the details and go to
the public with that and say, this is it.  This is what
we’re going to do and then ask for public
consultations and things like that.  But to sign it
and to ink it and say, no more changes on a social
policy issue?  I don’t think it’s a good idea.  Thank
you.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Alright, just before
we start here.  Just to explain that we’re having
problems with your minister and this is your
minister, they’ll get the response from Mr. Murphy.
The reality of it all hinges on this meeting Tuesday
night is a proposal.  The shareholders of the
Hillsborough Trotting Club will meet to see if the
proposal is acceptable to them or not.  Once that
is done, it’s all public information.  In other words,
your minister is like a fish, an eel you’re trying to
catch.  You catch him in a corner.  You grab him,
he slips out somewhere else with another line.  

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    What do they
have to hide?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Nothing, but
anyway, Mr. MacDonald, but there’s your minister,
his word is like writing your name in a snowbank.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    Well I’m surprised,
now Mr. Chairman, we all know that the race track

is closing Saturday night, the last race at the race
track.  We know that, and I hope a lot of people will
be there rather, and not be such a sad night as it
was last night in Montreal.  I’ve been an Expo fan
for 35 years.  It wasn’t easy last night.  But the
races will come back, that’s one good thing about
it.  I suspect that the social policy of government
will be changing over time, always has.  I don’t
think that this announcement with the ALC has
anything to do with the social policy in regards of
certain aspects of gambling.  Well, we may have to
adjust certain aspects of that as time goes on.
Right now, we’ve had–what do you call those
machines?  

Committee Members: VLT’s.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    VLT’s have been in
the province for a large number of years.  We
made a major move some years ago.  We took
them out of the corner stores.  I understand now
that a committee is trying to get them all at the
race track, away from the bingo halls, away from
everything else and put them at the race track.  I
think that’s Mr.– I heard Mr. Broadbent say that the
other day.  So there is some changes that might
take place down the road that can take place.  I
think this thing has been in the news since at least
six months.  We’ve been, the minister has been. .
.

Richard Brown (L):       No, in August. . .

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    No, I think he was out
in the news long before that.  The race track was
involved.  We all know that the horsemen were
meeting and we knew that the horsemen had
agreed that the shareholders had agreed and so
on. . .

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    When you’re on
Executive Council, you get to know those things.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    . . . the shareholders
had agreed and so on.  It has been talked a long
time about it.  I don’t know whether at this stage
what agreement–there certainly must be some
agreements in place or the race track would not be
coming down next week, the grandstand and so
on.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     There’s got to be
something signed.  
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Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    You’re saying the
same thing as the chairman.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    Well there’s an
agreement must be in place somewhere along the
line.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Well September
the. . .

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    And I agree whenever.
. .

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Well, it’s all here.
Anyway. . .

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    Mr. Chairman, you got
to let me talk.  I can’t override you.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Okay.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    I think when the
minister comes in, we’re free to ask.  We can
spend a period of time on a casino or whatever
you call it, the racing business and we can spend
a period of time on stabilization.  Why don’t we do
that if you want?  And maybe the minister will have
a lot of answers for us.  Maybe he won’t be able to
answer everything but maybe he will and we’ll
have that opportunity when he comes in.  Why
don’t we wait and see what happens when the
minister comes in.  If we’re not satisfied with his
answers, we can. . .

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Well, if you go to
September 13th, 2004, the Guardian, Monday’s
story, “Tender packages for demolishing the
existing facilities and works are now sitting on a
desk at Atlantic Lotto Corporation.  The plan called
for the exterior of the facility to be completed
before Christmas.”  Mr. Murphy speaking here.
“Tenders will be called at the end of the week.  He
says that the Hillsborough Trotting Club will meet
tomorrow night to decide whether they will accept
the plan or not and if they do, that’s full steam
ahead.”  So anyway, we’ve got Mr. MacAleer.  I
missed him.  I apologize for that.

Wes MacAleer (PC): Well Mr. Chairman, I’m
prepared to support the motion if it’s amended to
reflect two things.  One is the process and the
timing.  There isn’t anything to discuss unless
there is a contract.  So that will have to be signed
first.  Otherwise, we’re not talking about anything.

Secondly, I think the members of the opposition
will simply have to get used to the fact of where
they sit in the chain of command.  They weren’t
elected to form the government or to manage the
affairs of government.

