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Special Committee on Climate Change
Monday, October 18, 2004

3:00 p.m.

Guest: Erin Swansburg, Climate Change Co-ordinator, PEI Energy Corporation

Tape No. 1 

Wayne Collins (PC) (Chair):    I’d like to call into
session, the Special Committee on Climate
Change.  This is the second meeting of this
committee and I welcome back committee
members.  I would like to mention that Mr. Brian
Simpson, the official photographer is taking some
shots around the table today and this is in
connection with a special CD that is being put
together by the Clerk of the Legislature and the
Clerk of Committees and the talk about the work of
the Legislature.   So this is part of that–perform part
of that body of work.  So as they say, I’m sure Mr.
Simpson would like us all to ignore  him and just let
him shoot away so that’s what we’ll do today.  

On today’s program, we’ll look at our agenda and
we have a presentation, as we planned at our last
meeting by Ms. Erin Swansburg.  She is the
Climate Change Co-ordinator, working with the PEI
Energy Corporation and I understand Ms.
Swansburg’s presentation will be reasonably brief
and then afterwards, of course, she’ll answer any
questions that any committee members might
have.

So I hope we’d do her the courtesy of a complete
presentation.  She has a slide show and everything
ready for us today to background us a little bit
further on the state of climate change on Prince
Edward Island today and what we can expect in the
years ahead.  To that end, I also should make
mention of the welcome to the general public and
members of the media here today.  I am
particularly pleased to see members of the media
here today because this is a very important issue of
climate change.  It is one that is an inevitable issue
that we must come to terms with on Prince Edward
Island.  Being an Island province, we’ve got a great
deal at stake, and I hope that through the media
ordinance here on Prince Edward Island, we
hopefully will be able to get this message and
interest in this committee furthered across the
Island.

So without any further ado, Ms. Swansburg, I’m
going to turn it over to you.

Erin Swansburg:   Thanks, Mr. Collins.  Thank

you to the committee for inviting me to present.
The outline of my presentation will basically be–I
wanted to start with a general overview of climate
change, just because I wanted to make sure we’re
all on the same page.  We’ll all know what we’re
talking about so that when we come to talk about
how we’re going to do things, we’ll understand.
Then we’ll move into what’s been done in the past
and where we’re going in the future.

First of all, I just wanted to convey the concept of
the earth as a greenhouse.  In order to understand
how climate is changing, we need to understand
how climate works in general and the concept that
we use is a greenhouse and everyone who has
been in a greenhouse understands how they work.
The sun beats down through the panes of glass.  It
gets trapped inside the interior of the greenhouse
and it heats up the inside of the greenhouse.  The
earth is no different.  Here we see the sun beating
into the greenhouse.  Some of that energy goes out
and most of it is trapped inside and it circulates in
and warms the greenhouse.  

When we talk about the earth as a greenhouse, we
need to think of the panes of glass as being gases,
atmospheric gases.  The big one is water vapour
and then the others are carbon dioxide, methane
and nitrous oxide.  So these are the gases that
when the sun comes in and reflects off the earth,
the gases trap in the heat and make the earth
livable.  Without these gases, we wouldn’t even be
able to live on earth.  

So these are some of the gases that I’m talking
about.  We all understand water vapour so I
haven’t included it.  But these are some of what
they call the greenhouse gases.  Carbon dioxide
emitted from our industries, out the tail pipes of our
vehicles.  Methane is mostly associated with the
agricultural industry, manure and also land fills as
well.  Nitrous oxide comes off of our soils after
fertilizer is applied.   So those are some of the
sources of our greenhouse gases and certainly all
of those relate to practices that are going on here
in Prince Edward Island.  So when we talk about
the climate changing, we’re talking about more and
more of those greenhouses gases that are being
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admitted into the atmosphere.  As a result, more
and more heat is trapped in our atmosphere so it’s
getting warmer.  

There is very little discussion anymore on the
international stage as to what is causing climate
change and this was a statement released by the
intergovernmental panel on climate change which
is kind of the international body that houses
thousands of researchers that are looking into
climate change, and they’ve concluded that there
is new and stronger evidence that most of the
warming that we’ve seen in the last 50 years is
related to human activities.  So that’s related to the
emissions coming off of our industries, our of our
vehicles, from our agricultural fields.

These are a couple of the projections for what we
anticipate to see around the globe over the next
100 years and globally, we are expecting to see
increases of 1.4 to 5.8 degrees Celsius and it
varies depending on where you are in the globe.
And you can see on the bottom there is a scale, the
light blue which I don’t see anymore is a  -2 and
then the darkest red is 12 degrees.  We’re looking
up in Canada in the range of between 4 and 6
degrees Celsius.  

This is the same cut type of scenario but for
precipitation.  As you can see, the distribution of
how they expect the precipitation will change
globally over the next 100 years.  

Sea level rises is expected to increase and this is
the global projections.  We’re talking about a range
of probably about .1 metres up to .9 metres.  Prince
Edward Island is particularly sensitive to climate
change and that has to do with the fact that our
economy relies on our natural resources as well as
the fact that we’re an Island province.  So we have
vulnerable coastlines.  Our agricultural and our
forestry industries are intrinsically related to climate
as is fisheries.  And our water resources, we’re the
only province in Canada that has entirely ground
water resources.  We don’t have the benefit of
relying on other resources than just that one.  Our
coastlines make us particularly unique.  There are
highly erodible and we’re low lying, so we’re
susceptible to flooding.  And we see that usually
every hurricane that hits, there’s some flooding and
there’s some coastline lost.  

Here in Prince Edward Island, this is what’s been
going on in Charlottetown over the last 100 years

and the temperature has kind of meandered up.
But over the course of that 100 years, it’s gone up
by about .9 degrees Celsius.  That’s the average
annual temperature.  That’s slightly higher than
what has been seen globally.  Globally, we’re
seeing about .6 degrees Celsius over the past
century.

Over the next 100 years, according to Environment
Canada predictions, we can expect an increase of
4 degrees Celsius and that means we’re going to
see hotter days and fewer frost days, so hotter and
less cold.  

So what does that mean to Prince Edward Island?
Well, for agriculture and forestry, it could mean an
increase in productivity, longer growing season,
perhaps the ability to grow more lucrative crops
such as grain, corn and soybean.  But it also
means that we may have to deal with water
shortages.  Irrigation may become a really big
issue.  

