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The House met at 1330.
Prayers.
MEMBERS' STATEMENTS

NIAGARA WEEK

Mr. Tim Hudak: | am pleased to rise in the House to call the members' atigntthe fact that this
week is the fourth annual Niagara Week at Queen's Park.

| want to recognize the hard work of Niagara regional chair Paténgton and the many mayors,
councillors and Niagara business and academic leaders who are joiheg tisday.

They're meeting with MPPs of all parties as well as variomssiers to draw attention to some very
important priorities they have identified in the Niagara regionudinly the expansion of GO Trar
service to Niagara, the completion of the Highway 406 extension tdviaasiStreet in Welland,

and the needed acceleration of the mid-peninsula corridor project. Speakibehalf of west
Niagara, investment is much needed for tender fruit farmers aedlggle communities, where mc
than 3,700 acres have been affected by recent plant closures, likeo@araGCadbury Schweppes.

Furthermore, the mayors and councillors will press for investnemsprove ambulance response
times, which, because of off-loading delays, unfortunately have indreadkagara by 40%nd the
impact of newly designated, provincially significant wetlands on investared growth, particular|
the Niagara Falls to Fort Erie corridor. Obviously, tourismusagbk important and there is great
opportunity presented by the War of 1812 bicentennial.

| invite members to make sure they stop by the Niagara receptioants 228 to 230 between 4:30
p.m. and 7:00 p.m. this evening.

MARY ELLEN PAULI

Mr. David Orazietti: It's my pleasure to rise in the House today to honour an outstanding act of
courage and citizenship by a brave Ontario woman. Mary Ellen Pédiicapter pilot with the
Ministry of Natural Resources, received the Governor Generalredd2és certificate of
commendation at a ceremony in Timmins earlier this week. Thiéazde of commendation

honours Canadians who have made a significant contribution to our country by prosgistgrece

to another person in a selfless manner.

On August 19, 2004, Ms. Pauli took an emergency call from the OntarionBiaWolice. A father,
grandfather and three children were stranded on an island at the mthetSoftton River in Hudst
Bay. The family had sent out a distress call before losing thtalige telephone connection,
knowing that the rising tide would eventually cover the low-lying island irertttan a metre of
water. The five stranded were in great peril.

Ms. Pauli was flying a survey crew in the Moosonee area when stietheamergency call, and
she immediately volunteered to attempt a rescue. Flying into heavy, wamdand sleet, she arrived
at the island and was able to safely evacuate the familyrésul, the Ontario Ministry of Natural
Resources' aviation and forest fire management branch nominateduM$oiPthis wel-deservec
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commendation.

Mary Ellen Pauli's selfless act of bravery in helping a familyead, despite the significant risks :
faced, is admirable and an inspiration to all Canadians. | am ppdwahour her in the House today.

BEEF PRODUCERS

Mr. Bill Murdoch: A typical beef product exchanges about 30 hands and travels hundreds, if not
thousands, of kilometres from the time it's weaned until the tieradis up on our plate. All County
Feed and Grain is changing that trend in Bruce-Grey-Owen Sound by introdunangraarketing

tool for beef products. Much like the 1@gite diet concept, this Markdale feed company's value
based on supporting local food production.

All County Feed and Grain is helping local farmers increase phefits by eliminating the
middleman and buying and selling only locally grown beef to local custoiiiteeg.buy the animals
locally, they feed the animals locally, they truck them to a Islealghterhouse, and they store them
locally before selling the final product through local butcher shopslemstaiestaurants and
institutions.

| support this integrated process because | believe it's a moiglsevesy than that of the big
conglomerates. At a time when beef producers are losing between $2p008nger animal, the
more people we can get behind our local farmers the better. da#'#fIf we were to lose these
cow-calf operations in my riding of Bruce-Grey-Owen Sound, we would tseuble.

This local beef is raised without hormones and antibiotics. Itsfilsher, and that means tastier
more nutritious.

All County Feed and Grain owners Darryl Williams and Mark Kuglinteththeir business only tw
years ago, first selling feed for horses from a mill betweerkdiéde and Meaford, and eventually
expanding into buying and selling beef products. Last week, they processed abanitrils.
Again, at a time when farmers are struggling financially in éice Df crippling cattle markets, this
a good-news story that offers all of us a new glimmer of hope.

CITIZENS FOR A SAFE ENVIRONMENT

Mr. Michael Prue: On Earth Day, it seems appropriate that | stand in this pdae¢ktabout a local
group, Citizens for a Safe Environment. It was founded 25 years agodhth, and 25 years ago,
when it was founded, one of the founding members was our own Marilyn Chwihleyhas gone on
to great and wonderful things. That group has targeted polluters in Tor@gbénd. It has been
instrumental in stopping garbage incineration as far back as 1989. lt¢tbppeewage sludge be
burnt in the Portlands area and did the first Toronto recycling fagsgiiidy in 1988. Later on, of
course, they were instrumental in our communities' actions around thenBerEnergy Centre,
unfortunately not with the same success.

Tonight marks their 25th anniversary. They are having their 25th annual geseetalg. It is being
held at the Ralph Thornton Centre at 765 Queen Street East.

| rise to give kudos to all of the people over those 25 years, the pdopleawve fought for a safe
environment, who have got the lead out of the soil, who have stopped theaticmévly kudos to
the president, Karen Buck, and to her band of environmental warriorsomhoue the fight that

was begun all that time ago and who continue to do really great thinggrfoity and for our worli
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FISH FRIDAY

Mrs. Laura Albanese: Last Friday, | had the pleasure of attending an event that is beram
tradition in the riding of York South-Weston. It is known as Fish Frigalyis a great example of
what can be achieved when communities work together towards mutualtandarg and co-
operation.

The event is organized by the Grenadian-Canadian community through thes&p#&ssbciation.

As you may know, Grenada is also known as the Isle of Spice. Tieengoae spices on this
Caribbean island per square mile than anywhere else in the woBdetiada, Fish Friday is a
cultural event that happens every week. Here in Canada, for pragéisans, it's held once a month
and is well attended by residents of all ages. It really capttueesssence of the island's culinary
traditions and fosters an ambiance of goodwill.

This local tradition is the result of hard work. The Spice Idso&iation's main goal is to bridge the
gap between the Toronto police force and youth within the Caribbean commufostdnyng

positive relations between them. Maria Meyers, the organizeedahtent, works with the
community police liaison committee of 12 Division in the riding of York Sadeston to encoura
positive participation from local police officers, who during thesenengs enjoy Grenadian music
and food with the community in a relaxed setting.

| commend the people involved. | must say that this serves as &gaeable of how we can
promote dialogue and learn about each other through informal cultural ggtheén our
multicultural society, we would go a long way by following this laudabkeative.

EDUCATION FUNDING

Mr. John O'Toole: | first rise to extend and express my support for Earth Day.

However, Mr. Speaker, | rise to inform the House of teaclyeffiain my riding of Durham. The
Kawartha Pine Ridge District School Board says that nearly 108aesacould be facing layoffs tt
school year. The chair of the school board, Diane Lloyd, was quoted incalimedia saying that
many other school boards across Ontario are facing similar challéngles Durham Catholic
board, notices of redundancy were sent to 88 teachers. We havel éile@aedia articles today
about the challenges facing the Toronto District School Board. IHdegngs and Prince Edward
District School Board, 27 elementary schools are facing the passdiilbeing closed.

School closures, layoffs and deficits are in the future for manyriOmsighools. This government
could start to show some leadership with the delivery of the $550 npll@mnised to rural schools
that are closing in Ontario. Unfortunately, Ontario lacks any plarrectdhn from this government
and its policies that will protect communities and retain frarg-taff in schools.

Mr. Speaker, you know that you in your riding and those in every riding in thiséHshould be
concerned and expressing our sincere concerns for the quality of educabanyoung people. It's
not just about re-jigging the governance model for the Toronto District SBloaotl. The closing of
swimming pools, the closing of community schools-there simply is no pladtaration, and our
young people are at risk in the province of Ontario.

19 ON THE PARK
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Ms. Helena Jaczek:On Friday, April 11, | had the pleasure of attending the groundbreaking
ceremony for the future 19 on the Park, an initiative in the town ofdMimchStouffville within my
riding of Oak Ridges-Markham.

