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STANDING COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES, RULES AND PRIVATE BILLS

Thursday, December 8, 2005

10:30 a.m.

Part I - Guest:  Wilbur MacDonald, MLA

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: I’ll open the

meeting up this morning and we have W ayne

Collins sitting in for Kevin MacAdam .  So we have

three things before us, three issues before us and

they’ve all, have been brought to us by W ilbur

MacDonald.  

First of all I have to say thank you to all of you for

coming this morning.  These things have been

here quite a while and I have to apologize, it was

me that was holding the thing up, I guess. But

anyhow we’re here this morning and we have

W ilbur MacDonald with us so we’ll have W ilbur

maybe come forward and maybe give us a little

idea of why he brought these things forward and

then we’ll discuss them after.

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA) : I must say it’s the first

time I’ve ever been before a committee and I can

understand why people are nervous.  I never

thought of that before.  It’s kind of ironic when at

11:00 I’ve got an appointment with a guy to learn

more about my computer.

Richard Brown (L):   You’re really updating

yourself, aren’t you?

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):     Is that mic

close enough W ilbur?

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): Is it close enough?  I

think they pick it up quite easy.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      They pick it

up.

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): Close enough?  Good.

So I just have a few things to give to you and I will

have to leave because I had made that

appointment a while ago.  I’ll start off with the three

documents that I’ve asked about–the tabled

documents, the estimates and the hours of the

Legislature.

Before I start it’s always been my feeling that

there’s three things we do as members and it

doesn’t whether you’re opposition or government.

One is the responsibility to bring government

accountability for its spending and its policies.  I

notice Richard brought that up yesterday.  That’s

the same for everyone of us.  And to pass a

budget for government to operate, that’s our

responsibility.  And scrutinize the bills, whether

they’re private or government,  and pass them or

defeat them. 

And always to me, communication is the big thing

within government or within the Legislature and

sometimes that seems to break down.

Communication and information–both so vital to

being a member of the Legislature.  I’ve always felt

that the documents tabled in the Legislature

belongs to all members.  W hen I was in

government in the 80s everything that was tabled

was passed to every member and I know–I don’t

know when that changed.  I don’t think we need

everything but there is certain things which are

tabled you never see and we should see.  W e

should see all documents on Crown corporations,

no matter who they are.  Because the more

information we got the more knowledge we have

as members and we need that because we have

to participate in discussions.

I enjoy every time there’s a motion in the

Legislature and you listen to all the members.  It’s

really good and you get a lot of information but it is

not enough, in my view.  W e should  have,

somehow or other,  documents available where we

can easily pick them up some way.  As a member

of the Legislature it doesn’t take you long to sit

down and read and listen.  You can listen to what

people are talking about and you can read at the

same time and many people do that.  There’s

hours there– as a backbencher there is hours

where we sit there and listen but we could also be

reading at that time.  

Years ago when question period was over

everybody went out and got the Patriot and the

Summerside Journal and of course we took it in

and we sat down and we read the Journal and the

Patriot.  Then it became a hullabaloo over reading

the paper in the Legislature and that was dropped.

Maybe it should have been.  It didn’t look good

with you sitting there with the Patriot stretched out
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or the Summerside Journal.  But now we don’t get

the Summerside Journal at all.

And on the Estimates–I’ve become a little soft on

the estimates.  I was thinking we should divide

them in two.  Like have a session here and a

session in the House.  In my view,  we don’t really

scrutinize the estimates enough.  W e never do

anything about the health boards.  W e simply pass

the budget for the health boards.  W e pass the

budget for the school districts.  W e don’t know

how deep they are or what they’re about.

One of the recommendations of Public Accounts,

and I think it’s been passed through the

Legislature, that all Crown corporations appear

before committees of the Legislature.  I don’t know

how that’s coming about or who’s going to take

that about but that’s a recommendation.  I believe,

that’s been passed and accepted by the

Legislature so it has to be acted on  and I presume

you’re the committee that does that.

I notice that the hours of operation in other areas

are much more than ours as far as the estimates

are concerned.  I mean on the estimates, the

hours of operation on the estimates, I think some

of them are away up there but, of course, their

budgets would be higher than others.

W hen I was in the House of Commons we never

saw the estimates.  They went to committees and

the committees passed the estimates.  And years

ago in this House when the budget was presented

you sat around until the estimates were passed,

whether it was 2:00 o’clock in the morning or 3:00

o’clock in the morning.  And I can remember

members talking about that, you know, we sat until

3:00 o’clock to get the estimates by.  They were

tabled in the afternoon and they had them all

passed before the next morning.  So they didn’t

really scrutinize them and their budget wouldn’t be

near as high as it is today.  So I don’t know now

when I read the hours that other people spend on

the estimates that we should divide or not.  But it

is important that we do something with the Crown

corporations because it is being accepted by the

Legislature and Public Accounts just made that

recommendation.  They didn’t say how it was

going to be done.

The one that I’m really strong on is the hours of

the Legislature.  In my view the media is ahead of

us.  They don’t come here at all between 7:00 and

9:00 now.  I hope they’re home with their families.

W e are sitting two nights a week, no information to

anybody getting out and some of the best

discussions we have in the Legislature happen in

them two hours.  I really enjoy them anyway and I

think it’s time.  I know change is a constant thing in

our lives, we change.  I probably is one of the

people who don’t like change as much as other

people but we must be open to change and it

seems to me that it is time that we made the

Legislature family friendly for everyone.   

I’m aware too there is a big difference between

where you live. For example, I’m just a little too far

away to go home between 5:00 and 7:00.  If I was

closer– and the city people do that.  But the hours

of the Legislature must be able for the people who

live far away.  The ones who live an hour and a

half or so, it’s a big difference, you know.  They get

home at 7:00 or 7:30.  It’s a big difference between

6:00 or 6:30.  

So in your deliberations -  I don’t know - there’s

many various ways you can change the hours of

the Legislature according to the documents that

were presented here.  Yesterday we had a number

of people in the gallery so it seems to me that if

you want people to come to the gallery for certain

things that can happen in the daytime too as well

as nighttime. In this session we haven’t had hardly

anybody in the gallery at night.  Most nights it’s

completely empty.  And who are we talking to or

who are we trying to make issues before?  If we

could somehow or other change the hours - and

as I say there’s various ways - and take away the

evening hours it would become a much more

friendlier, fam ily-orientated Legislature for

generations to come.