Richard Brown (L):    So you’re saying we might
as well go home?

Wes MacAleer (PC):   And as far as this process
goes, they have every right to hold the government
accountable and to seek transparency and I would
encourage them to do that but the reality is they
were not elected as the government.  So the
government’s role here is to manage the affairs of
state.  They’ll make the contracts and they have to
be held accountable for their decisions.  But this
committee is not in a position where it is
managing; it is reviewing decisions that are made
and should do so.  And if those decisions are
incorrect, then that should be made public.  So get
used to where you are on the timing change
because you’re not going to be in a position to step
in and fill a role that the electorate decided to hand
someone else.

Richard Brown (L):    Yeah, on false pretenses.

Wes MacAleer (PC): So I am quite prepared to
discuss this issue and to call the Provincial
Treasurer or whoever else we want to call.  Maybe
we should have ALC in here.  They’re the ones
that have the contract.  

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    I like that
suggestion.

Wes MacAleer (PC): So I don’t have any problem
in terms of bringing these people to the table to
discuss the issue but let’s have an issue to discuss
and let’s do it in a manner that is in the parameters
of what we’re responsible for here which is to hold
the government accountable for its decisions.  But
at the moment, there isn’t a decision to hold them
accountable for.  So if you want to modify that
motion. . .

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    Sure there is,
there was an announcement made.  

Wes MacAleer (PC): Well, we’re reviewing the
financial arrangement between the government or
between parties within the community which
government is participating. . .
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Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    Government
(Indistinct) $2500. . .

Wes MacAleer (PC): . . . well you know, I’m just
saying that government has a role here and you’ve
got a right to ask how responsible they are in
fulfilling that role.  But you’re not in a position or
you will not, well maybe some day but you’re not
right now.  You’re in a position to participate in the
management role here.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    I’m not asking to.
I’m asking to have constructive criticism and to
represent the constituents that elected me.  

Wes MacAleer (PC): I’ve no problem with your
doing that.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    And the
constituents have elected you too, if you’re not
answering your telephone calls.  

Richard Brown (L):    They’re equal.  That’s the
first time I didn’t think. . .

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Alright, Mr.
McKenna.

Dr. David McKenna (PC):    Actually, I echo the
words that Mr. MacAleer said.  That’s exactly what
I was going to say is that I think you know we
cannot discuss something if the agreement has not
been signed.  I mean it just doesn’t make sense to
me.  I mean we have–cabinet is out there to make
those decisions for the province.  We have to trust
them.  Yes, we have to react to it after the fact that
it is not a good deal.  I agree with that 100 per
cent.  I have no problem with the information being
released in due course but I don’t think we can
release that information before the contract is
signed because that could jeopardize the whole
agreement and that’s the bottom line that way.

As far as the social aspect of the racino or
whatever we want to call it, I mean, the VLT’s have
already been in the province for a number of
years.  They’re in place of establishments and the
addiction problem is just not going to emerge over
night.  If it’s there, it’s already been there already.
I think we have an addiction facility that’s pretty top
of the line out in Mount Herbert that can handle
these problems.  Maybe it will have to be wrapped
up a little bit more.  I don’t know.  But that’s
something I think we will see as the contract is

released.  But I really think, I can support this
motion if you let due course take place and let the
contract be signed and if the minister wants to
come to this meeting and explain in a bit more
detail, I’m all for it.  Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Alright, we’re going
to have to wrap this up for the vote.  Mr. Ghiz?

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    Well I’m not
willing to change the motion.  I disagree with
practically most of these members that our–at the
end of the day, my equals elected to the
Legislative Assembly to represent the constituents
of Prince Edward Island to be there to basically
debate legislation, debate government decisions
and that’s what I’m trying to do.  And I find it
offensive again that these members just say, okay,
just sit back while all decisions happen and then
start to criticize.  

Well I’m sorry but that’s not why I was elected.
That’s not the type of person I am and I’ll never be
like that.  And you know, if you ever for someday
happen to be in opposition, well I hope I’m in the
government because you’ll just be able to run wild
and do whatever you want to do.  You wouldn’t be
a very good opposition member if that’s your
opinion and I think that’s what happens after you
get in power for too long.  
But Mr. Chair, I’m not willing to change this motion.
This motion is going to stand as it is because I
believe Islanders deserve to know and deserve to
have a chance to make sure that this is a good
deal for Prince Edward Island before anything is
signed because it is just too important.  So if they
want to vote it down, vote it down but I’m not
changing it.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Mr. Collins had his
hand up.  No hurry.