Mr. Speaker, 19 on the Park is the concept name for the restonadia®aelopment of the historic
former town hall at 19 Civic Avenue in the downtown core of StouffviNeish to applaud my
community, which has independently raised $300,000 to support this splendid projetio prou
to announce that this project's completion has now been assured becaasaoigbfunding under
the municipal infrastructure investment initiative. Our MinistryPoblic Infrastructure Renewal has
provided a grant of $930,000 to assist the town of Whitchurch-Stouffvillsiizing its vision of
having its own vibrant and growing multipurpose community arts and culturaécent

Nineteen on the Park will feature a variety of activities,udirlg exhibitions, films, live dance al
musical performances, corporate and social receptions, meeting®eksthops, and many other
community events. The centre's flexible space will complement ¢le¢imy place role of Civic
Square and Memorial Park and will promote increased pedestifimatang Main Street in
downtown Stouftville.

Thank you to the town of Whitchurch-Stouffville and the government of Ontarjarderding the
means to permit this cultural hub to become a reality.

HORNEPAYNE SAWMILL

Mr. Michael A. Brown: | want to spend but a few moments reflecting on a family and a
community. Almost two years ago, a fire devastated the locahs8lbw Hornepayne, a community
of about 1,200 people which is 100 kilometres north of Highway 17, north of Lakeé®@ufias a
railroad town. Canadian National is still the largest employerit Imibnly a shadow of what it once
was and what it was expected to be.

The sawmill is the second-largest employer in town. It was found@ldwHaavaldsrud, and
continues to be operated by the family. The Haavaldsrud family ancthpioyees decided to
rebuild the mill, a decision the family freely admits was ablo@itcommunity, the workers and, yes,
their own family. They do not claim it to be solely a business aetisi

With the assistance of the forest prosperity fund, the northern @htitage fund, northern
Ontario grow bonds, a new banker and, most of all, sheer determitlaganill is now reopened
with a state-of-the-art sawmill line. The company now produces tdpygluanber at competitive
prices.

This family, with their employees and with the support of the provahéantario, has produced
good, sustainable jobs in the forest industry in very challenging timestlto congratulate the
Haavaldsrud family, their employees and, most of all, the communkipfepayne.

NIAGARA WEEK

Mr. Kim Craitor: This week is Niagara Week at Queen's Park. This week has bacgmaat
tradition here in Toronto. | want to welcome back to this assemblghtieman of the region, and
fact a former member of this House, Peter Partington. Welcdongng him today are many
mayors, councillors, economic development officers and business lematisyould be remiss if |
didn't mention my mayor from Niagara Falls, Ted Salci. Welcorad, As the regional chairman
has said to many of us, this is the week that he wants to thank ounmeve for the investmen
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we have made in the Niagara region.

As well, this week is about showcasing the new Niagara: biggeerahd better than ever. We
have a great park system, a growing agricultural community, many sudpeadbi@ns, including two
casinos, four- and five-star hotel accommodations, several champioatgdmolf courses, a world-
class professional theatre, a new convention centre in the worksnarmd the nicest places to visit
and in which to live in Ontario.

| need not remind the members that Niagara has extremely fineWwi@s and great restaurants
feature Ontario-grown produce. But | do want to remind you that wéaxk a chance to sample
some of the great Niagara regional wines and foods at a recepgiothia evening. I'm hoping that
all the members will be there. I'm looking forward to seeing everyonakeding you, Mr. Speaker.

WEARING OF RIBBONS

Mr. Kevin Daniel Flynn: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker: I'm seeking unanimous consent. It's
National Organ and Tissue Donation Awareness Week, and the OnillnonTGift of Life
Network has asked that we wear these green ribbons and that thegidbavagable in both lobbie
The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peterspgreed? Agreed.

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

COSMETIC PESTICIDES BAN ACT, 2008 /
LOI DE 2008 SUR L'INTERDICTION

DES PESTICIDES UTILISES

A DES FINS ESTHETIQUES
Mr. Gerretsen moved first reading of the following bill:
Bill 64, An Act to amend the Pesticides Act to prohibit the usesafelof pesticides that may be
used for cosmetic purposes / Projet de loi 64, Loi modifiant lalrdes pesticides en vue
d'interdire I'usage et la vente de pesticides pouvant étre utilissfans esthétiques.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)s it the pleasure of the House that the motion carry? Carried.

First reading agreed to.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)Yhe minister for a short statement?
Hon. John Gerretsen:|l will make a statement during ministerial statements.
MOTIONS
PRIVATE MEMBERS' PUBLIC BUSINESS
Hon. Michael Bryant: | seek unanimous consent to put forward a motion without notice regarding
private members' public business.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve PeterspAgreed? Agree
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Hon. Michael Bryant: | move that, notwithstanding standing order 96(d), the following change be
made to the ballot list of private members' public business:

Mrs. Jeffrey and Mr. Qaadri exchange places in order of precedmmtethat Mrs. Jeffrey assumes
ballot item 25 and Mr. Qaadri assumes ballot item 22; Ms. Peredenga Mr. Levac exchange
places in order of precedence, such that Ms. Pendergast assuotesebaB0 and Mr. Levac
assumes ballot item 20.
The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)s it the pleasure of the House that the motion carry? Carried.
Agreed to.

HOUSE SITTINGS
Hon. Michael Bryant: | move that, pursuant to standing order 9(c)(i), the House shallfroget
6:45 p.m. to 9:30 p.m. on Tuesday, April 22, 2008, for the purpose of consideringrgener
business.
The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)s it the pleasure of the House that the motion carry?
All those in favour will say "aye."
All those opposed will say "nay."
In my opinion, the ayes have it.
Call in the members. This will be a five-minute bell.
The division bells rang from 1351 to 1356.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve PeterspAll those in favour will rise one at a time and be recognized by
the Clerk.

Ayes
Aggelonitis, Sophia Crozier, Bruce Orazietti, David
Albanese, Laura Dhillon, Vic Phillips, Gerry
Arthurs, Wayne Dickson, Joe Pupatello, Sandra
Balkissoon, Bas Dombrowsky, Leona  Qaadri, Shafiq
Bartolucci, Rick Duguid, Brad Ramal, Khalil
Bentley, Christopher Duncan, Dwight Rinaldi, Lou
Best, Margarett Flynn, Kevin Daniel Ruprecht, Tony
Bradley, James J. Gerretsen, John Sandals, Liz
Broten, Laurel C. Gravelle, Michael Smith, Monique
Brown, Michael A. Hoy, Pat Sorbara, Greg
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Brownell, Jim

Bryant, Michael

Jaczek, Helena

Jeffrey, Linda

Sousa, Charles

Takhar, Harinder S.

Caplan, David Mauro, Bill Watson, Jim

Chan, Michael McNeely, Phil Wilkinson, John
Colle, Mike Milloy, John Wynne, Kathleen O.
Craitor, Kim Mitchell, Carol Zimmer, David

The Speaker (Hon. Steve PetersAll those opposed.

Arnott, Ted

Bailey, Robert

Barrett, Toby

Bisson, Gilles

Chudleigh, Ted

DiNovo, Cheri

Elliott, Christine

Hudak, Tim

Jones, Sylvia

Klees, Frank

Kormos, Peter

MacLeod, Lisa

Marchese, Rosario

Martiniuk, Gerry

Quellette, Jerry J.

Prue, Michael

Runciman, Robert W.

Savoline, Joyce

Sterling, Norman W.

Tabuns, Peter

Wilson, Jim

Gélinas, France Miller, Norm Witmer, Elizabeth
Hardeman, Ernie Miller, Paul Yakabuski, John
Hillier, Randy Murdoch, Bill

Horwath, Andrea O'Toole, John

Nays

Page7 of 74

The Clerk of the Assembly (Ms. Deborah Deller)The ayes are 48; the nays are 31.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters).declare the motion carried.
Agreed to.

STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY
AND RESPONSES

PESTICIDES

Hon. John Gerretsen:It's my honour to rise and tell the House about important legislatignftha
passed, would ban the sale and use of pesticides for cosmetic pagossOntario. This is the
first step in Ontario's new toxics reduction strategy, which we aneduast November. This
proposed bill is designed to protect our people's health, particulariyfthat children.