W e talk about women not coming–not too many

women in the Legislature and it’s only, not very

many years ago we had the first woman in the

Legislature and now we have five is it, or six?

Five.  W e should have more and if we make it

friendly we will get more over time.  It won’t

happen over night but I think it will happen over

time.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      Five on our

side.

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): W e have four here.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      Six in total.
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Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): Six in total out of 27.

So that’s my presentation, Madam Chairman.  I’m

open for questions.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: W e certainly

appreciate you coming, W ilbur.  Is there anyone

has any questions to W ilbur before he goes?

Okay, Elmer.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    Just a

little more detail, W ilbur, in regards to your

thoughts when you talk about certain budgets not

going into enough detail and I have a tendency to

agree with you.  I know that some of the budgets

of some of the departments are probably a lesser

amount than what, say a division within a

department gets or a region.  W hen we had the

five health regions across the province, you know,

Queens Region Budget would be probably an

exorbitant amount.  Or  if you were looking a

budget that’s in, say a nursing home or whatever,

that falls under them there’s no way that we have

the detail of the budget in order to say the dollar

amount that we are spending.  Is that what you’re

referring to?

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): Yes, that’s exactly it.

I sometimes think that there should be some

system where government or opposition could say:

W e want to hear from the Eastern School Board

this year in the Legislature on the floor and

discussions could take place there.  Or maybe  the

next year somebody would want to hear from the

W estern Health Region and that way you’d have

more understanding of what’s going on.  I know

the health thing is a very hard one to get a handle

on, I think, for most members.  I probably will

never understand that health portfolio, it’s so

complicated and so long.  But if we have people

who are involved before the Legislature, sit on the

floor, then we could ask some questions about

how they operate, where they spend their money

and so on.  It would be beneficial to both the

members and probably to the Health Agency or

whoever, or a Crown corporation.  I don’t know

how you do that.  W e don’t have any mechanism

to do that now.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: Thank you.

Mildred.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      Yes, I’m

interested in how the committees work in the

House of Commons that you talked about relative

to the budgets.  Like if you bring the whole budget

onto the floor there are so many members

participating and, I mean, you have to remember

as politicians we sometimes become political in

our discussions and I’m wondering about the

possibility of having a more focussed investigation

of the budgets and a more focussed discussion if

there was a smaller group.  So I’m wondering if the

committees in the House of Commons, from your

experience, were able to zero in better because it

was a smaller group and was it open to the

media?  Could the media go in and hear the

discussions?  Could any member who wasn’t a

member of the committee go in to the hearings

and hear the budget being discussed?  How were

they set up in order to fully investigate?

I know when I was Health minister we passed the

health budget one afternoon - one evening actually

- between 7:00 and 9:00 and there were lines that

were millions of dollars and I breathed a sigh of

relief when I was done, I have to admit.  But it

would have been a more focussed debate and

thorough investigation if it was a smaller group. So

can you tell us how those were?

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): First of all they can

meet when the House is in session.  That’s the big

difference here.  And the committees would be

fairly large, as I recall it, probably 10 or 12 and

they would discuss the budget.  Although I never

got onto a committee that discussed the budget.

They would discuss the budget and bring it back in

for recommendation.  I don’t think any more

discussion than we have - probably not as much.

In my view I don’t think they have as much

although I’ve seen committee meetings of

Fisheries where every director of fisheries all

across Canada would sit around the room and

nobody would ask them a question.  The minister

would be there and the deputy minister would be

at the table and the House was - the Railway

Room in the House of Commons is a big room -

completely full of fisheries people from one end to

the other in case there was a question being of the

minister.  He brought them all in from all across

Canada.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      Because I

know in my travels across the provinces there has

been surprise expressed by some of the other

provinces, saying: You do it on the floor of the

Legislature.  Is there any time limit?  There’s no

time limit.  And so I think I’m half convinced that it
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might work better in a committee, especially

designated to explore a budget but I’m willing to

hear from others.

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): I thought at one time

maybe we could have two committees going–one

in the Legislature and one here.  W e’re all set up

here for a committee. Hopefully that would give

more time for discussion but I think there would

have to be changes made in how we do that. Like,

whether the Health Agencies come before this

committee or Education, you know and open it

much more broader.

The disadvantage is you can’t be on both

committees.  You only can be on one and you

would miss what the other one is discussing.  That

would be the disadvantage in my view.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    So would

you divide the membership in the House?

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): Yes.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    If not you

would have, in my opinion, you would have a

committee dealing with questions relating to the

budget and then when it goes to the floor of the

House you could have  a duplication of what

occurred in the committee.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      It would be

passed in the committee.  Isn’t that how it works in

the House of Commons?

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): Oh, yes.

Recommended.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      Brought to

the House for ratification.

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): Right now when we

could go into committee of the W hole House to

cover estimates, it’s unfortunate, but we have four

members of the opposition who are involved,

probably our side of the committee gets involved,

some of us.   But generally speaking you leave it

up to the opposition to do it.  In my opinion every

member of the House should be involved in it,

whether you’re cabinet or not and if you two

committees and everybody there, everybody would

become involved.  That way the discussion could

be really broad and really deep.  But I’m getting a

little soft on that to tell you the truth because of the

hours that other people are spending on the

budget.  But it’s something I hope you’ll discuss.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: Just something on

that, W ilbur when we’ve only got 27 members and

we take out so many for the committees, then

there wouldn’t be a whole lot . . . we haven’t got a

whole lot of members to pick from either if the

committees were meeting at the same time as the

House was on.

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): Thirteen or so on each

committee.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: And then say some

that have to be out for one reason or another.  But

anyhow we always have to think of our numbers

because we don’t have a great amount of people.

Gail.

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):   I just had a

comment, I guess on the estimates and the fact

that a large portion of the education budget is

entrusted to school boards and a large portion of

the health budget was entrusted to health boards.

Is the minister responsible for that money being

spent still not responsible to have the answers to

the floor of the House whether or not they have to

bring in someone from a health board or education

board to provide the answers?

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): That would be the way

I would describe it, that I would like to see it done,

that the minister would have even the financial

people from Education.  You know the health

board . . .

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):   That’s right but as

members you can ask for as much detail, we can

ask for as much detail as we want to have.

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA):   But we don’t do that.

W e don’t do that.  W hen the Eastern School Board

, say,  or one of the health agencies, we don’t have

too many figures to work on.  W e simply . . .

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    It’s a line

item.

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): It’s a line item.  Yes.