We also need to think about crop damage from
insect infestation because that is expected to
increase as the temperature gets warmer as well,
and with our forests, we may have to face the
prospect of forest fires.  Certainly, in British
Columbia over this past summer, they’ve seen a
great increase in forest fires and a study recently
released that studied forest fires over the past 100
years in Canada has shown a distinct link between
warmer temperatures and forest fires.

The fisheries, we know how fish living in water
environment, the temperature of the water controls
their growth, their behaviour, everything that they
do.  So we certainly need to be aware that
temperature is going to have an effect on our
fisheries, both inland and our coastal fisheries.  

It also invites the possibility that we may see more
exotic species that come in to live in the waters
who are better adapted to live in a warmer climate.
And we’ve already seen some exotic species such
as the one I have up there is the clubbed tunicate.

Tourism, at least beach related or outdoor activity
tourism may benefit from warmer temperatures.
However, keep in mind that if we’re losing our
coastline, then those same individuals that are
coming here to go to the beaches, may not have
the same beach to go to.
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Finally, health is an important sector to consider
when talking about temperature increases.
Temperature relates to morbidity and mortality,
especially in vulnerable portions of our populations
such as the elderly population.  As well, it relates to
those that suffer from chronic lung illnesses such
as asthma.  

This is precipitation in Charlottetown as well, no
significant change over the last 100 years.  We
may see a slight increase, maybe 10 per cent but
we will definitely see more rainfall versus snowfall,
fewer precipitation events but they will be more
intense when we do have them.  

The sea level rise in Charlottetown has gone up by
.3 metres over the past, about 100 years.  You can
see this figure here is from the geological survey of
Canada and it relates the sensitivity of our coastal
areas in Atlantic Canada sea level rise, Prince
Edward Island is, most of Prince Edward Island is
highly susceptible to coastal or to sea level rise
while the rest of it is moderately.  So it’s a big issue
here on Prince Edward Island.  

For the next 100 years, we expect to see another
.7 metres rise, larger storm surges and higher
wave energy.  There’s going to be less ice out in
the Gulf and therefore, the waves that do hit the
shore are going to hit with more energy.

This is just, this is from a study that was done two
years ago by Natural Resources Canada on the
susceptibly of Charlottetown’s sea level rise, as
well they did look at the north shore as well.  And
we’re talking about .7 metres potential over the
next 100 years.  With one metre rise, the Delta, the
courthouse, two sewer stations and 15 houses
would be below high tide level.  And then combine
that with a storm surge, when we get a severe
storm and you can look at the figure there on the
right hand side, all the yellow buildings are flooded.
So with a 20-year storm surge plus a one metre
sea level rise, there’s a lot of buildings there that
are going to see some damage.

But we don’t have to look into the future to start
talking about damage, climate-related damage.
We’ve had a number of events in the last few years
that have resulted in significant damage to
infrastructure.  Hurricane Juan leaving about $14
million in damage and probably counting, in Prince
Edward Island.  Then there was White Juan and
before that, there was the storm surge of 2000

which resulted in about a million dollars worth of
damage.  

So what is being done about climate change?  On
the international stage, in 92, 189 countries met
and formed the framework convention on climate
change and they agreed that they would reduce
greenhouse gases to 1990 levels by the year 2000.
It wasn’t a legally binding convention, unlike how
Kyoto will probably proceed in the next few months.
They met for Kyoto in 1997.  As of today, 126
countries have ratified Kyoto, representing 44 per
cent of global emissions.  Canada ratified on
December 2002, and we agreed that we would
reduce our emissions by six per cent below 1990
levels by the period 2008 to 2012.  For Kyoto to
become a legally binding document, 55 per cent of
emissions have to be covered globally and if
Russia ratifies–they’ve given the intention that
they’re going to do, we will surpass the 55 per cent
emission level and the document will become a
legally binding document.  Canada will be legally
obligated to reduce emissions by six per cent. 
 
Richard Brown (L):    What about the countries
that don’t sign it?

Erin Swansburg:    They’re not legally obligated.

Richard Brown (L):    Has the US signed?

Erin Swansburg:    No.

Richard Brown (L):    Has China?

Erin Swansburg:    No.   So provincially, a number
of things have been done over the last 20 years as
well and I’ve just created a basic time line to give
you a perspective on what has been going on in
the province.  The first being the Atlantic Wind Test
Site which came into force in 81, followed by the
Energy From Waste facility which is now owned by
Trigen which provides district heating now to 120
buildings in the Charlottetown area.  

Then Waste Watch came into force in different
pockets of the province.  It is now province-wide.
In 2000, Prince Edward Island cooperated with the
federal government and the other territories and
provinces to develop a national strategy and
business plan.  And then in 2001, we were involved
in the New England Governors and East Canadian
Premiers development of a Climate Change Action
Plan.  The North Cape Wind Farm started
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producing electricity and the provincial government
released a document which is on the web site
called Curbing Climate Change.  

This is basically the overview of the Action Plan
from the New England Governors and Eastern
Canadian Premiers and it includes the objectives
that this document is subject to accomplish.
Curbing Climate Change, those were the objectives
of that document and they included an increasing
awareness, government leading by example,
investments in knowledge in building a foundation.

In 2002, the Department of Environment and
Energy purchased the first hybrid vehicle in the
government fleet, the Toyota Prius.  The PEI
Climate Change Hub was launched.  It’s an
organization under–it resides in the EcoNet office
and the government is a major supporter of the
public outreach that this particular organization
does.  And then finally, in the Speech from the
Throne, it was announced that a Sustainable
Resource Policy would be developed.  

In 2003, the Province of Prince Edward Island and
the Government of Canada signed a Memorandum
of Understanding on Climate Change.  They would
cooperate on a number of issues.  We were the
first province to sign a MOU, preceded by only
Nunavut.  Since 2003, there has been two other
provinces that have signed on, Ontario and
Manitoba.