Our government understands that by acting now, by tackling toxics in olangirand water, and in
consumer products, we can help safeguard our environment. More and morelerstand how ol
health and the health of future generations is linked to the amount oicelleseeping into our
environment. It's up to us all to take a stand and make a diffe
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To that point, | would like to acknowledge Jan Kasperski, with therfor€allege of Family
Physicians, who is in the gallery today. She's joined by Susan Koswahlegson and Tania
Orton, with Pesticide Free Ontario; Doris Grinspun, of the RagdtNurses' Association of
Ontario; Gideon Forman and Farrah Khan, of the Canadian Associatibg€igns for the
Environment; and Irene Gallagher, with the Canadian Cancer SocielyoMé to each and every
one of them, and thanks for the hard work they have done on this issue.

Jan is the CEO of the Ontario College of Family Physicians, #adhe story of how her grandson
was running onto a lawn that had just been sprayed with pesticide.sHeawoung to read the
warning sign. He picked up a ball and put it in his mouth, and becameygithv&st she states, "We
need to choose the health of our children over the odd weed in our yard."

Our government agrees. We listened to Jan and to others throughout the prouimsdassue. We
also listened to medical experts, who have made a convincing casddoing our exposure to
pesticides, particularly for children who are susceptible to thepaitbarmful effects. Our
proposed legislation benefits from their input, as well as fronrmsiight of diverse groups
representing environmental, agricultural, industrial and municipakstiras well as many others.

Our government would like to recognize the good work of the Ontario chagter Ganadian
Cancer Society, Cancer Care Ontario and so many other organizh#iofiglit this terrible disease
and support those who suffer. The Canadian Cancer Society has exgsesaddrn over growing
evidence that exposure to pesticides may cause an increased asledlypes of cancer. Numerous
other studies have also shown that pesticides can negatively affeat hesdth.

Therefore, since the cosmetic use of pesticide has no healthtpb@nefiloes have the potential to
cause harm, and since there are environmentally friendly altem&tiviawn and garden care, our
government is proposing this ban on both the use and sale of pesticidegid2estcluding
herbicides, insecticides and fungicides, would be banned for use fortmogorposes; for example,
sprays and chemicals that are applied merely to improve the appeafdaans, gardens, parks ¢
schoolyards.

The proposed legislation would allow pesticide use in Ontario's agreiudtod forestry sectors,
since they already have strict rules on the storage and applicapestimides through certification
and licensing processes. An exception will also be made for golf sptasgever, that exception
would only be given if golf courses comply with the requirements set oeguiations that would
be made if the legislation is enacted, through integrated pest magragemmgrams. It would also
allow pesticides to be used, as needed, to ensure public healtistémce, to fight West Nile virus.

If passed, this legislation would authorize the province to develop atiegulisting the specific
pesticides and active ingredients in lawn and garden products that wdddred. We're also
posting the proposed legislation on the Environmental Bill of Rights negidte ask that interested
parties follow the link on the Ministry of the Environment's home pageview the legislation and
provide their comments by May 22 of this year. We hope that the propgsadtlen will be passe
and a ban will go into effect for the 2009 growing season.

Today we proposed a ban on the cosmetic use and sale of pesticideshecpyevince. This is an
important step towards protecting Ontario's children and families rieedless exposure to harmful
chemicals. | urge all the members of this House to support thsdaeon.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve PetersResponses?

PESTICIDES
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Mr. Toby Barrett: | will say off the top, on behalf of myself and many of my caucugaglies,
that we support the concept of eliminating, obviously, the non-essentiafl pssticides, albeit to
protect the health and environment of this province. We might even suppdsiiitaithough | see
it's only three pages-provided it's not, as we've heard in the mediapotiéig,relations puffery,
which this government is renowned for.

Now, as far as an outright k-a ban on the sale and use-well, that's why we have debate. That's why
we have public hearings. That's why it's so important to review #énatlire, to review the research
and the evidence.

To be more specific, we support a science-based approach to ensuthegliuand environment
are protected when it comes to the use of chemicals, not only oocalibiut on our parkland, our
lawns, our gardens, our farms, our golf courses. This is a very emp@sue, not to be decided on
emotion or based on a gimmick presented during the very important EartteBhyation that goes
back decades and not to be rushed through as a mere three-page bill.

| can also say that to achieve our shared goals, take a look at$aand what they've achieved in
reducing their pesticide use by 52% over the past 15 years, through prapengohfise that stres:
the benefits of IPM-integrated pest management. Clearly, wkeaanfrom the example our
agricultural producers have set, farmers who are required to go thrairghg and certification
every five years, as | think you've just mentioned.

| certainly look forward to debating this legislation's place withimtlyeiad, the constellation, of
rules and regulations, legislation that's already in existence, nobherdyn Ontario but right across
Canada.

For instance, in the province of Ontario, pesticides and their esdraady regulated federally: The
federal Pest Control Products Act controls the sale and use wigessin Canada. The Food and
Drugs Act allows for the setting of maximum limits for pestiaidsidue in foods. The
Environmental Protection Act includes numerous provisions to protect thememeént and human
health from injury from pesticides. The Fertilizers Act regsiiregistration of the fertilizer-pesticide
mixtures. The Feeds Act is to prevent contamination of livestoclsféend here, within our own
province of Ontario, as we know, we have the Ontario PesticidgsvAdave the Municipal Act,
we already have the Weeds Act and the forest sustainability act.

We have met with stakeholders on all sides on this issue in theolvike& government's publication
of its proposal on the Environmental Bill of Rights. | do note therelsreat concern that emotion
does not override what we can learn from science and from expetiemmedvice and regulations
as we see from the federal PMRA-the pesticides managemew ragency.

| also do note-l hear concerns-that it is important to be cledefofitions of cosmetic use
distinguished from curative and public health issues. There's confusmmefialking about
cosmetic use or cosmetic pesticides? As well, in rural @ntae current proposal has led to
guestions emanating from the possible introduction of a ban on the usdtbf Ce@ada-approved
pest control products in urban centres, while permitting their usgahgettings. Some do point out
that this precedent establishes two standards for health andfeafétytario residents. Clearly,
where our health and the health of our environment are concerned, a dantéedis neither
desirable nor acceptable.

1410

Further, | hear in rural Ontario the concern that this proposeddegisimay well be a slippery
slope. It seems to suggest that there's something inherently wrortgewthrious herbicide

http://hansardindex.ontla.on.ca/hansardeiss-1/I031a.htn 17/02/201



Hansard Issue: LO31 PagelC of 74

insecticides, fungicides, and | would go on to mention algaecides and cadks)tivhether they be
used in farming, forestry, on golf courses or on homeowners' propertiteskady to walk on a
sprayed lawn but not on a sprayed golf course? Or, is it okay to eah&ddths been treated with
some of the products we're discussing today?

PESTICIDES

Mr. Peter Tabuns: New Democrats look forward to ensuring that the bill that's beeemisskby
the minister actually has the teeth to deliver the ban on the gesibe of pesticides that Ontarians
want.

Let's be clear that praise today should be for Ontario's municipalike the city of Toronto, and
Ontario's activists, many of whom are here today: the RNAO, thadian Association of
Physicians for the Environment, the Ontario College of Family Physicand the David Suzuki
Foundation-a variety of people who over a long period of time have worked haekéosure that
action would be taken in this province. They've done the heavy lifting onghes is

It was actually the city of Toronto that, 10 years ago, first browghitard in this province the

legislation, and was joined by 30 other municipalities like Oakvilegrgina, Caledon, Guelph,
Newmarket, Markham, Vaughan, London and Peterborough. Those were the pibhegnsere
the people who went through the heavy-duty fights in the council chambers tamsakappen.

In January | had the opportunity to talk to a fellow in London who had been oth#reside of this
fight when London brought forward its bylaw. He had been a pesticide appiicéhe lawn care
business. He found that, in the end, when that bylaw came into éfedit] extraordinarily well
switching to analysis of lawns and their need for nutrients andnigéaivns with nutrients as a way
of having them resist pests and weeds without using herbicides oidessachuge business
opportunity for him and a huge business opportunity for this province as a whole.

So it was the city of Toronto and these activists who fought the chkeommpanies all the way to
the Supreme Court of Canada. That's what these folks did, and wertbadk them today, on
Earth Day. They have been the leaders.

| want to say to you, Speaker, and to those in the gallery who ar@nigttoday that they've gone
quite a distance. But | have to note to them that an act thahe/&ey recommendation from the
Walkerton inquiry, the Sustainable Water and Sewage Systems Actphget been proclaimed by
this government even though it has been passed. So my caution to all of yme: &6wne quite a
distance. This act may well be passed in this Legislaturéitwilfact be proclaimed?