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):   Because we don’t

ask for them.
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Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): And I think what it

does in reverse, it brings accountability to those

people.  If somebody in the health agency or the

school board knows that they may have to appear

before the Legislature they’re certainly going to be

very careful in, you know, in their operation.  I

know they’re accountable to the minister, there’s

no question about that.  But let’s take the health

portfolio, you know, it’s monumental.  I don’t know

how they get their handle on every part of it.  I

think it’s even worse than education, to get a

handle on every part of your health portfolio.  You

have to trust a lot of . . . of course we do have to

trust a lot of people -  there’s no question about

that -  in government.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: Any other

questions for W ilbur?

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    I’m just

wondering in regards to hours, have you got any

recommendation that you’re putting forward?

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): Not really.  Just take

away the night and that means adding hours

someplace else.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: Okay, thank you.

Wilbur MacDonald (MLA): Thank you very much.

Sorry that I have to leave.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: Not at all.   Okay,

having heard W ilbur’s reasons why he’s brought

these matters forward we could maybe deal with

the first one first–the distribution of tabled

documents in the House.  So would anyone like to

speak to that one? Elmer.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    I guess,

you know, I’ve been in the Legislature now since

96.  I know that if I’m tabling, which I did recently,

a document that had a change in regards to where

I made an exemption under the Lands Protection

Act I was required to table 26 pieces of paper so

that each member gets a copy.  I guess my

question would go to the Clerk.  W hen Crown

corporations table documents are they obligated

as well to table the same number of documents?

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk):   Yes.  The

table procedure now - and it changed in the late

1980s - it used to be, as Mr. MacDonald put it,

that all documents tabled in the Legislature were

distributed to each member on the floor of the

House.  But in the late 80s it was starting to be

abundantly clear that many of the documents that

were tabled were simply being placed under the

member’s desks and cleaned up by staff after the

sessions.  So at that time it was changed.  It used

to be that we would request 65 copies of every

document that was tabled.  W e now request the 25

and any member that wants to access any

document that has been tabled in the Legislature

is certainly entitled to that information and it is

available on the third floor of Province House.  So

all that needs to be requested is that the document

be delivered to their desk essentially.

Now there are some documents that are of

particular interest to members, like the Auditor

General’s Report, for example.  And you’ll note

when that is tabled it’s distributed to every member

in the House.  So it’s come to the point I think

where we do make a determination on what

documents all members are interested in and then

there’s some documents that not all members are

interested in but are certainly available to any

member who would want them.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    I guess I

would ask of you,  Charles,   we are in the age of

technology and all of us have computers, whether

it’s at our desk at work or on a desk when we go

into the Legislature - myself, I take a laptop into

the House rather than taking a big binder - is there

a way of having that document in the documents

produced, to send an electronic copy to each of

the members?  That would cut down on the

amount of paperwork that we’re circulating.

Because as you say, some of the documents that

get circulated, some of us don’t pay any attention

to the document at all and really it’s the cost that’s

involved.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): That’s

certainly a possibility although some members

utilize the technology more than other so I’m not

sure that that would really address the

consideration.  Because most documents I think

you’ll find that are tabled in the Legislature are

available electronically.  Most documents that, for

example, that Island Information distribute you’ll

find you’re able to access on the government site,

actual documents that are tabled like annual

reports.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    I guess
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the point I’m making is that all of us have the

computers whether it’s in the Legislature or on

their desk in their office.  So the material is

available for those who want to access it.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): Absolutely.

Wayne Collins (PC):     The frustration I find is

when we’re doing estimates and ministers may

come and they’ve got background information or

more detailed information and they may be asked

to table it and then there’s this wait for the copy to

get to those documents.  And unless sometimes

you ask for the specific copy you don’t seem to get

it sometimes.  I’m wondering can those documents

be somehow uploaded to some kind of a site in the

Legislature website that would say under

“Estimates” and each department so that when the

day comes or the time comes when a minister

goes to the floor to defend the estimates they

could be an electronic button given to access all

those documents that the minister has at the table.

And so then you could really make use of the

laptop so that there would be no searching around

for those documents.  They’re there right in front of

you.  I don’t know if that’s achievable or not.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): I think my

only comment to that would be that that would be

with considerable cooperation from the ministers

coming to the table because if we had the

information in advance we could certainly make it

available electronically.  However, if we don’t know

exactly what the documents are - when we receive

them that’s possible - when they are actually

tabled.  Because until that time they’re not in

possession of the House so they aren’t a House

documents.  But when they are tabled they

certainly could be.  W e have a highspeed scanner

on the third floor of Province House and they could

be scanned and uploaded to a particular site, sure.

Wayne Collins (PC):     I was thinking almost in

advance.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk):   In

advance.

Wayne Collins (PC): A day or two of a minister

going to the floor that, you know,  in confidence

your department would have them and then they’ll

already be uploaded but no one can access them

until the minister comes to the floor to defend the

estimates.  Then they’re available to everyone, all

that information.  I know it’s a lot of more

preparation work on the part of the ministers of the

departments and that but I think it would pay off

because there’s none of this–can I get a copy of

that or would the minister table this.  And then

you’ve got to wait for the copies to be made and

everything.   It’s all in front of you.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    Does the

printer, Charles, that you installed in the back room

there, does that photocopy as well or just a

printer?

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): It’s a

printer, photocopier, highspeed scanner.  You

could, for example, taking into consideration what

Mr. Collins is talking about, we could scan a 50

page document and email it to every member, for

example.  There’s no problem in doing that.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    Like we

asked -  whether you know or not, W ayne -  we

asked to have a printer put in the back room

because sometimes those of us that have the

laptops and with the internet now we can get a

message that they want us to notify people in

regards to something that’s going on. So rather

than going desk to desk we can go into the printer,

run off a copy and have the pages circulate it.

Wayne Collins (PC):     From your laptop?

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    Yes.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): And that’s

a fairly recent innovation as well because we just

perm itted the LAN access on the floor of the

Legislature.  So, as Mr. MacFadyen has said, you

would be able to copy it directly upstairs if  it was

on your laptop if you’re a minister that is using the

technology. Of course not everyone is using it.

Wayne Collins (PC):     Again, that’s not from the

BlackBerry’s.  That printer is not accessible to

BlackBerry’s, is it?

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): No, I don’t

believe.

Wayne Collins (PC):     Just strictly the hookup,

the  hard wire hookup.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk):   Yes.  W e

don’t have a wireless network or anything at this
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point.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: Honourable Shea.