This is the details of the MOU.  We identified six
areas that we thought we could cooperate on and
that included the use of renewable energy,
developing, demonstrating and deploying hydrogen
energy, energy efficient practices, promoting
individual actions on greenhouse gas emissions,
assessing the impacts and developing an
adaptation strategy and maximizing reductions and
removals of greenhouse gases in agriculture.  
Finally, in 2004, I came on with the department as
the Climate Change Co-ordinator and there was, in
June, Minister Ballem released the Renewable
Energy Strategy.  We’ll talk a little bit more about
the Renewable Energy Strategy in a few minutes.

But to give you an idea of where we stand as far as
emissions, I have emissions here from 1990, on to
projected emissions from 2020.  So when we talk
about the Kyoto protocol and the reducing to six
per cent below 1990 levels; we’re talking about six

per cent below 1960 kilotons of carbon dioxide.  
So you can see the black line represents what we
would need to do to meet Kyoto in 2010 as a
province, so six per cent below the 1960.  The blue
line represents what we’ve agreed or what we’ve
considered doing as far as the New England
Governors/Eastern Canadian Premiers.  The 2010
goal is a little more modest.  It’s simply meeting
1990 levels and then in 2020, we would be even
further below the 1990 levels.

So there you can see what we’re talking about as
far as differences or reduction in greenhouse gas
emissions, 360 kilotons to meet Kyoto; 240 to meet
what the New England Governors/Eastern
Canadian Premiers established and then 436 to
meet their objective for 2020.  

So this is what emissions look like across the
province.  This was for 2000, the year 2000, and
the bulk of our emissions come from the
transportation sector, 42 per cent; followed by
agriculture and then emissions from residential
energy users, commercial manufacturing, waste
management and electricity and heat generation. 
The province has set these priorities as far as
climate change is concerned.  We have priorities
as far as mitigation and adaptation and we’ll get
into each of these in a moment.  Enhancing
awareness and understanding, demonstrating
leadership, investing in knowledge and technology
and building partnerships.  

When I speak of mitigation, it means to reduce the
greenhouses gases that we’re emitting, so there
are a number of steps that we are currently taking
or we would like to take in order to reduce
greenhouses gas emissions in the province.  A
number of these have been addressed in the
energy framework and Renewable Energy
Strategy, as I said that was released in June.  And
I believe that document is on the website as well.
It sets out 19 different action items that the
government would like to take action on.  I’ve just
listed a few of them here - a renewable portfolio
standard of at least 15 per cent of our electricity
from renewable resources by 2010.

There are also a number of actions that would
promote private or cooperative wind energy
projects and evaluating the feasability of a variety
of fuels, biomass, ethanol, biodiesel and biogas
collection as well as a demand side management
program that the government is going to ask
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Maritime Electric to begin.

These activities, already with our wind power, our
current wind capacity, it’s reducing greenhouse gas
emissions by about 15,000 tons of CO 2, so these
actions would essentially triple our current wind
capacity and would result in an additional 30,000
tons of CO 2 from being emitted in the province.  

A variety of these fuels are being looked at in other
provinces, in other municipalities.  Just this week,
the Halifax Regional Municipality announced that
all of its transit buses would run on biodiesel
effective immediately.  So the next time you
happen to be in Halifax and take a transit bus, it’s
running on diesel and fish oil.  

The next action is energy efficiency and that initially
includes providing energy efficiency information to
the public as well as to this as an industry.  We’re
actively promoting Natural Resources Canada’s
EnerGuide for Homes Program which encourages
residential users to reduce energy efficiency in their
homes.  They can have a home audit done and
depending on the improvement, they can receive a
rebate or a grant, depending on how much the
savings has been.  

We also have partnerships between other
provincial governments and non governmental
organizations and educational institutions in order
to promote energy efficiency information to the
public.  

We’re also actively involved in reducing energy in
government buildings.  Transportation and Public
Works has initiated an energy waste reduction
initiative which has included reducing lighting,
replacing some lighting, reducing the lighting time,
upgrading our controls, education, and replacing
some drafty windows.  These activities are ongoing
and we would expect them to increase in
magnitude.  This is just basically just the beginning.
There are a few federal government programs that
provides some funding for retrofitting and auditing
of public institutions and we’re looking to become
involved in those types of initiatives in the future. 

Transportation issues, we have already
synchronized some of the traffic lights in
Charlottetown on the Perimeter Highway.  Those
have been synchronized.  Any of the new lights
that are going in currently are LED lights now which
are much more energy efficient and some of the

existing traffic lights are being retrofitted with LED
lights.  

We have a road weather information sites which
provide information on conditions that are involved
in more efficiently dispatching crews to the
highways.  We have three on Highway 2 and one
on Highway 1 and we would like to see more of
those sites in the future.  

We have said in the Renewable Energy Strategy
that we would like to sit down with the
municipalities and discuss public transit and then
we have an EnerPool that operates within
government that transports people from
Summerside and Souris to Charlottetown.  They all
drive in one bus and that is partially funded by the
provincial government.  And then finally, we are
looking at a number of fleet initiatives within
government itself.  The minister mentioned an
energy efficiency standard in his Renewable
Energy Strategy.  We’re looking at improving the
number of hybrids that we have in our vehicles, as
well as other initiatives that would improve the
energy efficiency of our fleet.  

In the agriculture and forestry section, we’re in
consultation with the federal government to discuss
the concept of carbon sequestration which is
removing carbon dioxide from the air and storing it
in the soil.  We’re also, as I mentioned before,
looking at the potential for biofuels and just
recently, it was announced that we were going to
be involved in the Enhancement Environmental
Farm Plan Program which is spearheaded by the
PEI Federation of Agriculture.  So it promotes
better environmental practices on the farms which
would reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  

Impacts on adaptation meaning assessing what the
impacts are going to be in preparing for climate
change.  Because despite the fact that if we stop
emitting greenhouses gases today, we would still
have a problem in 20 or 50 years.  So the problem
is coming and it’s here to stay.  We can mitigate it
but we need to prepare for it as well.

We feel within the provincial government that we
need a specific adaptation strategy.  In order to
develop this strategy adequately, we need to look
at each sector and go through all of the potential
changes in climate and say, for example, how is
agriculture impacted by an increase in temperature
in the winter?  In the spring?  In the summer?  A
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decrease in rain in the spring, how would that
impact agriculture?  How will it impact forestry?
Each of the sectors need to be looked at in great
detail in all the different impacts to determine what
the impacts are going to be and how we can
mitigate or adapt to these changes that are going
to happen.