A second point: If proclaimed, will it be enforced? Last yearBinaronmental Commissioner of
Ontario reported widespread nenforcement of environmental laws in this province. His repor
entitled Doing Less with Less. In fact, there are not adegesteirces with the Ministry of Natural
Resources or the Ministry of the Environment to enforce the lawsithamn the books. Those laws
that are on the books but going unenforced may just as well not even bebookke

| have to say to the people in this Legislature and to those who aempiethe gallery today that
you have to be prepared to go the next few steps to make sure thesattien is passed that's
useful, then you have to make sure it gets proclaimed so that it aaimes$fect. Then they will
have to act to ensure that it is enforced. Those are things thabhaagpen. It is not good enough
to simply put a law on a table, declare a virtue and walk off.ofter steps have to be there.

VISITORS
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The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)V/e welcome a number of guests to the Legislature today.
On behalf of the member from Hamilton Mountain, in the east mehdsisry: Elyse Bantum.

On behalf of the member from Renfrew-Nipissing-Pembroke, in tharesambers' gallery: Mark
Mackenzie, his Green Party opponent in the 2007 provincial election.

On behalf of a number of members here in the Legislature todaypuld ke to welcome students
from the environmental club from Cathedral High School in Hamilton andtdaeher, Mrs.
Salciccioli: Cristina Silvestri, Natasha Laroque, Nathtdua, Stephanie Santos, Chandal Kilgor,
Amy Pachai, Codie Taylor and Linh Hoang. They're located in the essbers' gallery.

In the west public gallery, members of the Organization of ttaet-and Sessional Employees of
Colleges of Applied Arts and Technology: Roger Courvette, Candy LindsayRayl. Sabrina
DeGirolama and Shirley Wood. That's on behalf of the member fromyF8padina.

On behalf of page Michael Thomas-Fulford, we'd like to welcome tt@maon to the west
members' gallery: Sally Thomas, his mother; John Fulford, his f&Ragick Thomas-Fulford, his
brother; and Patricia Fulford, his grandmother.

On behalf of all the members from the Niagara region-many of theenbbe®en introduced-we'd like
to welcome the mayors and councillors from the Niagara region vi§husgn's Park for Niagara
Week.

On behalf of the Legislature, in the west members' galleryPkter Partington, the member from
Brock in the 33rd Parliament.

Welcome to all of our guests today.
ORAL QUESTIONS

NATIVE LAND DISPUTES

Mr. Robert W. Runciman: | have a question to the Premier regarding the expansion of native
protests across Ontario. Over the last number of weeks, Sor¥gtrotestors have been blocking
access to a number of construction sites in Brantford. Yestehdameamber from Haldimand-
Norfolk raised the fact that Six Nations protesters are now bloekdeyelopment on the Ancas
fairgrounds. Yesterday, we learned that native protestors had sétagkade on County Road 2 in
Deseronto, and have been occupying a nearby privately owned quarry for seme tim

Premier, whatever your government has been doing in Caledonia for ttvedgstis years clearly

isn't working. Native protests are expanding. What do you plan to do abowgdhiatmg situation?
Hon. Dalton McGuinty: To the Minister of Aboriginal Affairs.

Hon. Michael Bryant: Just as an update to the subject that the member raised, thelblecketed
by Mohawk protestors in eastern Ontario has in fact come down. & dawn at about 10 a.m.

today.

| note as well that the chief of the band council of the Tyendinaga MoGawncil said yesterday
that that council, and he as chief, did-1 repeat, did n-sanction a blockade of the busy soutfF
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Ontario highway.

| think it's important to note that, in fact, the blockade is down ariditbachief and council
exercised some leadership to indicate that this was not somethatgpsad by their First Nation.
Those streets are now free, and we're pleased that it endedaceful fashion.

Mr. Robert W. Runciman: We're pleased that it's ended, perhaps temporarily, in a peaceful
situation. But the reality is that we're not aware of any chdrgieg laid. By failing to enforce the
rule of law in Caledonia and Brantford, and refusing to shut down HDIhaimaking what
everyone would classify as extortion demands, and may fall underdhaificiation in the Criminal
Code of Canada-you are in fact giving tacit consent to further pratedtrther blockades.
Developers are being told by the government not to pay the fees, but you do rogtomthe
situation in Brantford and others areas.

Minister, what are you going to tell the people of Brantford, AncastdrDeseronto who are
worried about their safety, their homes and their businesses h&gathiould steel themselves,
because, as your Premier said to another issue, "This too slsa#t pas
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Hon. Michael Bryant: | was speaking to Haldimand county council today. In attendance were a
number of citizens; obviously, the full council and the mayor were tle@es around what we are
doing next were discussed. The answer is, negotiations are being enddbeageould see those
who are on the street and at the work sites come off the atr@ etff the work sites and allow for
discussions by way of negotiation.

Based on the recommendations of the Ipperwash commission, it ectiremended course of
action not to escalate the tension but rather to de-escalaemhentand, most importantly, to come

to a lasting solution. That lasting solution will only happen if the gmeit down and negotiate, and
that's exactly the goal that we're pursuing.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters):inal supplementary. The member from Lanark-Frontenac-
Lennox and Addington

Mr. Randy Hillier: Premier, your government is creating a culture of violence and confuisi
Napanee and Deseronto, we expect nothing less than one law for eveagdnajustice for n
man. You choose not to protect our communities from armed thugs, nor do yod kdefa title to
our properties. When will you stand up and protect property, stop the vialed@nd your policy
of different laws for different people?

Hon. Michael Bryant: This comes from a member who-

Interjection: Shot deer out of season.

Hon. Michael Bryant: Well, shot deer out of season and blocked Highway 401.

If I'd closed my eyes, | could have heard the words of Mike Harhenvhe said-

Mr. Randy Hillier: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker: Those are patently untrue. Uhbdss
minister has evidence, | would ask him to withdraw those comr
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The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)t's not a point of order, but | do remind the members again to be
conscious of their language. We've got a full gallery here again todayhiAgyhat's going to evol
stress within this chamber isn't useful to any of us.

Minister of Aboriginal Affairs.

Mr. Peter Kormos: On a point of order, Speaker: standing order 23(k)-
The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters):thank the member for the reminder.

Minister of Aboriginal Affairs.

Hon. Michael Bryant: The member makes reference to violence. In fact, the moshtviole
confrontation, the one that gave rise to a public inquiry, was the Ipgleeafrontation, and in it,
the recommendation from Commissioner Linden was very clear:

"It is inappropriate for the government to enter the law enforcedoenain of the police. Law
enforcement properly falls within the responsibility of the policemBintain police independence,
the government cannot direct when and how to enforce the law...fotttlse police to decide
"whether and when arrests will be made, and the manner in whictwilheg executed."”

We will continue to follow that advice.

ELIZABETH BAIN

Mr. Robert W. Runciman: My question is to the Attorney General. It has to do with the rather
extraordinary circumstances surrounding the Robert Baltovich trial artgon by the crown
today to call no evidence and no witnesses. Of course, the judgedliitexfary to come in with a
not guilty verdict.

To the minister: | think this cries out for some elaboration and eapéa. This is almost four years
from the appeal court's decision that there should be a new tridBallovich has had his life turn
upside down. The Bain family, the parents of Elizabeth Bain, havetlestimg in the wind,
essentially, for the last number of years. | would ask the AttdBexeral to elaborate on what
happened today and why it happened.

Hon. Christopher Bentley: The Leader of the Opposition is correct. This is a tragedy fd3aire
family. It's a tragedy for the parents of Elizabeth Bain. They dba# any closure, and my
sympathies and, | know, all members' sympathies go out to them.

For Mr. Baltovich, he was found not guilty today, and | hope that he wdbbeto get on with the
rest of his life. As the member knows, and as all members lkanaexny trial was ordered as a result
of an appeal process. There were certain decisions made bykhedge with respect to the
appropriate evidence in light of changes in the law. After those ruliegs made, the crown made
an immediate determination, based on advice from the chief prosaadttine head of the criminal
law division, that there was not a case to proceed with, inditdaéduickly to the court this
morning, and the not guilty verdict has resulted.
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Mr. Robert W. Runciman: I'm not sure when the judge made those as yet unspecified changes, in
terms of pretrial evidentiary rules, but it seems passing sttargygyone on the outside that they
would go through the process of scheduling court time, empanelling a jury arstahding up and
saying, "We're not going to call witnesses; we're not going to pregdetee." It seems to me that

this could have been dealt with in a much more timely way, and | thoall$ out for much more
elaboration than the Attorney General has given at this point inltegain ask him to make an

effort here today to explain a more understandable rationale fdedigon, especially for Elizabe
Bain's family.