Richard Brown (L):    We’re all talking about this
so-called agreement.  Okay?  The government is
signing an agreement with itself, okay?  That’s
what this contract is.  Let’s be honest here.
Everybody is making it look like ALC is this private
corporation sitting on the outside with this
proposal.  ALC is a public crown corporation
owned by the Province of PEI.  We are a
shareholder of that corporation.  I know, but we are
signing a contract with ourselves.  So this–to
jeopardize this so-called the release of this
contract is going to jeopardize it, is nonsense.
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Thank you.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Alright, discussion
done?  Everybody had an opportunity?  Anybody
else want to say anything?  

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    I’ll leave in the
amendment from the honourable member from
Belfast-Pownal Bay.  

Unidentified: What was your amendment?

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    That we also look
at the impact of the harness racing industry on
Prince Edward Island.  

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    What it will do for that.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    But beside that.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Alright, so we’re
going to call a vote on the amendment and the
motion of the Honourable Robert Ghiz, Leader of
the Opposition made along with Mr. MacDonald’s
amendment.  Are you in favour of that motion?  

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    Could we have the
amendment first?  Or do we go right to the motion?

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    We agreed to it.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    Sorry.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    Aye.  Yes.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Alright, we got one
agreement.  All those opposed to it, raise their
hands.  Motion has been defeated.  

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    Well you had your
amendment in there, and yet you still voted against
it.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    Well I near put my
hand down.  I put it up too quick. 

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    So hold it, I just
want this for the record though because this is an
important issue and someday you might have to
go back to your constituents and you want to say
that you voted with me on this.  Did you vote in
favour of this motion?

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    I abstained.  

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    Abstained.  Okay,
could we have that on the record, please, madame
clerk?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     I thought he put up
his hand.

Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    I put it down.  I
realized I had amended it.

Richard Brown (L):    So he didn’t even support
his own amendment.   

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     The thing is, when
can we meet again?  

Jim Bagnall (PC):    I’d like to see next Thursday
morning again.  

Richard Brown (L):    I’ll meet tomorrow.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     I can meet
tomorrow.  I can meet Monday.  What about
Monday?  

Jim Bagnall (PC):    We have constituency hours
on Monday.

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):       The
constituency you can do it whenever you want to
do it.  I do it 24 hours a day. . .

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Well we do it too, but we
have office hours. 

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Let’s just get the
ground rules here now.

Jim Bagnall (PC):     Next Thursday morning. . .

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     So wait now, you
can’t meet Monday because you got constituency,
is that correct?  What about Tuesday?  Who can
meet on Tuesday?  

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Tuesday afternoon.  

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Tuesday afternoon
1:00 o’clock.  

Jim Bagnall (PC):    That’s if we have the auditor
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general, right?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Well we want the
auditor general.  We’ll start with Mitch Murphy.
Surely to heavens, Sean Murphy, whoever.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    Can we get an alternative
date of Thursday in case the minister can’t be here
Tuesday?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Thursday morning
at 10:00 o’clock.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    That’s the alternative date.  
Wilbur MacDonald (PC):    Tuesday afternoon,
did you say 1:00 or 2:00?  What time was it?

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     The only thing is
we might have to meet on a Monday or something
in order to get Sean Murphy in.  

Honourable Robert Ghiz (L):    (Indistinct)

Unidentified: He sits on the 4th.  

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Whatever.  But he
might be home.  But next Tuesday we’re bringing
in the auditor and the minister.

Jim Bagnall (PC):    The Provincial Treasurer.

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     And whoever you
want and the federal MP for that matter if the
minister can’t. . .

Jim Bagnall (PC):    You can’t get them all at
once.  

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     No, but if the
minister doesn’t want to come; we’ll try the federal
MP.   We might have to meet on Mondays.

Richard Brown (L):    Or Fridays. 

Ron MacKinley (L) (Chair):     Anyway, we’ll
leave it up to the clerk.  She knows that more than
us.  Meeting adjourned.  