We’ve met on two different occasions with a
company called ClimAdapt and they provide a
service of providing provincial governments as well
as business with adaptation strategies.  They’ve
also met with the municipalities of Charlottetown
and Summerside.  So we’re in discussions to see
how we can best develop an adaptation strategy. 

We’re also working with a variety of groups
including SeaCare and Atlantic Coastal Zone
Information Steering Committee, Environment
Canada and with other governments as to see how
they are developing strategy and how we can work
together on a number of issues that impact us all.

Tape No. 2

Erin Swansburg (cont’d):  Enhancing awareness
and understanding - we’d like to have a Climate
Change website where people can go, find out
what government is doing, what other individuals
around the province are doing, what businesses,
what industries, what educational facilities are
doing as far as climate change.  Provide some
“how to” information as to how they can reduce
their greenhouse gas emissions, how they can be
involved, become involved in addressing climate
change, as well as providing notifications of
upcoming events and links to other resources.

We continue to support and promote the activities
of environmental groups, community groups,
municipalities and educational institutions.  We are
still actively involved in the Climate Change Hub of
coordinating educational activities with them.  And
we will be designing a climate change booth for
display at various public events.

Demonstrating leadership is very important to us.
Premier Binns has asked all of us within
government to conserve energy so we’re now
looking at what legislation can be put forth and
some of that has been mentioned in the
Renewable Energy Strategy.  Policies and
programs that could be changed - we are
beginning to look at a number of our policies to see

how climate change can be incorporated into them.
Our facilities, as I’ve already mentioned, as well as
our equipment and operations, we are already
looking at those to see how we can operate them
in a more sustainable fashion.  And we’re doing
some activities within government in order to
increase awareness of the staff.  We have a tire
pressure clinic this summer.  We’ve done some
surveys on vehicles idling as well on car pooling. 

Investing in technology - we’re still actively involved
in the Atlantic Wind Test site and research that’s
being done down there as well as we have a
proposal for a hydrogen wind village.  We are
involved in a number of partnerships and this
includes our participation on a number of
committees and I’ve listed some of them there.
We’re also involved with other provincial and
territorial as well as state governments and
communities, municipalities, University of Prince
Edward Island.  They’re getting ready to launch an
energy awareness campaign in November and
we’re involved in that.  Holland College - we’ve
been in discussions as to the needs of Holland
College and to the needs of the renewable energy
industry and what kind of trades might be beneficial
and what kind of programs they could offer in the
future as well as being involved building
partnerships with business and institutions and
other NGOs.  And that’s it.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Ms. Swansburg, I
thank you very much for that very thorough update
of where we stand right now in our thinking on
climate change here on Prince Edward Island and
I do want to open up the floor to any questions by
our committee members here this afternoon.  I will
be keeping a list here.  You just give me a nod if
you’d like to begin some questioning.  Mr.
MacAleer?

Wes MacAleer (PC):   I’m just interested in this
carbon sequestration. You’re saying storing CO2 in
the ground.  How does that work?

Erin Swansburg:   Well, you’re storing the carbon
and the way you’re doing it is in the crops that you
grow and reduced tillage or tilling them under.
Keeping fallow fields in certain crops that maybe
absorb more carbon dioxide.  It’s taking the carbon
out of the air through the use of plants and storing
it in the ground.   So the same can be said of
forestry.  Growing forest stands, for example, will
remove carbon dioxide from the air because that’s
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the gas that the plants themselves take in.  So as
long as the carbon is in that plant and as long as
that plant is still existing that carbon is stored.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Mr. Bagnall?

Jim Bagnall (PC): So clear cutting your land would
be . . . .?

Erin Swansburg:   It’s not an effective route to
take if you’re interested in reducing greenhouse
gas emissions.

Jim Bagnall (PC): So by clear cutting we’re adding
to our greenhouse emissions.

Erin Swansburg:   Yes.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Ms. MacDonald?

Helen MacDonald (PC):   Yes, did you mention
there was some federal programs coming up?
What would those programs look like?

Erin Swansburg:   There are already existing
programs that deal with energy efficiency.  One of
them is called the Energy Innovators Initiative.  And
it is available to commercial as well as public
institutions who are interested in improving the
energy efficiency of existing buildings.  And there is
essentially two pots of money that are available to
these facilities.  The first is for auditing, so you can
have someone come into your facility and do an
energy audit and identify the areas that are really
energy consumptors and then the second pot of
money is for retrofitting.  So once you’ve identified
the areas that you think would be most beneficial to
fix you can receive some funding that would go
towards fixing those problems. 

There is another program, commercial building
incentive, which targets new facilities.  So it
provides some assistance to organizations who are
interested in building facilities that are much more
energy efficient than the average building that is
going up now. 

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Ms. Bertram?

Carolyn Bertram (L):   Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
I just have four points that I would like to raise.  The
first one is in regard to transportation,  where you
mentioned about the hybrid car.  And I just . . . the
other day I went out to, Honda has a new vehicle

out  and I think it’s $29,000 is their hybrid versus
$22,500.  So we have the tax credit that you’re
giving.  But the thing is I think we have to do more
in terms of encouraging the purchase of a hybrid
car because in the long term there’s two operating
systems as I understand.  I’m not really, I don’t
know the (indistinct).  So I think we almost have to
make it that the product is equal to the other model
type of thing.  And I don’t know.  Are you getting
any concerns from people?

Erin Swansburg:   The financial side of things is
still a barrier to the public going out and purchasing
these vehicles.  Most of these vehicles, at least
here on Prince Edward Island, are still being
bought by organizations who are interested in
demonstrating that they are good stewards.  They
are interested in sustainability, interested in climate
change.  But it is still a bit unattainable for the
average citizen.  However,  having said that, the
province of Prince Edward Island offers the best
incentive across the country for the purchase of
hybrid vehicles. $3000 is the best incentive
provided nationally.  Ontario is the next closest and
it provides a $1500 rebate on the purchase of a
hybrid vehicle.  So I feel the province itself has
provided a really fair incentive on those vehicles.
There is hope, at least from the manufacturers, that
the vehicles will come down in price over the next
few years.    Honda, for example, I was in talking to
them a few weeks ago as well and with their
Accord coming out in the next, this spring is when
they expect it to be out, they still don’t have the
pricing but he was crossing his fingers that it would
be a bit more competitive.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   Thank you.  The second
point is in terms of the Enerpool, the bus, I used
that actually my first year of university and how
many buses are operating right now?