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):   I have a

suggestion for the tabling of documents.  Part of

the problem, I think, is some members may be

absent from the House, they don’t know what was

tabled unless they go to Hansard.  Could you not

list the tabling of yesterday’s documents on a

section of the day’s order paper for information

purposes?

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): That would

be no problem.  W e could actually circulate a one

or two pager daily of everything that had been

tabled.

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):   Yes, because we

do have the day’s agenda before us on the order

paper every day so just list . . .

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): W e

wouldn’t add it to the order paper but I think as far

as a separate listing of what sessional documents

had been tabled that wouldn’t be any problem at

all.  W e compile it now.

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):   Members that are

interested, they could then go . . .

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: Request them.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    I wonder

if the documents that are tabled, let’s say if you’ve

tabled documents yesterday and you’re going to

put it on the order paper to say what documents

were tabled,  that those documents, besides going

upstairs to be circulated to the two offices, if a

copy could go into the back in a slot where people

could have access to that if they saw on the order

paper something was done and they wanted to

see it.  It would cut down then on the steps of

having the pages run up and down stairs for us. 

You could just go into the back room and know

they were there.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: That would be easy

enough.  That’s a good idea.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): The other

important part too is that every document that is

tabled is circulated to your member’s offices over

here.  But that’s perhaps a good suggestion.  W e

could certainly accommodate that one very easily.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      That was

going to be my suggestion only Elmer took it

ahead.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: Okay.  Is there

anything else?

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      There are

shelves in back and if we had maybe three or four

copies of everything that was tabled and leave

them in there for a week, then people could walk

in, get them and take them back out, take them

back.  You wouldn’t have to have one for every

member but, you know, if you had three or four on

some of the shelves in there that were designated

for documents that had been tabled it would

provide easier access.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: W hy not leave

them there for the session because perhaps

someone . . .

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):      I’m not sure

about the amount of accumulation there would be.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): Probably

wouldn’t be too much. Could try it anyway to see

how many we end up with.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: Mr. MacAleer.

Wes MacAleer (PC):   W ell, I think everybody has

said what I wanted to say.  I think one of the

important things is one, we use the electronic

medium as much as possible to distribute

information on all documents and all material that

we have but for those who find a difficulty utilizing

that medium I think a directory of some form would

be helpful such as tabling the documents in terms

of paper distribution or just helping people to

understand how to access that medium.  Maybe

we should be more aggressive in terms of helping

people to understand how to work that medium so

in fact they become a lot more at ease.

But the only way we’re going to get all this

information in people’s hands is through an

electronic means.  I mean there’s just so much of

it and, you know, we’ll be buried in paper unless

we utilize that means which is also very efficient

and would help out greatly.   So I think it’s two

things - one, helping people understand how to
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use the medium. Number two, providing  them with

a paper list of those items that they should be

looking for.

Helen MacDonald (PC)Chair: And the suggestion

that Gail had too, that if a document is tabled today

if there’s a separate piece of paper that comes on

our desk that says that, you know, that this was

tabled, this was tabled.  It may be a full  week that

we get a list of what  was tabled and then if

somebody requests a copy of it they can just go to

the back room and take it out if they prefer it that

way if not electronically.  Then we’re still not . . .

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    Include it

in the order paper.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair):   W ould you be

allowed to put it on the Order Paper?

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk):   W ell I

could, but I’m not sure I’d put it on the Order Paper

though because that’s business for the House to

dispose of whereas you have tabled documents

that are documents that have already been laid

before the House and are therefore, part of the

record of the House.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):     I guess

what I’m saying, Charles, is that if we have the

Order Paper, we have another sheet that

says–these are the documents that are available

for accessing whereof.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): Yes, and

that’s certainly not, I mean, we do it now.  It’s

produced now.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair):   The same

paper, printed on the back of the Order Paper.  

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):  

(Indistinct).

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair):   Okay, anyone

else?  Everything okay.  I guess there’s been

enough discussion on that one.  W e’ll see if we

can’t come up with something.  

The second matter is the Estimate process on the

floor of the House, specifically the supply reviewing

departmental estimates.  Is there anything anyone

would like to add to that as to how they would like

to see that remain the same or whether it should

change?

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    W ell Madam

Chair, I am interested in the idea of having special

committees made up of the Legislature and Mr.

MacDonald is talking about maybe having two

committees - all the members participating.  Some

in one group and some in the other group and

focused on the estimates and I think that you may

get a more focused discussion and investigation.

Now I know in other provinces, they do it off the

floor and then they take it into the floor and it’s

approved.  I’m not sure that we wouldn’t be

criticized though on looking like we’re trying to hide

something which wouldn’t be what I’m suggesting.

I’m suggesting that maybe you’d have a more

focused discussion of it but I know that in other

provinces, they do, do it off the floor and they have

time limits.  So I don’t know whether or not we

want to do it that way.  I’m open to hearing other

people’s comments but I think you would get a

more in-depth discussion and investigation of the

figures which is what Mr. MacDonald was talking

about.  

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Are you thinking

this would take place at the same time that the

estimates are going on, on the floor?

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    No.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair):   It would be

before?

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    I’m thinking

that it would be on a day when the House wasn’t

sitting or on days when that would be the House,

the discussion of the budget but they would be

done maybe around the Table like this where

everybody has a copy and they actually talk about

what’s going on and all the members, school

board members, whoever needs to be there can

be sitting in chairs and follow it up.  I think you’d

have a more in-depth discussion of it.  

I feel sorry for - like Mr. MacDonald was talking

about being nervous and understanding the

nervousness of people who are brought before

committee and I can appreciate it that coming here

maybe intimidating but going onto the floor of the

Legislature, I think, would be even more

intimidating.  So I think the committee system like

Public Accounts or like Treasury Board, something
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like that, where people understand finances and

are interested in finances and have people there in

the seats ready to come forward.  That might work

better, I don’t know.  

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Okay, anyone

else have any suggestions on that?   Gail.

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):    My preference

would be just to leave it the way it is because I

think the ministers are responsible for the

spending in their departments and we now have

unlimited time allotted to the scrutiny of the budget

and I think it’s the job for the House to do it.   

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Okay, Mr.

MacAleer.

Wes MacAleer (PC): I think one of the problems

we have in the House or in the Legislature is just

the configuration of the seating.  I think it’s very

awkward to discuss any matter, yet alone budgets

the way that the House is configured because first

of all, the people that are talking to you aren’t

sitting in front of you.  They’re sitting in front of

somebody else looking at the door.  So that’s the

first problem.