Hon. Christopher Bentley: The member will want to know that the victim services people have
been of assistance to the Bain family throughout these proceedings.

The member is quite right: My understanding of the process is thintah@dge was making
ongoing determinations with respect to evidentiary matters, as usiaotnmon in cases of this size
and complexity. He made some determinations of certain evidencetenaided it was not
appropriate to be introduced. There were some changes in the lavg, @nekalt of those, the cro
made the determination to seek further advice, and got advice frarhighg@rosecutor, from the
director of the criminal law division, and, pursuant to the crown's ddtysed the court that it
would not be appropriate to proceed. That is in the highest traditiohs ofdwn office. Quite
appropriately, the jury returned the only verdict available, which waguily. It had to be done
that way, because the hands-

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)Yhank you. Final supplementary.

Mr. Robert W. Runciman: | think that the Bain family, whether they are meeting with mcti
services or not today-not only the Bain family, but the public at largerdes a more fulsome
explanation of what happened here. If there were changes in evideul@&srand the crown opted
no to appeal, based on advice from the chief prosecutor, | think thailithe and the Bain family
have a right to know. You're not really explaining why it took so long, whynt ¥eethis process of
getting court time and empanelling a jury.

| would suggest that if it was purely a question of not enough admissidéEnee, why not stay the
charge while attempting to gather additional evidence? It strikegbahéhis calls out-this is an
extraordinary situation-for a public inquiry. Will the minister comtaitioing just that?

Hon. Christopher Bentley: As the member knows, this matter has gone through an appeal process,
and a new trial was ordered. It was entirely appropriate to ploile the new trial.

In the course of the new trial advancing, the trial judge madaicenidentiary rulings based on
changes in the law. Some of those rulings meant, before the case fotin, that evidence that the
crown thought was going to be available was not appropriate to be introdurctte Basis of those
rulings, the crown made the determination it must make. The crown sagbé from the chief
prosecutor; the director of the criminal law division determinecktives no case to answer.

Again | say this is a tragedy for the Bain family. Our heart gog¢so the parents, and our
condolences to them. The memory of Elizabeth Bain will not be forgotkeow the parents will
always be wondering. Our hearts do go out to them in this difficult time
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CLIMATE CHANGE
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Mr. Peter Tabuns: A question for the Premier: When will you present a fully funded atadlele
climate plan for the people of this province?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty: | know that my friend, who has a passionate interest in this iSsLst,
have missed much of the good news that we've been putting out in recenmearling our clima
change plan. It includes everything from specific targets to a broagarapproaches that we are
taking to arrive at our targets. The single biggest thing that welng tiere in Ontario, which will
result in the single largest greenhouse gas reduction in the coumtrphiase out coal-fired
generation. We're one third of the way there. We look forward to proxeadd achieving more
success on this particular file, but that is the single biggestesoeduction of greenhouse gas
emissions in the entire country, and that's an important component of our pla

Mr. Peter Tabuns: The Premier says he has a plan, yet he's allowing garbage irmis¢oato
forward that put out 30% more carbon dioxide than coal plants; for gésifiege're talking 90%.
Why, if you have a plan, are you allowing these greenhouse gas belchefsriwayd?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty: Again, just so we understand what we're after here, our greetstiige
greenhouse gas emissions are 6% below 1990 levels by 2014, 15% by 2020 and 80% by 2C
are pretty ambitious. Again, we think the single most importatufeaf that remains our phaseat
of coal-fired generation, but there are other components to our plagllameluding Move Ontario
2020. I'd love to have the member opposite's support in this regard. lilsgleegseatest investme
in public transit, not just in the history of our province, but in the hisitbthe country. It's $17.5
billion, which will result in all kinds of new opportunities for peopleo are presently using cars to
remove themselves from the comfort and convenience of their car amavé&towards the comfort
and convenience of a modern public transit system. Again, that's justn@nelimension of a very
comprehensive climate change plan.

Mr. Peter Tabuns: Well, all interesting points, but not a plan. Your Minister of Em@ironment
about a month ago said that you would be bringing forward a climate plao or three months.
Which of you is right?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty: Let me just remind the member of some parts of our plan thableave
out for some time now. In addition to our green targets for greenhousengassons, we have a
green power plan, which is another dimension of our plan-$150 million to lagsigowners in
reducing greenhouse gas emissions, conserving energy and adopting green techhbtrgiés.
Move Ontario 2020, the plan which | just referenced-a $17.5-billion investmeublic transit.
There's the creating-jobs-by-going-green part of our plan, which includ&4 d&rbillion Next
Generation of Jobs Fund. There's also another dimension to our plan, our ggavdignension,
which is 50 million new trees to be planted in southern Ontario by 2020e Bnegust parts of a
very comprehensive and very exhaustive climate change plan which we'regpraddcute on
behalf of the good people of Ontario.

GREEN POWER GENERATION

Mr. Paul Miller: My question is for the Premier. The onset of climate change simdptications
for the environment and economy will require significant investment engexhnologies in areas
such as energy generation. Here in Canada, Quebec is home to tharsaiacturer of large wind
turbines. Quebec has aggressively pursued investment in new manufactafings through the
introduction of a fully refundable manufacturing tax credit. When wdl¥cGuinty government do
the same and adopt the NDP's 20% manufacturing investment tax cegthid¢b green jobs to
Ontario?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty: The NDP keeps talking about the refundable tax credit. That's euben

http://hansardindex.ontla.on.ca/hansardeiss-1/I031a.htn 17/02/201



Hansard Issue: LO31 Pagel€ of 74

approach, but we haven't adopted that. We've gone with an immediatetnedroacto capital taxe
which puts results in the hands of our manufacturers immediately.

But | do agree entirely with the member opposite when he says tkexeanomic opportunities to
be found in going green. We are the fastest-growing renewable juosdictall of North America.
We've got wind turbines popping up around the province. We're putting up the tmigesarm in
the world just outside of Sarnia. All of that is good for the econotisycreating good, new, green
jobs and it's going to produce more revenues to suppor-quality public services.

Mr. Paul Miller: Last August, the McGuinty government directed the Ontario Power Atthori
seek 2,000 megawatts of renewable energy, much of which will comenfiraain This is an
opportunity to create thousands of well-paying green jobs in Ontario.

Why won't the Premier commit to the NDP's 50% Buy Ontario policy forfianye Ontario turbine
paid for by the province's hydro taxpayers?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty: To the Minister of Energy.

Hon. Gerry Phillips: | am very proud of our renewable plan. We're certainly leading Caihadé&,
North America. The OPA, the Ontario Power Authc-it is true: We've gone from, | think, 15
megawatts of wind power four years ago; we now have 500. We've got an80tuader contrac
We've gone from last to first in Canada in terms of wind gener@orthe solar, as the Premier just
mentioned, a few days ago we announced a solar plan in Kingston, and we adrosoleg plan in
Sarnia.

These are real jobs being created to develop these projects, to preekecprojects, to construct
these projects. We are, as | say, leading the way in Northi¢aar clean, renewable energy,
creating jobs for that and creating clean, renewable energy fordpkepé Ontario.

Mr. Paul Miller: The Ontario manufacturing sector has lost more than 200,000 jobs under the
McGuinty government. Competing jurisdictions are catching the wave gfée® manufacturing
a way to create new wegbaying jobs. Last year, there were eight million green jobs in UStmmek
That attracted $148 million in investment, an increase of 60% froryetuebefore.

Ontario can attract some of these green jobs with a 20% green etanatainvestment tax credit
and a 50% Buy Ontario strategy. What is the government waiting for?

Hon. Gerry Phillips: We're not waiting. My colleague the Minister of Research and Inmovh&s
a specific job fund, a job fund to ensure that we encourage manufacectogs here for clean,
renewable projects. That's happening. That's a significant finanegdtment there.

We are also insisting, on behalf of the people of Ontario, on doublingdtaqtion of electricity
through renewables. As | said earlier, we've gone from virtuallyind t8 500 megawatts now and
we have another 1,300 coming on stream. These will create jobsyitlesreate manufacturing
jobs. With my colleague the Minister of Research and Innovation, witfuture job fun«I think

it's $1.2 billion-that too will create real manufacturing jobs foradean, renewable sector.