Erin Swansburg:   As far as I know there’s just the
one.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   Has the department looked
into perhaps . . . I know when I used it,  it was
packed.  It was full of people.  And have you looked
into, you know, operating more than just one?

Erin Swansburg:   I’m not sure whether they have
or not.  One of the drivers is actually in the
Department of Environment and Energy and we’ve
discussed it on a number of occasions and I’ve
never had the indication from him that there was
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more of a need than what was being provided
currently.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   I just remember then, you
know, that’s quite a while ago,  but it was very
popular. The other, you spoke about the initiatives,
you know, in terms of talking and having dialogue
with other governments.  Have you approached
other countries in terms  of, the European
countries, Sweden, Denmark have done
outstanding works.  Are we approaching or going
there to witness what they’re doing?

Erin Swansburg:   We are in communication with
a number of European countries as far as wind
technology is concerned, as well as looking at the
feasibility of bio-diesel or bio-gas collecting.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   And that’s one thing, I was
just speaking with someone, a neighbour, and he’s
actually taken a trip to Sweden and it was on
biomass energy and, you know, I’m thinking of the
positive perhaps through Waste Watch, you know.
Anyway, that’s a long story.  But what they’re doing
in that country in a positive way. 

Erin Swansburg:   There are discussions that are
taking place on those fronts.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   And my fourth point, Mr.
Chair, is in regard to trees and members spoke
about that just a little while ago.  And I guess I was
just a bit disheartened, this summer there’s been a
few developments in the Charlottetown area and
we’ve seen very old trees cut down because of
development and I know developers are, it’s
progress, but at the same time as a province and
as a department of environment, is there positive
measures that can be taken to encourage
developers, architects, engineers, to develop
properties that encourage green spaces whereby
perhaps it’s tax relief, what have you, if they’re
incorporating green space, the current, the present
green areas into their properties?

Richard Brown (L):   Good point.

Erin Swansburg:   There is no existing program as
you’ve described it.  There is certainly–we’re now
Environment, Energy and Forestry, so I can say
we–forestry has been actively involved in
reforestation.  I couldn’t give the exact numbers of
trees that they plant each year.  But it’s in the
thousands of trees that they plant.  Agriculture is

actively involved in educating farmers about the
benefits of buffer zones and providing them with
the trees to plant appropriate buffer zones.  And
that’s great.  But I’m thinking of these two and I’m
sure people around the table or in the audience are
thinking of the same that I’m thinking of myself and
these were trees with a lot of history and to me we
perhaps could have provided a positive means to
encourage developers to perhaps incorporate that
into the property.  Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Mr. Arsenault and
then we’ll get back to Mr. Bagnall.

Wilfred Arsenault (PC): Thank you, Mr. Chair.
Just a very quick question here. As far as the Kyoto
Agreement is concerned, there’s a lot of talk
nationally about energy credits.  How much of an
issue is that going to be on PEI?

Erin Swansburg:   Well, it could be an issue
considering our resource as far as agriculture goes.
They’re still in discussion as far as carbon credits.
I forget the term that they’re using right but it’s not
carbon credit.  They don’t have the official policy on
how these credits will be determined.  They have
recently acknowledged that agricultural land and
forestry land will be eligible for carbon credits
provided that they maintain certain criteria,
meaning you have a forest stand that is in
existence for a certain period of time or you add to
that forest stand and you add to it in a certain
magnitude, meaning that you get a credit.  To get
a credit you can’t have a piece of property smaller
than one hectare, for example, in order to earn a
carbon credit currently.  So they’re still working out
a lot of the details as far how people will qualify for
carbon credits.  Obviously renewable energies will
qualify for carbon credits and it’s going to be
evolving over the next year.  We’ve had the
invitation from Environment Canada to have an
individual come down and give a presentation on
carbon credits and we will likely be doing that in the
next few months and we will be providing an
opportunity for anyone who is interested here on
the agricultural or  forestry front  or renewable
energy front to attend that type of presentation.  So
we hope to have someone come down and explain
exactly how the system is going to work.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Mr. Bagnall?

Jim Bagnall (PC): I’d just like to go back to where
Carol was stating about development and taking
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trees down.  Some communities have put into
effect,  and I just wanted to throw this out, like the
Town of Montague, if you clear trees off of any
particular property then you must replant them.
And you have to plant more than what you’ve cut
down in order to make this work.  So they have that
into their town plan.  So some communities are
doing that at the present time.  That’s all I have.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Any further
questions? Yes, Mr. Brown.

Richard Brown (L):   Excellent presentation.
Thanks very much.  Without the Americans and
without China on board, on the Kyoto Protocol,
what effect is that going to have on the world
climate change, I guess?  You know, China being
the most expanding economy in the world right
now, well over a billion people there, you know,
and they’re saying, look we have a hundred years
to catch up to what we’ve put into the air.

Erin Swansburg:   Well, despite the fact that the
US is not on board, once Russia ratifies we’re still
talking about more than half of our greenhouse gas
emissions globally being covered by the Kyoto
Protocol.  So that is something despite the fact that
those two fairly large emitters, US being number
one, are not involved.  Now, from a national and a
provincial standpoint, we can’t necessarily look at
it in the perspective of how much are we
responsible.  Prince Edward Island is responsible
for .3 per cent of our greenhouse gas emissions
and we don’t want to take the stand that .3 per cent
isn’t important, it isn’t worth doing something about.
Because in the end we stand to lose a lot being an
Island province, being a province depending on our
national resources.  So we don’t want to entirely
get into a numbers game where we say is what
we’re doing even worth it because we feel we have
too much to lose to say that it’s not.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Could I just clarify
just for a moment, you said .3 per cent.

Erin Swansburg:   Of Canada.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   That is of Canada’s
greenhouse gas emissions.  Right.

Erin Swansburg:   Canada is responsible for, I
believe, 3 per cent of global greenhouse gas
emissions.  So as a country and as a province
we’re talking about a fairly small number. But we

need to be stewards.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   I didn’t mean to
interrupt you, Mr. Brown.  Please continue.