Secondly, you have to decide whether or not the

effort is really to provide information or to make a

decision and I think there’s two different processes

there.  If you’re there to gain information, then

you’ll take on another, you take on one sort of

approach but if you’re there to make a decision,

you’ll look at it in a different perspective.  And the

other question is, are you going to play this

exercise to the media or is it - is really an exercise

to inform the members about the complexity of

how government is running it.  

W ell I think there’s some principles that have to be

discussed to start with and then we decide how

you’re going to set the exercise up.  Now the

exercise right now in the Legislature is sort of a

cross between political posturing, making people

aware of what’s going on and I don’t know whether

it’s subject to - are the media?  W ell the media are

definitely part of the exercise and also the

television cameras so you’ve got to begin deciding

- why are you doing it before you start deciding

how you’re going to make the process work.  I’m

just not sure what the objective of the exercise is.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    I guess

(Indistinct) Richard, you’re the finance critic for the

opposition, what’s your theory in regards to the

way that it is done now? 

Richard Brown (L):    I agree with Gail.  Leave it

on the floor of the Legislature.  There’s not that

much - we don’t have that big of a budget to go

into detail, to split it up between the committees.

Nova Scotia does it.  They have their one room

and half of the Legislature, it’s half and half.  W e’re

small enough.  There’s only 27 of us.  W e’re small

enough that we can deal with each other on that

kind of basis.  If you had 300 people, yeah, you

can’t have 300 people asking questions but 27,

take out the ten m inisters.  They sometimes ask

questions of other ministers.  

The only problem we have is like was stated by

W ayne is that the estimates should be - when the

budget is presented, then a schedule of the

ministers who’s coming on board should be

available.  This getting in at 2:30 and okay, Gail:

you go on now.  That’s just foolishness.  And then

we’re supposed to grab our stuff and run back and

get some stuff.  I know the House leaders, I know

we discuss sometimes but he says it could switch

up.  It could switch up. . . I’m to the point I’m just

saying: Jimmie, just come in at 2:00 o’clock.

W hatever you want to do, go ahead because I’m

tired of trying to set an agenda here.  You just do

what you want to do.  

So that’s the point we’re at right now.  And no

problem, it doesn’t bother us.  W e can adapt pretty

quick.  But what we’d like to see is the Budget

Book is there.  Like the background documents -

we have told the ministers time and time again.

The questions are pretty simple from us.  Give us

a list of the employees by section.  Give us a list of

the tenders.  Give us some details of grants.

Pretty simple stuff and that can be all tabled.  Last

year there, the game that went on with the Minister

of Tourism, that was ridiculous in my opinion.  This

bantering back and forth about well you know, will

I give it, not give it to you.  That’s just outrageous,

craziness, I thought.  

At the end of the day, he gave us the document

but if that’s the game that wants to be played,

that’s the game that’s going to be played.  And I’m

not criticizing it.  That’s the process that we have.

But what we’ve requested time and time again is

that when the budget is presented, there is a
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detailed schedule of when the ministers are going

to be on the floor of the Legislature.  W hen the

ministers arrive - and I agree with W ayne - that

background stuff shall be there because. . .

Wayne Collins (PC):    (Indistinct).

Richard Brown (L):    . . . yeah, like as the Auditor

General has said: these are just numbers we’re

dealing with.  W e, as Legislators, have to deal with

what’s behind the numbers.  The numbers just

says: I’m going to spend $80,000 on this item.

W ell, what is it?  W hat effects does it have?  W hat

if we change it, what effects does it have?  Like if

we have the schedule of when the ministers are

going to appear and the excuse of well you know,

we don’t know if a minister is going to be here or

not - come on.  If we can’t schedule a three-week

or a four-week sitting of the Legislature, our

ministers cannot know if they’re going to be in the

House, like we’re not running the United States

here where nuclear bombs are going to hit us at

anytime.  If ministers can’t say: look, this is my

schedule.  I have to be here at this time to present

my budget.  W ell, that’s the time they should be

here.  But if they want to come in at 2:30 in the

afternoon and switch up and do all this, we’re of

the opinion, go ahead.  But if you want to make it

more efficient, the Budget Book is presented and

all the background documents to each estimate. 

Now I understand this is the minister is still doing

the budget briefing books, you guys and the

estimates are still done on the - although they’re

electronically, they’re blue sheets, pink sheets, still

all that stuff.  You know, the questions are

standard.  Sometimes we get it and this thing - well

do you have your salaries?  Okay, give them that

section.  Okay, we go onto the next section.  W hat

about the people that work in the next part?  Okay,

here - go up and get that photocopied.  If that’s the

game that wants to be played, we’ll play it .  You

know, we’ve come to the opinion, we’ll play it.

But I agree with Gail, splitting it up into two

committees, no.   W e’re a small enough

Legislature that we can deal with it on the floor of

the Legislature.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): So in other

words, Richard, if it was just left the way it is and

let you know beforehand which minister is going to

be on the floor today and there’s a few things that

you’re –

Richard Brown (L):    No, no, not today.  Like

here, transportation would be this day.  You know,

this is the schedule that we’re going to do and we’ll

abide by the schedule.  Like if it says: okay,

Minister of Transportation, let’s estimate a day and

a half and go over the estimates.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair):   And there’s

perhaps two or three things that you usually always

ask, the grants, the employees and whatever.  So

if they had that, you’d go to the back room and

have it photocopied.

Richard Brown (L):    W e’re so standardized in

our questions.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Right, right.

Minister Dover.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    It’s my

understanding, and you can correct me if I’m

wrong, from my perspective, I provide that with

each of my departments because I know that’s

standard and it’s my observation that, that was

much better in the last couple of times we sat

because ministers were aware of it.  Now some

may dole it out piece by piece but I think ministers,

for the most part, have been recognizing the fact

that the standard questions are the ones you’re

looking for answers for and I think from observing

the ministers that that has been happening more

than it was before.  But we do know because Mr.

Bagnall does make a list and say: alright, this is

the order of your budget.  

So that shouldn’t be too hard to provide because

we are aware that I’m the fourth on the list or I’m

the sixth on the list.