We have a leadership role that we're playing. We are doubling the resseeofables that will create

effective wind and solar power, but also manufacturing jobs, which sesiag across the province
right now
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LEGISLATIVE REFORM

Mrs. Elizabeth Witmer: My question is to the Premier. Premier, today you and the three House
leaders received a letter from Randy Rath, the president ofuben@ Park press gallery, advising
that at their AGM today press gallery members voted unanimouslystaancerns about the tim

of question period under your proposed changes to the standing orders.

The letter raises the same concerns that we have raiseis, that having question period in the
morning will limit media access to the Premier and cabinetsteirs and will interfere with their
filing for noon newscasts.

| ask you today, Premier, are you prepared to seriously consider tiiesgres and change the
timing of question period to 1 p.m., as we suggest?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty: To the House leader.

Hon. Michael Bryant: Yes, this bombshell arrived on my desk this morning. You know, it's one
thing to get into a fight with people who print ink by the barrel, butnigher thing to face the
wrath of Randy Rath. So it is with shaking hands that | respond to histionj where he says he
would "welcome the opportunity to discuss these concerns with you." Wsdhanagine Mr. Rath
saying that he'd welcome the opportunity. He'd probably say something-welfitisay it here. |
would welcome the opportunity, of course, to sit down with Randy Rath ahdheifpress gallery
and discuss this matter in a fulsome fashion.
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Mrs. Elizabeth Witmer: | think all these words ring hollow when you look at the process involved
in the discussions with the House leaders. There was no discussyaurgromise to Randy Rath
and the gallery probably is the same. But | would ask you today, will yetwii the House

leaders and the press gallery this week in order to discuss changimgitigeof question period to
o'clock in the afternoon so that we can have freedom of the press andurakieat you don't-

Interjections.

Mrs. Elizabeth Witmer: -and that we can ensure that your current plan doesn't move forward,
because your current plan, as you know, is attempting to avoid mediaywamndi, in turn, public
scrutiny.

Hon. Michael Bryant: | know the Free Randy T-shirts are being printed as we speak elssanf
having some concern with this. The idea that the media wouldn't hass &@ely is very
troubling to me. So I'm going to have to seriously take a look at this drelgeéng to have to talk
about this further.

In all seriousness, the original proposal in fact was to have a 9:36ajuperiod start, which would
have addressed all of these issues, and instead, in response to tit@opp@scompromised. The
bottom line is that Mr. Rath has asked for a meeting with diingself or the entire press gallery-
my preference is the entire press gallery-and | look forward torteating.

COMMUNITY COLLEGES
COLLECTIVE BARGAINING
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Mr. Rosario Marchese: My question is to the Attorney General. On August 30, 2007, Minister
Bentley, then Minister of Training, Colleges and Universities, psethto extend collective
bargaining rights to college part-time workers and sessionals. Whigedidihister, now as the
Attorney General, send his lawyer to the labour board last Thursdague against these very se
workers for those rights?

Hon. Christopher Bentley: To the Minister of Training, Colleges and Universities.

Hon. John Milloy: | thank the member for his question. It gives me an opportunity toateiteur
government's commitment to extend bargaining rights totipaetworkers in Ontario's colleges. T
honourable member is well aware of that commitment and our workdeitim Whitaker, who we
commissioned to do a report on this. We thank Mr. Whitaker for histregmch was made public
on February 1. We've had an opportunity to review his report and consultakigskders, and |
hope to be reporting back to the Legislature in the near future.

Mr. Rosario Marchese: Thank you, Minister Bentley, for the answer.

| would say that the report of the adviser, Mr. Whitaker, saiddhy®u, government: "Part-time
employees should be immediately granted the right to unionize." That'syeveaid on page 34 of
this report. That was 82 days ago and you're still studying the resagnis.

What we know is that the Ministry of the Attorney General arguethistiusly against letting part-
timers and sessionals have their say on union representation. Thatfewgugstion was to Minist
Bentley. Roger Couvrette, president of the provincial organization tfipears, is here, with many
others. He and the thousands and thousands of workers who have signed cardsalplilce to
hear the minister's response: Why did Minister Bentley promise éoexbllective bargaining
rights to college part-timers and sessionals in August and, by Afgue against these workers'
rights to good wages, benefits and stability?

Hon. John Milloy: As | said, we thank Mr. Whitaker for his report and | hope to pertig back
to the House in the near future on living up to the commitment thatagle tast August. It's funny
that in his question, the honourable member forgot to point out that whe D&hevdle in
government, they put forward a bill on this same matter and nevegéebeyond second reading.

DECORUM IN CHAMBER

Mr. Peter Kormos: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker: | regret raising a point of atdeng
guestion period, but again | refer to standing order 23(k), and | ask thkeBpe reflect upon the
reply of the government House leader to the question from the ConseRattyeMrs. Witmer,
with reference to a legitimate communication from the QueenkspPess gallery and his mocking
of it. His mocking of it, his trivialization of it, his disregafia that body, representatives of the
fourth estate and fifth estate here, is, | submit to you, atetheleast the type of abusive and
insulting language that's contrary to standing order 23(Kk).

The Speaker (Hon. Steve PetersBtop the clock. | appreciate the member's point of order. | would
remind all members that perhaps it's good for all of us to take tsm@eo read the standing orders.

| think it would be a good refresher for everyone, because 23(k)-andHisay &ll members of the
Houseis very clear: for any member to use "abusive or insulting languageattiee likely to creal
disorder” in this House. I'm not speaking directly to the point he jisstdlaWe had another point
raised earlier. I'd just remind all members of 23(k) and tryingamtain some order in this House
and language that causes disorder in the cha
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Hon. Michael Bryant: On a point of order, Mr. Speakebviously not on that point, because yol
made a ruling alreadyjust want to be clear here: Are you making a finding that abusivesolting
language was used in my answer? If not now, then perhaps you would revteandoeipt and
report back to the House. It would be helpful, Speaker.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters):am not directing my comments at any member. I'm asking
of us to think about what we say and how we say it and what it caitkestive House. I'd just ask
you to think about the language you use.

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

Ms. Sophia Aggelonitis:My question is to the Minister of Research and Innovation. The Ontario
Institute for Cancer Research is an independent, ngirbdit organization making a huge differel

in the lives of Ontarians and people around the world through its focus omjowayearly

detection, diagnosis and treatment of cancer. I'm proud to say thastihde is partnered with
researchers at the McMaster Institute for Molecular Biology Biotechnology. Will the minister
please outline the steps our government is taking to make sure this &mdhpart of Ontario's

fight against cancer can continue to do its important work?

Hon. John Wilkinson: | want to thank my friend from Hamilton Mountain for the question. | @
share with her the sobering statistics that one in three Canadmanwill develop cancer, one in
two Canadian men will develop cancer and one in four Canadians, abbyrettill die from cancer,
so | think it falls upon all of us to try to fight cancer.

What we did back in 2005, before the member was here, was the¢atedcthe Ontario Institute 1
Cancer Research. We committed some $347 million over five yeseadioa clear signal that we
wanted the full range of cancer research to be done and coordinated emdrésearchers to
collaborate so that they weren't duplicating their efforts, and, asarduwith clear goals of
prevention, detection, diagnosis and treatment, all in efforts ofgttgi find a cure.

I'll answer your question in the supplementary. | just want to say, oif béhd of us to our
colleague the Minister of Government and Consumer Services, who fhisnsslovering from
cancer surgery, that we hope, Ted, to see you back shortly.

Ms. Sophia Aggelonitis:Dr. Yonghong Wan, at the McMaster Institute for Molecular Biology and
Biotechnology, is receiving over $600,000 in funding for research into vaccinesathangage the
immune system and attack tumour tissue without harming normal tissue.

At McMaster, rapidly moving research from concept to clinicalgns a priority and is in line with
the goals of the Ontario Institute for Cancer Research, which toaksckly turning discoveries
into treatments. This funding provides opportunities for internationally nead\scientists to come
to McMaster and continue their work, as well as opportunitiesrfdergraduate and graduate
students to become the groundbreaking researchers of tomorrow. Woulaistemoutline the
ramifications this funding will have locally and globally?
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Hon. John Wilkinson: | had the pleasure last week of joining Dr. Tom Hudson, who is tis&lpre
and the scientific director of OICR, for the announcement of some #&ihrworth of cutting-
edge, globally significant research. | want to commend Dr. Wan anddmsat McMaster for beir
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successful in receiving one of these grants.