Richard Brown (L):   You talk about credits,
carbon credits.  Is there also carbon debits, ie. let’s
say Maritime Electric has to build a new plant on
PEI.  We don’t work out a deal with New Brunswick
or something like that.  So we’ll get hit pretty hard
for that.

Erin Swansburg:   The large final emitters,  as
they’re termed by the government of Canada,  are
included in the national plan to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions.  So those include electrical utilities,
those include some manufacturers, all of those
industries that emit a large amount of greenhouse
gases. They are being legislated come 2008 to
reduce their emissions probably by 15 per cent.
They haven’t decided exactly on the number or
how they’re going to create that number but by the
period 2008-2012 they will be legislated to reduce
their emissions by 15 per cent.  They can either do
that by reducing their own emissions or by
purchasing these carbon credits.  

We have one large industrial emitter here in the
province so we are fairly unique in the fact that
we’re not a heavily industrialized province. So
we’re only dealing with one large industrial emitter.

Richard Brown (L):   But New Brunswick could
say to us, saying look at Dalhousie Plant is getting
this much debits for carbon emissions, 30 per cent
of that power from Dalhousie goes to PEI, so PEI
should be given those debits and not us.  That’s
part of it.   And if that happen, like, we’re way
behind then.

Erin Swansburg:   There has been nothing in the
talk of this legislation as far as requiring the large
industrial emitters, there’s been nothing in the talk
that would allow them to panhandle or push off
their responsibilities to another organization,
another province, another utility.  Now, who’s to
say exactly what the agreements will be.  Certainly
we’ve already been told that there are some,
potentially some problems with our energy supplies
come 2005.

Richard Brown (L):   What would be the difference
in carbon between Dalhousie and Point Lepreau?
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Erin Swansburg:   In Point Lepreau being nuclear
and Dalhousie being coal?

Richard Brown (L):   Yes.

Erin Swansburg:   A lot.

Richard Brown (L):   And has the government, do
they have a position on the refurbishing or has your
committee made a decision on the refurbishing of
Point Lepreau?  Are you in support of it because of
Kyoto or not?  You know, cause that’s an important
issue coming up.

Erin Swansburg:   The committee meeting  the
large industrial emitter?

Richard Brown (L):   Or, no, your group, it’s
government.

Erin Swansburg:   We don’t have a particular . . .

Richard Brown (L):   Climate Change Committee.

Erin Swansburg:   . . . stance on it because it falls
outside of our particular jurisdiction.  It falls within
the realm of NB Power. Whether at some point we
want to say that we only want to purchase power
from people that produce it in a particular way,
that’s a possibility.

Richard Brown (L):   So that’s a policy you’re
looking at.

Erin Swansburg:   Well, in the Renewable Energy
Strategy the minister has mentioned that he would
like, we are looking to see about 100 per cent
renewable energy by 2015.  That is something that
we’re looking  to see whether that’s cost effective
or feasible.  Perhaps that will mean we just
purchase it from somebody who produces it in a
renewable fashion.

Richard Brown (L):   Have we identified people
that can produce that much megawatts in a
renewable fashion?

Erin Swansburg:   I don’t think we have any
specifics as far as where exactly it would come
from.  But I think that’s the idea, is that if we want
to go to more renewables then we may be looking
outside the province and looking at people who do
provide electricity that is renewably . . .

Richard Brown (L):   So has your committee
determined at what price, factors we’re willing to
pay for that?  Like are we willing to say we will pay
200 per cent more for electricity?

Erin Swansburg:   No.

Richard Brown (L):   Is that going to be a factor?

Erin Swansburg:   I would expect that it would be.

Richard Brown (L):   At what base point will we
say, look, you know.  Like, I’m in support of any
initiative that will reduce greenhouse effects.  I
remember Tom MacMillan, in 1983, when we were
going to build the Civic Centre on the waterfront
and he came out and said, you know, by the year
2000 the waterfront is going to be flooded so it’s a
waste of time and a waste of money.  There’s a
credibility gap here and I think we have to really
show our numbers and we have to be really
convincing to the public right now and we have to
say to the public, these are the true facts, these are
the data we have here and this is why we are doing
this.  1973, you know, there was comments we
were going to run out oil and this oil’s terrible and
now oil prices are on the increase but by no means
are we running out of oil.

We cannot expect the public to answer the call
every time.  Because, you know, the call has gone
out so many times and it hasn’t happened.  And
maybe by the call going out so many times it has
reduced it.  But I think, what I’m hearing is there’s
a skepticism on the point of the public saying, well,
what’s the use?  If the Americans are going to do it
and the Chinese are going to do it, are we really
going to make a difference?  And that’s, you know,
that’s a big hurdle to get over this time.  By us
saying, okay, for example we’re going to have all
renewable energy by 2015.  Is that 2014 we’re
going to, that last year, we’re going to do it all in
that last year?  There has to be a plan to say by
2006 it’s going to be this level, by 2007 it’s going to
be this level, by 2008 and these are the steps we’re
going to take in order to get to that level.  

That’s my comment, is that that’s what you have to
show the public this time. You have to really show
the public that here’s concrete steps that we’re
going to take in order to do this.  Just to say we’re
going to have 100 per cent renewable energy by
2015 or 2010, you know, but if we don’t have a
clear definition of what we’re going to be doing, if
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Point Lepreau’s going to shut down and we’re
going to say increase Dalhousie, well, the public’s
going to . . .

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Appreciate your
comments, Mr. Brown. 

Richard Brown (L):   Thank you.

 Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Would you wish to
respond to that, Ms. Swansburg?

Erin Swansburg:   As far as the energy is
concerned I think I’m in a better position to
comment specifically on the climate change related
issues and not on the specifics of where the energy
would come from, what we would pay for, where
we’re going to get it and what process we’re going
to go through to get it.  I think there are other
individuals better equipped than myself to . . .

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   May I ask you
though, I presume you have quite a scientific
background, am I right in assuming that?

Erin Swansburg:   I do.  I’m a biologist by training.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   By training.  All right.
Do you feel that when it comes to the current
indications out there right now that, is there any
chance that the scientific community is crying wolf
here when it comes to climate change?