Richard Brown (L):    W hatever.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    So that

shouldn’t be a problem of providing that and I

appreciate the fact that sometimes things come up

and conditions change.  I mean, we can live with

those but you should be able to get a list, I believe,

because we have a list and it’s my understanding

that we can stress it with the ministers to make

sure but I know that in caucus, Jim Bagnall is very

adamant.  Make sure you have - have you got all

your papers that they’re going to ask for?  Give

them to them right off the bat.  W e’re told to do

that and I think there’s a better attempt to satisfy

that. 
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Richard Brown (L):    No, no, I’ll agree it’s getting

better but, and also still, like we’ve requested that

standard formats be done.  Like nowadays we’re

getting them in different formats and different

arrangements.  If we can agree as a group to say:

okay, a list of them by division of the employees

and this is the format it shall be in.  Transportation

is pretty good, I think, by division; a list of the

grants by division.  

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):    But there should

be a way to get that information electronically

because the piles of papers that we (Indistinct)

Wayne Collins (PC):    I was going to say that.

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):    Ten minutes and

it goes in the garbage.   

Wayne Collins (PC):    Not only is that convenient

for the members, Gail, but I think that’s a service

to the general public because that information will

be available up on the Legislature website and I

think it would be very interesting for the public to

be able to have easy access to those background

documents.  

Richard Brown (L):    Our school board grants

are not - they’re just one big grant.

Wayne Collins (PC):    One big number.  

Richard Brown (L):    Yeah, it’s not by district.

Maybe it’s up to us as a Legislature to say: okay,

how do we want the budget presented instead of

how the government wants the budget presented.

Maybe it’s up to us to say: look, next time you

present your budget, give me the budget by school

district instead of just one grant for the whole

thing.  

Wayne Collins (PC):    I think we have it by district

now, East and W est and French.  Right?

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    W e have all

that information available.  

Richard Brown (L):    Like as W ayne said, if it

was available on the web - our Budget Book is

available on the web but not the details of it and

he’s right, maybe if that detail was there, some

people would say: oh geez, $70 million to the

Eastern School Board.

Wayne Collins (PC):    W ell if all these electronic

papers are tabled electronically, then if we have

access as members, then presumably the general

public has access to that as well.  It’s all public

information once it’s tabled.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Okay, anymore

discussion on that one?  Okay, we’ll move onto

number three - Review of the House sitting hours.

W hat do people think of the House sitting hours?

Okay, Richard.

Richard Brown (L):    The only concern I have is

eliminating the evening hours is when, you know,

in City Council, the evening was important

because the people that were getting zonings or

changes, you know, it’s hard for people to take

time off work and we have a session for the

opposition one evening and we have a session for

the government on Thursday, is it?  Yes,

Tuesday’s ours and Thursday is the government’s

and those are for Resolutions and for debate.  If

groups want to come in that are affected by the

Resolution, for the debate of that evening, then I

don’t want people to have to take time off from

work to come in.  Now, that’s the only concern I

have with it.  After all, we’re here for the public.

And people would argue, well they can watch it on

television.  I don’t think they can watch the evening

sessions on television and it’s just. . .

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): You don’t see

the evening sessions at all.

Richard Brown (L):    No.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): It’s just the

afternoon sessions that you see.

Richard Brown (L):    But for let’s say, we put a

Resolution on or the government puts a Resolution

on or the government, I guess, yes, the

government puts a Resolution on or a private

member of the government side puts a Resolution

on, that Resolution is for a particular group most of

the time and the other night we had the 4-H Club

in or the JC’s in, or JA’s yes.  

Wayne Collins (PC):    But there was no one in

the House

Richard Brown (L):    Yes.

Wayne Collins (PC):    I haven’t seen many
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people in.  I guess it depends on the issue on

whether or not or how controversial it might be but

I know during this session, I’ve seen very few.  It’s

like a vacant gallery, like we’re talking to ourselves

and that’s it.  

Richard Brown (L):    That’s the only concern I

have.

Carolyn Bertram (L):   Like I’m not opposed to

change and I don’t have young children so I can’t

comment.  But as parents, you know, I know in the

other working capacities, sometimes people would

rather have their mornings.  It’s not that we have

our mornings free, we’re doing constituency stuff

or what have you but the hours the way they are -

2:00 to 5:00, well perhaps if you did have children,

your morning, early in the morning if you’re taking

your kids to school or what have you, 2:00 to 5:00

allows that.  I do recognize those members that

are living at extremities that 5:00 to 7:00 doesn’t

permit you to go back home.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): W e do go back

home.

Carolyn Bertram (L):    Oh, you do go home?

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Oh yes, we all

do.  

Carolyn Bertram (L):    I just stay in. 

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):    Not between 5:00

and 7:00.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Oh no, not

between 5:00 and 7:00.

Carolyn Bertram (L):    That’s what I meant.  

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): But after nine.

Richard Brown (L):    I was going to say, you

must have a fast car.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair):     I was thinking

you were talking after nine.

Carolyn Bertram (L):    No, that’s what I mean,

the 5:00 to 7:00 time, but I don’t know what the

feelings of other people are.   W ho has, anyone

have young children in the Legislature?  

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    Andy

would.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    W ilfred.

Carolyn Bertram (L):    Andy and W ilfred and

Fred have younger children.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair):     No, W ilfred’s

are all grown up.

Carolyn Bertram (L):    But Fred would have

younger children.  

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair):   Yes, Fred’s

children are younger.  W hose? 

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):    (Indistinct).

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Oh yes.

Carolyn Bertram (L):    But Fred has younger

children.

Richard Brown (L):    I’m not opposed to dropping

the evenings but it’s just a concern for the

constituents who come in.  

Wes MacAleer (PC): I’ll make a proposal.  W e

would need to meet 16 hours.  W e can meet 10

hours or whatever but in order to maintain the

current hours.  If we met between 1:30 and 5:30

for three days a week and from 10:00 to 2:00, we

would be putting in our 16 hours and that would do

away with the evenings.

Richard Brown (L):    One-thirty to 5:30.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    One-thirty to

5:30 on Tuesday, W ednesday and Thursday?

Wes MacAleer (PC): Yes.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    And Friday till

when?

 

Wes MacAleer (PC): Ten to 2:00

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Four hours each

day.

Wes MacAleer (PC):   And that’s not, I don’t think

it would produce the kind of results we’re looking
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for which is accommodating people.  Because for

everybody you accommodate, there’s somebody

else going to be disadvantaged.  But there has

been a proposal that would support the idea that

people with younger families would not like to be in

on evenings because it gives them an opportunity

to be at home with their family.  That does tighten

up the hours in the sense that when you’re there,

you’re there.  You got to put out.  You could even

have one evening, drop one evening but that does

eliminate all evenings.  