We can imagine a day when we can actually be vaccinated agairest. daay to my friends here,
we know that there is a new vaccine for cervical cancer, sodihalaughters one day will never
have to suffer from cervical cancer as women. | remembenke, we made an announcement
with Sanofi Pasteur about their new, $100-million global researchecsiteéd here in Toronto,
which is looking for vaccines for melanoma and for colorectal cancer.

| believe that day will be found here in Ontario because of the haidoiour researchers. We
commend Dr. Wan and his team for being part of that bright new future.

ADOPTION DISCLOSURE

Mr. Norman W. Sterling: My question is for the Minister of Community and Social Services.
Madam Minister, under your former adoption disclosure legislation1B8| children's aid societies
could file a disclosure veto to protect the identity of victims wése child abuse who were remo
from their parents and then adopted. Your present Bill 12, whichienhdf the standing
committee, removes that protection, meaning that a child who id bgpleer birth father, rescued
the children's aid, and adopted after September 1 of this year valinmaway to prevent her natural
parents from finding out her adopted identity once she turns 19. Why are yowingrthis

important protection for victims of severe child abuse?

Hon. Madeleine Meilleur: | appreciate the question coming from the member of the opposition
party. It's a good question. It's a question that we asked ourselvellimgdtas new legislation. Bl
the McGuinty government strongly believes that all Ontarians should beodbsn more about
their own personal history. That is why the government has decidedaguoér this legislation. Tt
proposed legislation does not include a determination of abuse.

We have discussed this issue with our stakeholders and their adsitieatveve should treat adults
like adults and not like children. So the intent of the proposed legisliatio open adoption records
for adults, not children.

Mr. Norman W. Sterling: May | quote the Ontario Association of Children's Aid Societies'
submission before the committee: "Children who survive rape as inéieisipted murder, torture,
or are starved and exposed to other forms of neglect should be afforaggdmtinity to rebuild
their lives in loving, adoptive homes. Adoptees should not have to liverithigahe perpetrators
those acts of violence have a legal entitlement"-that's what y@ivang them*to learn their name
at age 19 and then track them down...." That's what the Ontario atsso@f Children's Aid
Societies says.

Why don't you take these people's advice, who have tremendous experiencargathighom we
entrust many of our children to? Why don't you have a heart and protecthhidsenan their
adulthood from these very abusive and violent people?

Hon. Madeleine Meilleur: Again, the proposed legislation does not include a determination-of-
abuse process. We have consulted with our stakeholders and the adwaSwbaeceived is for
open adoption. So this is to modernize the legislation.

We're not the leader in that area. Many provinces across Canadhikaype of legislation. It's to

open the adoption records, and that's what we're doing. People are atidwet/twhere they con
from. That's what this legislation is doi
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DECORUM IN CHAMBER

Mr. Peter Kormos: | have a question to the Premier. The Premier heard the goverdmesd
leader reply to the question of the member for Kitchener-Waterloerain she referenced a letter
that had been written to the Premier by Mr. Rath, the presidém @ueen's Park press gallery.

He heard his minister respond in terms that were derisive, moahngive, insulting and an effort
to generate cheap laughs. Does he approve of that behaviour on the pantiofdtes?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty: Speaker, to the House leader.

Hon. Michael Bryant: Again, | say that the letter that was sent from the pretsgab myself
asked for a meeting. | agreed to the meeting. As far as I'neicw@d; that's the end of the story. If
there were any remarks in there that were in any way mocking, \fréne§t were self-deprecating to
the speaker. | look forward to continued debate on this very, very imporédier.

Mr. Peter Kormos: Again, to the Premier: The members of this chamber, asawsltores, if not
hundreds, if not thousands of people listened to your minister mock and speafelyeand
dismissively of Mr. Rath when Mr. Rath, on behalf of journaliste la¢iQueen’'s Park, attempted to
raise some very serious matters on behalf of, yes, the Quednjz&sx gallery.

Will the Premier stand up and condemn his minister for that behaviour?

Hon. Michael Bryant: Speaker, | just want to reinforce that the question that was fhe ietter
was, in fact, to state a position and ask for a meeting.

Interjection.

Hon. Michael Bryant: I'm trying to answer the question; the member apparently wants @oquest
and | look forward to getting it.

| think the gist of this was, can we have a meeting? The answes.

| appreciate the words of advice from the leader of the third padycertainly will be checking
Hansard to see the language that he has used in the past-a membas siown up on the
legislative grounds dressed up, literally, in a dog-aody outfit, lecturing people in this Legislatt
about their conduct. | do look forward to having the opportunity-or your having the oppgrtunit
Speaker-to make a ruling on whether or not those words were in violation.

AIR QUALITY

Mr. Charles Sousa:My question is to the Minister of Transportation. Almost daily,dri@ncerns
from the constituents of my riding of Mississauga South about the quathy afr we breathe.

Recently, a study was done to look at pollution and particulate mimttey the QEW in the
Clarkson area and the effect it has on air quality. The Clarkgshed Study concluded that we
have higher areas of ambient air pollution along the Lakeshore and QE®wocor my riding of
Mississauga South. It has been identified that a great deal pblhifon comes from vehicle
congestion on our roads, especially from transport tr
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On this Earth Day, can the Minister of Transportation pleasthtellesidents of my riding, as well
as the House, what the ministry is doing to ensure that air qumfity riding does not get any
worse?

Hon. James J. Bradley:l want to thank the member for an excellent question today. Theoe is
doubt this is an important issue, not only to his constituents but to peopds ghe province. That
why we have moved to address air pollution through our speed-limiter tegislahich is now
before the House.

If passed, this legislation will cap the speed of large trucks dftélr 1995 at 105 kilometres per
hour. Studies have shown that between 30% and 60% of large trucks speesmoéX05
kilometres per hour on the 400-series highways. By limiting speedgprtifissed legislation will-
listen to this-allow for a 280,000-tonne reduction in greenhouse gas emisaangear. To put that
in perspective, that's like taking 2,700 tradtaiters off the road each year. It also means conse
more than 100 million fewer litres of diesel fuel by the trucking inglussich year. We expect that
will reduce us by about 2% in our goal towards-

1500

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)Yhank you. Supplementary.

Mr. Charles Sousa:Again, to the Minister of Transportation. | would like to applaud hieh lais
ministry on proposing this speed-limiter legislation. | will alssbpporting this initiative as it
progresses through the legislative process. However, speed liomntergcks do not address the
other concern of congestion on our highways. With studies showing that carscksdnake up
about 26% of greenhouse gas emissions, with close to 50% of that comingassemger vehicles,
can the minister please tell us what is being done to get theseftthe roads?

Mr. Gilles Bisson: Speed limiters?

Hon. James J. Bradley:Well, the speed limiter might be put on the member for Timmanse$
Bay's car with some justification. | don't know that.

What we are doing is this: We are putting an unprecedented invesirteeptiblic transit right
across the province. You will know now that $314 million was transfeoretlinicipalities this
year, in our portion of the gas tax. That was very much appreciateansjyt tommissions and
transit authorities right across the province, including, | can agsuren the regional municipality
of Niagara, Niagara Falls, Welland, Port Colborne, St. Cathsuand those places.

Also, you know we have the $17.5-billion rapid transit action plan for tretegr&oronto area to
reduce that challenge that we have. We know this will help buildagstprosperous economy, and
we're investing this in every municipality in Ontario to reduce theofise
The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)Yhank you. New question.

PLANT CLOSURE
Mr. Tim Hudak: A question to the Premier: On Friday, the remaining 120 workerargs® in

Niagara were summoned to hear the very unfortunate news that tte pealhase and invest in 1
facility fell through, and they would be out of work. The Premier knopsvate sector consortiur
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led by respected Niagara business leaders, was bringing about $20 tmithertable to keep the
plant open and was looking for provincial support. Premier, why did the proMiri@etario walk
away from the table and allow CanGro to close?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty: I'll speak to the first question; | know my colleague will warggeak to
the supplementary.

Let me tell you that we worked as hard as we possibly could to pudlidbe stops, to find a way to
bring parties to the table and to ensure that parties might begaitliterms of ensuring some kind
of succession plan for this business. We know this is really tough ¢entiiges. We have a number
of programs in place, close to $2 billion now by way of special progiiaoigding our Next
Generation of Jobs Fund. | know that the minister could speak to this détais, but my advice to
my colleagues was to do everything we possibly could to see if we mghsbme kind of a
succession plan for this particular enterprise. Unfortunatelygstiwot there. We could not make it
happen. It is with great regret that the ensuing result has beerappatent, but we will work as
hard as we can with those workers in that community, and throughout Otddnm new jobs.