Erin Swansburg:   No, I don’t think they’re crying
wolf.  I believe that it is going to happen.  The
variability is going to be in the “how much”.  How
much warmer is it going to get?  How much wetter
or how much dryer is it going to get?  That’s where
some of the discussion is still taking place.  It’s not
on the is it going to come, is it going to get
warmer? It is. It is going to get warmer.  It’s just a
matter of how much warmer is it going to get.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Ms. Swansburg, on
behalf of all committee members, I want to thank
you very much for your very thorough and very up
to date presentation and we’re pleased to be able
to distribute copies of this presentation to all our
committee members and as well I’ve come across
another interesting discussion document as well
going back to about 18 months ago that we’ll
distribute as well to other members that looks a
kind of a draft plan for climate change on Prince
Edward Island. And hopefully that will help all

committee members in their understanding as well
as we get ready to hear from our presenters and I
believe that will be next topic on our agenda today,
is to review the response to our call for public input.

So I hope the presentation today and some of the
older documentation we’ve been able to come up
with–last week we also came across our other
piece of information backgrounding, Curbing
Climate Change.  That was discussed in our
presentation as well today, our first business plan
on Prince Edward Island to deal with that issue.
That all of this information will form a very fine
foundation for us as we go out and hear from
Prince Edward Islanders on these important
matters.

So, Ms. Swansburg, on behalf of all committee
members I thank you very much for being with us
today.  I appreciate your work.

Erin Swansburg:   I appreciate the opportunity.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Now committee
members, we’re going to move to our next item of
business today and that is the discussion of the
response on the call for public input and the Clerk
of Committees if now distributing to a document
that outlines that there are ten individuals and
organizations combined wanting to talk to this
committee about climate change on Prince Edward
Island and ways we should go about dealing with
that.

Tape No. 3

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   (Cont’d) Now, with
ten presenters, I had originally thought up until last
Thursday it was going to be five, but obviously it’s
doubled in just a few short days, which is good.  I
think that’s great.  Had it tripled it would be even
better because I believe that this topic is of great
importance to every Prince Edward Islander.
   
I’m going to open the floor here for discussion.   I
think it’s impossible,  and I wonder if all committee
members would agree with me on this,  that there’s
no way in one session we’re going to hear
adequately from ten presenters.

Jim Bagnall (PC): I agree with you.  Not in one
day.  Do we know how long the presenters are or
what our time limit is going to be for the
presenters?  Is that something we should be
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discussing?

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   That would be up to
the committee of course.  Ultimately that would be
up to the committee to decide how much time.  But
I assume, Clerk,  that in making known that they
want to make certain presentations certain groups
would have said, I’m going to have a slide
presentation or I need X amount of minutes to
make our presentation.

Marian Johnston (Committee Clerk):   At this
point, Mr. Chairman, only one of the presenters has
indicated how much time they need.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Only one.

Jim Bagnall (PC): And how much were they
looking for?

Marian Johnston (Committee Clerk):   Fifteen
minutes.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Fifteen minutes.
Yes, Ms. Bertram.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   I just have one comment
and it looks like we have a wonderful line of
different individuals but I see that we don’t have
any youth representation from any of the ones in
these people that are doing presentations.  I don’t
think there are.  I’m wondering if we should be
contacting any of the high schools to have any of
their groups–most of the high schools have
environmental groups–and asking them if there are
any of those groups that would like to come in to
present to us?

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   I’m certainly not
adverse to hearing from youth at this committee. 
Absolutely not.   And I’m sure no committee
member is.  But the call was placed out there and
it was as broad as one could get.  I don’t know
again, I come back to whether or not it is the
business of the committee to actively solicit from
different areas or groups or sectors on Prince
Edward Island.  So if a youth group came here
tomorrow from a high school and said that they
wanted to make a presentation,  even though the
deadline is passed,  I for one would certainly open
the doors and allow them to come to the table.
And I don’t think anyone would stand the way of
that.  So if that message could be sent out through
the media that indeed, if youth groups do wish to

come and talk about a climate change on Prince
Edward Island this committee, I’m sure, would be
happy to hear from them.  Is that satisfactory to this
point?

Carolyn Bertram (L):   Okay.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Now, I do agree that
this can’t be done in one session, one day.  Any
thoughts offered here?  Are we looking at two
sessions perhaps?  Ms. MacDonald?

Helen MacDonald (PC):   I would think two
sessions should do it.  If some are 15 minutes,
maybe some are 30 minutes.  So if we take that
into consideration, if we did five at 30 minutes
would be two and a half hours.  If we did break
them down into two that would perhaps be
better–two different days.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Mr. Bagnall?

Jim Bagnall (PC): Yes, well it just seems even if
we only allow 15 minutes very seldom in any
presentation are we ever 15 minutes.  I think we
should plan at least a half hour session for each
one and if there are any earlier that’s fine but we
should at least set that much time away for each
presentation.  Because we all know that once we
get started asking questions we could be here 45
minutes rather than 15 or 20.  So I think if we
booked everybody a half hour session and then go
from there.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   So are we looking
from 1-5,  in fairness and from 6-10, in the order.

Jim Bagnall (PC): Well, I would suggest that we
check with the Clerk, pick two dates and  find out
which dates they would be available.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Who is available on
those dates.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   Or perhaps the area that
they’re coming from too.  You know, perhaps we
have to meet in two different places.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Well, I think we
should certainly set a first date here for the Coles
Building to at least deal with five presentations.  Is
that fair?



12

Jim Bagnall (PC): I guess my comment would be,
do we know where each of these presentations are
going to be coming from?  I mean we say in
Charlottetown.  Maybe we’d be wiser to have it  in
Summerside or somewhere else.  I don’t know,
depending on the locations of each of the
presenters.

Wilfred Arsenault (PC):   I don’t know if anyone
recognizes the names as to being able to identify
where they come from.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Well, John TeRaa
lives in York, I believe.  Kevin McCarville from
Cornwall.  Of course Bedeque Bay, the Bema
group.

Helen MacDonald (PC):   Kinkora way.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Kinkora area.  And
David Boyce, Southeast Environmental
Association.  That speaks for itself.  He’s here
today.  And Gary Schneider.

Jim Bagnall (PC): Cardigan.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   And Tony Redmond
from Tea Hill area, am I correct?  Bonshaw.

Jim Bagnall (PC): Bonshaw, did you say?