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): Just one

comment too.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Please go

ahead.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): Is to

address the consideration of the need and I would

agree with W ayne’s comment that there seems

like lately, fewer and fewer evenings are utilized for

the purpose that you’ve expressed, Richard.  But

at the same time, it could be accommodated by

way of provision for a special evening sitting if

there was a circumstance like that, that there was

a Motion that (Indistinct)

Wayne Collins (PC):    Under these suggested

hours that W es has just put out there, what

happens then to - right now we have opposition

afternoon or opposition evening.  How do we

divide that?  How do you make that work under

that kind of a proposed regime of hours?  

Wes MacAleer (PC): Have you worked that into it,

W es?  

Wes MacAleer (PC): I was concerned about the

fact that I think we need at least one whole day

where you can satisfy the needs of your

constituents.  I mean, that’s not enough but –

number two is you have to accommodate Cabinet

so you’ve got to give them at least a morning and

we do have committees that meet.  You got to give

them an opportunity, especially if the committees

are meeting out of town.  You’ve got to travel so

that means you can’t have like a 10:00 to 2:00

everyday or I was thinking about 1:00 to 6:00,

that’s a long day - five.  So I’m trying to

accommodate those things.  How to accommodate

- well, you would simply have to divide the day up

and say that on Thursday afternoon from 3:30 to

5:30 it’s opposition time . . .

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): It’s government

time or opposition time.

Wes MacAleer (PC): . . . and that’s what they’ve

got or just like we do now.  Give a block of time

and we set it aside.  But that does accommodate

those who would propose that there’s a need to

cut out evening time.  Personally, I don’t have a

feeling one way or the other.  

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    Madam

Chair.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair):   Yes, Mr.

MacFadyen.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    I agree

with W es and I thought of the same hours before

I came down here but we do have a letter that was

circulated by Kirstin Lund here.  W hy not let her. .

.

Wes MacAleer (PC): She’s still here.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    . . . come

to the table if she’s agreeable to express her

comments, not only that maybe in the letter but

anything else that she may want to add.  

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Yes, Kirstin,

would you like to come to the table?  

Wes MacAleer (PC): Do you want to come before

us?

Kirstin Lund:   Sure.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Feel free to do

so.

Kirstin Lund:    I don’t know if there’s anything

else I might add to that though.  One of the things

that we’ve been working on with the Coalition for

W omen in Government is we did do some

research in our first phase.  W e did some focus

groups with women around, why aren’t women

being elected and that sort of thing.  I think one of

the main things that we heard was, I guess, some

challenges around not being attracted to the job, I

guess.  Not that changing the hours in the

Legislature is going to all of a sudden get all kinds

of women running.  But it’s a small little thing that

I think, is a piece of the puzzle.  
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Certainly, one of the biggest things that we heard

was that it’s the hours of the job or it could be one

piece of it.  I mean, those hours are going to be

made up somewhere else and it’s not like if all of

a sudden, you’re not meeting at night, you’re home

with your feet up.  You probably got lots of stuff

you have to do anyway.  But anyway, I guess it’s

one of the things that we’ll be looking at in our next

phase is are there some changes that could be

made that would bring a better work/life balance

for elected members.  

I think that’s important for people to be supported

to do their work and I do think that people that –

not just the current sitting members but for the

future as well, there’s - the people that are living

further, that aren’t living in Charlottetown certainly

are doing whatever from 5:00 to 7:00 that they

could be spending time with their family, I guess,

and getting home a little earlier.  Maybe if they

don’t have young kids, they might be, maybe

getting another hour’s sleep or whatever.  I don’t

know but I think it’s important for elected members

to have a work/life balance as much as possible.

And if there’s some little thing that you can do to

support that, then I think it’s a good idea.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Has anyone got

any questions for Ms Lund?

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    I guess

I’m - I know I speak for myself, changing the hours

in the evening doesn’t free up any time for me.  It

just gives me more time to book more meetings

and I know that as individuals, we have to take

responsibility for ourselves but the job of being a

Member in the Legislature is not an 8:30 to 5:00

and I don’t think changing the hours is going to

entice anybody to put their name forward to offer

as a candidate.  

It would be nice if we could say as members by

changing the hours that we were going to free up

time for ourselves to be with our family but the

reality is that when somebody approaches me to

attend something, if I know that I’m sitting in the

Legislature from 7:00 to 9:00, it’s one less function

that I’m able to accommodate on that particular

evening.  And to change the hours, I have no

problem in doing that because I’ve often said to

myself that you go into the Legislature in the

evening and you’re talking, the media is not even

there.  But it is being recorded upstairs and they

can access the information that is there and I do

know that there are individuals that work during the

day, as Richard said, that can’t attend during the

day and they’d like to be there to hear some of the

discussion that is going on.  

W e do, do business of the House at night other

than Resolutions and what W es has put forward

as an alternative, I could live with that but I want to

make sure that we’re changing the hours for a

good reason as much as changing the hours for

the sake of – your letter has come, Kirstin, and you

figure that it will get maybe a better balance of

quality of life between being a member or not, but

I’m not sure like different times I’ve heard -

tradition of the House.  But I think that society is

changing and we have to change with it and if we,

as members, regards of what we’re dealing with,

whether it’s ours or House or how we deal with the

budget, I think that we have to stop and think - is

this for the good of what we’re involved in, in

working on behalf of people. 

If we figure that that’s reason enough to change,

then we should change it for that reason.  But I

don’t think we should be changing it because we

figure that we’re going to entice more people to

offer as candidates surrounding the House to get

a better balance because you know, I can’t decide

if Gail’s going to run by changing hours.  Gail has

to decide if she’s going to put her name forward.

W e know what goes with the job of being an

elected member and it’s not 8:30 to 5:00.  It’s

seven days a week and it doesn’t matter where

you’re going, people are asking you.

Wayne Collins (PC):    W ell you’ve posed the

question that it really is there.  Does this proposed

changing the hours better serve Prince Edward

Islanders than what we’re currently doing?  That’s

the fundamental question.  

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    And I’m

not sure.

Wayne Collins (PC):    I don’t know if I’ve got an

answer to that.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    Speaking as

a female and as a mother, I’m able to do this job

because my children are grown.  But if I had young

children and they were either infants or toddlers or

beginning school children, I wouldn’t get to see

them at all, obviously, even though I live in

Sherwood.  I wouldn’t get to see them very much
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on Tuesdays and Thursdays because you’re only

home, at the best, an hour.  So at least, I would

get to see them for that hour.  But if I lived in

Morell or if I lived in Mount Stewart or if I lived in

Summerside, you’d never get to see your children.

You wouldn’t even get to see the older kids

because by the time the House closes at 9:00

o’clock and you drive to Summerside, they’re

going to be in bed.  

So this way, and I agree with Elmer, you’re not

going to get done at 5:00 o’clock because you’ll

have other occasions that now will open up.  But

on the other hand, like Kirstin said: it’s a piece of

a puzzle that may, a small piece maybe, but it’s a

piece of the puzzle, I think, that would help young

parents, be they mothers or fathers because at

least you’d get some time with the children.  And I

mean, Monday night, we have council meetings

and I have my district meetings.  They go on

Monday nights.  Then I’m sitting Tuesday night

and Thursday night.  Friday night, there’s inevitably

an event and Saturday night, usually too.  So I

mean really W ednesday night is about the only

night that person might be home with his or her

family.  The other nights get used up and

especially as you approach Christmas, you can’t

sit down and read Christmas stories or sing

Christmas carols, go out to a church service

because you’re never home in the evening.  

As I can say, I wouldn’t be able to do this job if I

had small children and I feel really sorry for any

parent who has a small child.  This may not be a

total solution but I think it would help.  

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    Maybe a

small step.

Honourable Mildred Dover (PC):    It’s a small

step and I like the hours that you agree.  I agree

with Charlie that if there is a special reason why

people - I think we’ll be criticized for not sitting at

night.  I think there will be those who will stand up

and say: now I can’t go.  But if it’s an important

event like we can slate with the unanimous

consent of the House, we can change the hours to

do almost anything.  So if it’s a special event, I

think we can sit at night if we have to.  But this

way, I think, you might accommodate someone.

Maybe there’s a reason why there are only two

members in the House that have small children.

Maybe there’s a reason for that, I don’t know.

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):    First of all, I just

want to thank Kirstin for her interest in this.  She

does a lot of work on this issue of trying to have a

work/life balance for politicians and I appreciate

that but living probably the furthest away from

Charlottetown, you know, I realize that the hours

were such to accommodate the train schedule and

whatnot.  That’s tradition, I guess, that the trains

have long since gone and you know now like the

roads are so good, everybody’s traveling.  

So not having small children, I can’t imagine me

doing this with small children.  But not having small

children, I think the benefit of it is, as a MLA sitting

in the Legislature, I m iss a lot of events happening

in my community because I’m here.  Like I cannot

go home between 5:00 and 7:00.  I don’t even go

home between Thursday and Friday because by

the time I get home, it would be 11:00 o’clock and

I’d get up at 5:00 o’clock in the morning so what’s

the point of going home?  But I think that it would

be better for the communities, constituencies, they

would benefit from your presence at more things,

not just for your family but also for your district.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Thank you.

W es.

Honourable Gail Shea (PC):    And I have to say

that it would have to be 5:30 because most events

would start in my community by 7:00 or 7:30 and

I mean if you get done at 6:00 or 6:30, if I got at

8:30, the events have started or I’ve missed them,

so I’d support that.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): W es.

Wes MacAleer (PC): Part of my reason for

suggesting the hours that I have is that if there is

a continuation of the Legislature during this period,

I mean, I feel that as a person in the community

it’s just not the social events that we’d like to go to.

You’re expected to show up at some of these and

I find it sort of discouraging when people expect

you to be there and you say: look, I’m sorry I’m in

the Legislature.  I mean, what choice do you really

have?  I mean, you have to go to the Legislature.

So I really think that I’m making the suggestion on

the basis that I’m assuming that we won’t get the

change in terms of the time we’re meeting but at

least, it will give me some evenings to work with. 

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Okay, just on

that, our Clerk has a couple of things he’d like to
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tell us about East Link.  He has been talking to

East Link.

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): I just

thought it maybe important in the consideration as

well in that in discussions with East Link, they, of

course, are not running the evening sittings of the

Legislature because it collides with their regional

grid that they have as far as the distribution of their

signals so they don’t run the evening for that

purpose.  There’s too much competition for those

slots but they have indicated that they would be

interested in running the entire proceedings if in

fact, it was contained within a morning or

afternoon.  So there is an indication that they

would be running then the entire proceedings of

the House.  

The other thing I think, it is important for Members

to realize that it is more than just Members.  There

are 35 or 37 staff that support the work of

Members on the floor of the Legislature that I call

in every sessional, every sitting of the Legislative

Assembly so their lives are impacted as well.  

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Some good

points.  Okay, anything else anyone would like to?

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    I just

have one question for clarification.  If there was a

requirement, if we agree of changing the hours

and what I hear is - there isn’t any opposition to it,

in regards to a special sitting, would that require

unanimous consent of the House or it would be an

understanding that the request came that the

House would try to accommodate it?

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): I think that

my own personal observation on that is that

unanimity would probably render something like

that useless, is that you would have to build into

your standing orders, a provision that government

or the official opposition could, with notice, request

that there be an evening sitting of the House and

perhaps two sitting days notice or four sitting days

notice or something, a week’s notice, something

that. . .

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    If you had

it that you had to have consent, you know, either

side could say. . . 

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): It’s not

going to happen.  So perhaps that, I mean that

would be a decision for this committee to make a

recommendation on how it - perhaps what I would

do is do up a draft report for the committee with

some ideas of how that might be handled and take

a look at some other jurisdictions and come up

with an idea on that regard but I think it would have

to be more than just unanimity.

Richard Brown (L):    I’ll request the motion.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    You

agree with the hours, Richard?

Richard Brown (L):    Yes, 1:30 to 5:30, 10:00 to

2:00?

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Yes.  Everyone,

does that seem pretty fair to everyone?  

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): You’re

talking effect, as well, for the spring sitting of the

Legislature, not for this . . .

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Yes, the spring

sitting, okay.

Richard Brown (L):    Go with it. 

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    Our

report now would have to go to the House to be

approved?

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): It will come

back to all of you as members of the committee

first before it goes any further.

Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    But once

it goes to the House, the House has to agree to it?

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): That’s

correct.  

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Okay, well

maybe we can get the report done up.  W hen it’s

done up, we’ll take a look at it.  

Charles MacKay (Committee Clerk): Circulate it.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): If there was

anything that we want to change at that time, we

can do that and we’ll perhaps be it for today.

Motion for adjournment.
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Honourable Elmer MacFadyen (PC):    So

moved.

Helen MacDonald (PC) (Chair): Thank you.  
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