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Anyone know where
Lennie MacPherson hails from?  Ken Bingham?

Helen MacDonald (PC):    He lives out Rustico
way.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   New Glasgow.

Helen MacDonald (PC):   New Glasgow.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Sharon Labchuk.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   Millvale.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Millvale.  And Bill
Drost, Charlottetown.

Richard Brown (L):   Kensington.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Kensington. Do you
know?

Richard Brown (L):   Yes, he lives in Kensington.

Jim Bagnall (PC): So maybe what we should do
is, I think there’s four there from Prince County,
maybe we should have one meeting in Prince
County and one here.  In that way we’d . . . just a
suggestion.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   I think what’s key
here is that if we meet five people who are going to
be available on a date that we can plan on,  and
whether it is in Summerside or in Charlottetown, to
be determined.  But I think we should meet soon in
fairness to our presenters.

Wes MacAleer (PC):   I suggest Mr. Chairman on
October 28th, Thursday.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   October 28th.

Wes MacAleer (PC):   I’m only suggesting that.  I
don’t know what other people’s schedules might
be.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   October 28th.  That’s
next Thursday.  All right, what time?

Jim Bagnall (PC): 10:00 o’clock.  

Wes MacAleer (PC): Is there a limitation?  Start at
10:00 o’clock in the morning.  Can we not get
through these all in one day?  I know it’s a long day
but it’s . . . there are other committees.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Mr. Arsenault, you
were going to say something.  I mean one day
means one location.  So that flies against what you
were saying earlier,  Mr. Bagnall.

Wes MacAleer (PC):   Well, I’m not opposed to
going to Prince County or anywhere else.  I just
wondered whether or not, if we’re going to meet,
meet.  Let’s make it a . . .

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Well, we have a
suggestion out there now for a meeting on
Thursday, October 28th at 10:00 a.m.

Wes MacAleer (PC):   Or we could start earlier, at
9:30.

Jim Bagnall (PC): If we’re splitting them up 10:00
a.m. would be fine.  And then we’re not pushed into
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any real time restraint.  We can go until we finish.

Wes MacAleer (PC):   Can we have lunch here
and then just go right through the noon hour?  Half
an hour for lunch.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Is that the
committee’s wish?  Beginning at 10:00 o’clock on
Thursday, October 28th and continuing after lunch
through the afternoon?

Helen MacDonald (PC):   Fine with me.

Richard Brown (L):   Sure.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   All right.  And then at
that meeting we can decide at the conclusion of
that day’s activities and presentations whether or
not a second meeting is warranted?

Jim Bagnall (PC): If we could only get eight that,
or seven that particular then we could do three
another day in a regular morning meeting or
regular evening meeting.

Marian Johnston (Committee Clerk):   But I
should try and book them all for that day.  Is that
the wish of the committee?

Jim Bagnall (PC): Book as many as you can.

Marian Johnston (Committee Clerk):   Book as
many as I can for that day.  Okay.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Very well, if that’s the
wish of the committee.  Do we need a motion on
that or can we say that that’s a consensus of the
committee?  Thursday, October 28th at 10:00 a.m.
here at the Coles Building.  All right.  That
concludes the discussion of our next steps.  Mr.
Brown?

Richard Brown (L):   Well, for the presenters, I
think seeing that the power utilities are the main
focus or they’re a major focus of climate change I
think we should invite, first invite Maritime Electric
in and to see what their plans are in order to meet
these targets and see how they’re going to meet
these targets, you know, Renewable Energy Policy,
by 2015.  And if they can do it, yes or no.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Well, I would
disagree with you in the sense that if you looked at

that graph, 42 per cent of our greenhouse gas
emissions come out of the back end of everybody’s
car for starters.  And I think the electric utilities was
quite down on the list.  And I believe the second
greatest gas emissions was in agriculture.

Richard Brown (L):   But that’s because we buy
most of our power off the Island.  If we had to
generate the power through coal or through diesel
fuel or that on PEI then how much of it would that
percentage change.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Maybe that’s a
question we should have put to our presenter.

Richard Brown (L):   We’re in a unique position
here that we don’t generate much of our power.
You know, maybe 5 per cent, 10 per cent of it.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   All right.  Mr.
Bagnall?

Jim Bagnall (PC):   Well, I’ve got no problem with
what the honourable member is saying but maybe
what we should do is go through these
presentations first and then our committee is going
to decide what we’re going to do, whether we’re
going to go after more information.  There could be
umpteen things that we want to decide to do after.

Richard Brown (L):   Okay.

Jim Bagnall (PC):   But I think our first thing is to
maybe go through what we have here in front of us
because these people have already told us they
want to present and then after we deal with these
presentations, hear the presentations and take
their concerns then if we don’t feel we have enough
information or we need more then I think our
committee can decide at that time whether, how to
proceed to the next stage.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   That sounds fair.
These are the people who wanted to present.

Richard Brown (L):   Yes. I’m just concerned that
as fuel prices are increasing across the world, NB
Power and Nova Scotia Power and these places
may cut us off.  Say, look  we’re going to use
power for ourselves now.  If you want to buy it
generate your own.  And we have diesel electrics
down there right now.  We have, at that plant down
there and there’s two big stacks.  We’re fortunate
that we buy 95 per cent of our power from New
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Brunswick and we don’t have to fire up them
stacks.  But if we do we’d better have a plan in
place.  That’s all, my suggestion.

Jim Bagnall (PC): And I’m not arguing . . . 

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   All right, order
please.  Order please.  Any further items of
business for this committee today.

Helen MacDonald (PC):   Yes, I’m just thinking,
Mr. Chair, that maybe the 28th may not be
convenient for all of these.  So we’ll take as many
as we can and then if there’s another date that we
have to set.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   We’ll set around that
date, on the 28th.

Helen MacDonald (PC):   Yes.  See how many
you can get on that day.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   So this committee will
reconvene then October 28th, 10:00 a.m. here in
the Coles Building.  Any further business?  We’ll
entertain a motion for adjournment.

Wilfred Arsenault (PC):   So moved.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   So moved by Mr.
Arsenault.  All those in favour say aye.

Committee Members: Aye, aye.

Wayne Collins (PC) Chair:   Contrary nay?
Meeting adjourned.

 