Mr. Tim Hudak: | say to the Premier that municipal leaders, business |leaiéitender fruit
growers would have a completely different view, indeed, about thefaitivity of the province ¢
Ontario to try to save this plant. The Premier also knows thantpigcts on some 150 growers
representing 2,600 acres of pear and peach land in the peninsula. Theyengpulled out of th
ground.

Premier, when it comes to the greenbelt, you have become an alisedkeal. You find a way to
give Magna Corp. some $50 million, and they're paying their CEO some $#ihrpir year. Last
week, you gave a foreign-owned pharmaceutical plant some $14 million edibgpit$4 billion in
international sales.

Premier, | ask you, why do you give big grants to foragmed multinationals, but walk away frc
tender fruit growers and workers in Niagara?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty: To the Minister of Economic Development and Trade.

Hon. Sandra Pupatello:I'm very happy to address this, and | want to say first off thatethe
premise of the member's supplementary question simply is not baset Ihfve to say that we
have had ongoing discussions on a personal level, both my ministry and thehihAgriculture,
Food and Rural Affairs, with Lord Mayor Burroughs. There are memiteosare leaders from the
Niagara region who are in the House today who will attest to the twatrkve in my ministry hav
done on a personal level on this particular issue. We have worked veity har to keep CanGro in
operation in the Niagara region as the last remaining canning opporturmty @ntario.

When we were at the table, making the offers that we have meadeeded to have the company at
the table with us. Unfortunately, CanGro was not in a position to twambrk with the numbers of
people that we brought to the table to try to do a deal. That's a veryumateroutcome. We will
work very diligently with the economic commission of the Niagara regisnye have in the past.
The leadership is here today that will prove that that has ifmésct the case and will continue to be
the case, to find good jobs-

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)Yhank you. New question.

ABORIGINAL RIGHTS
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Mr. Howard Hampton: To the Minister of Northern Development and Mines: Can the mirtesiter
us why the McGuinty government is awarding Platinex Inc. new mining tigi®,000 acres of
land in northern Ontario while First Nations leaders from Kitchenykowsib Inninuwug who
oppose mining exploration on their traditional lands are sent to jail?

Hon. Michael Gravelle: I'm not in a position to comment on that, in the sense that I'm no¢ aiva
any particular permits that have been given to any other land that's reutithierms of the situatic
with Platinex and Kl, we very much regret the situation that reastesl from the legal challenges,
and I'm not able to comment on those either. In terms of your spgueé#stion, I'm not aware of any
such arrangement being made.

Mr. Howard Hampton: Well, I-

Hon. David Caplan: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order: Standing order 23(g) says that theeEpea
shall call a member to order if they refer to a matterithstibject to "a proceeding that is pendin
a court or before a judge for judicial determination.”

| believe the member has just done this. His House leadegerdaday, referred to standing order 23
(k). I ask for your ruling in this matter.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve PetersA couple of points on the point of order. First, as Speaker, I'm
not aware that it is an issue that is before the courts rightAswell-

Interjection.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters):recognize and thank the finance minister for his comment. |
also recognize that the leader of the third party, in his questiofimgute, is going to be conscious
that it's not going to in any way interfere in any proceedings.

Mr. Howard Hampton: I'm simply referring to historical fact now. Historical fasthat the
leadership of Kitchenuhmaykoosib Inninuwug First Nation are in jail. Thayjel because they
stood up for their constitutional rights to be consulted and accommodateel im@fiang rights were
handed out to a mining exploration company.

On the other hand, Platinex, the company which sued the First Nati®h(fdaillion and almost
bankrupted the First Nation, is getting an additional 72,000 acres afgmights from the
McGuinty government, mining that would involve Webequie First Nation, didralls First Natior
Fort Hope First Nation, Neskantaga First Nation and Gull Bay Raon.

I'm simply asking, is this the message the McGuinty government veas¢sid to First Nations, that
if you stand up and ask for your constitutional rights to be recognized, you tajadavhile the
mining company gets mining rights half the size of the city of Toronto?

Hon. Michael Gravelle: There is no confirmation of these particular permits or claitave no
confirmation of that, but regardless, we continue to work in termsspicting our duty to consult.
That's been an important factor for us. It was acknowledged thatdindeenet our duty to consult.
We absolutely feel terrible about the situation in terms ofri€ll @hat has resulted in terms of the
court case, but again, | can't discuss that in any detail.

We continue to wol-there are some great stories out there in terms of Firgiridatorking very
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co-operatively and positively with mining companies. Memorandums of undersjarithve been
signed, and impact benefit agreements have been signed with a nuraiost Wations. We have a
great example in the Victor Diamond Mine in Attawapiskat, agaiterms of a process whereby
there are very positive impacts for First Nations communitiegaily | don't think there need to
the constant attempts to be very negative about something that could pesigve for many,
many First Nations in the north.

1510

MINING INDUSTRY

Mrs. Carol Mitchell: My question is for the Minister of Northern Development and Minbavée
heard some very negative comments coming from the opposition benches #rai ©miot a
desirable mining jurisdiction. They say that Ontario is not a good faogest. It sounds to me li
they're getting their cues from another Ontario politician who holdsiéady pessimistic view of
this great province.

| must ask the minister this question: What is the statusr@hgiin Ontario and how do we stack
against other jurisdictions?

Hon. Michael Gravelle: | thank the member from Huron-Bruce for the question. Everyone in the
House will know that the largest salt mine in North Ameriga iduron-Bruce, in Goderich, and
that's a fabulous story.

Interjection.

Hon. Michael Gravelle: Yeah, that's good news.

Certainly we know that mining is being received very positively in $esfithe economic impact.
We know that Ontario's mineral production increased to $10.7 billion in 2083bedrlevel. We
know that Ontario is forecast to lead the country in mineral expborati2008, with over $629
million in exploration. We also know that mining sustains some 100,000 dimmdanhdirect jobs in
the province and is a supplier of all the raw materials that @digecentury society.

As | said in my earlier remarks, as well we have the-&ver diamond mine in the province of
Ontario, the Victor diamond mine. So we're very keen about the faechihimg is indeed one of the
great places in terms of the economy of Ontario, and we'rgvewuy of that fact.

Mrs. Carol Mitchell: Thank you, Minister, for providing that information. I'm very heartened to
hear that the industry is showing such investment in Ontario and thiatleexl are attracting that
investment. They are truly impressive figures, and a great leeetiofty on the industry side as
well.

| know that the mining sector is one of truly province-wide importan@emFfhe salt mine in
Goderich to the diamond mine in Attawapiskat to the trading floor ofdhento Stock Exchange,
covers from border to border.

What I'm also interested in specifically is what the McGuinty gawent is doing to foster growth
in the sector and also to address the issues that mining is fagay
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Hon. Michael Gravelle: Again, | thank the member from Huron-Bruce and | look forward to
visiting your salt mine next month.

| want to assure the House that my ministry is hard at work to itmeehallenges head-on and
maintain an attractive investment climate here in Ontariohdbend, one of the things we are dc
is undertaking a review of the Mining Act. We have initiated publicudisions about improving
consultation with our First Nation communities, and in fact we'aadly implemented some
transitional measures based on what we've heard.

We're also very proud to say that we've launched Ontario's first-enerahdevelopment strategy-
greatly supported in our 2008 budget-as well as a four-year, $20-million gedlogipping
initiative that will bolster Ontario's mineral exploration se@nd identify new areas of economic
opportunity. Certainly we're very proud of that, as well as our abandomed nehabilitation
program: $90 million committed by our government over the last six yearking very closely-

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)Yhank you. New question.

TOBACCO CONTROL

Mr. Norm Miller: A question for the Minister of Small Business and EntrepreneurBhgOntaric
Convenience Stores Association estimates that as many as Qalfapio’'s 10,000 convenience
stores will not be able to comply with the new retail display batoloacco products set to take
effect on May 31. My question is simple: Will the minister helséheonvenience store owners by
extending the deadline to comply beyond May 317

Hon. Harinder S. Takhar: | want to thank the member for asking the question. | know he has an
interest in this issue.

| said in the House last week that we have been working very clogblthe Ontario Convenience
Stores Association and also with the Ontario Korean Businessmeosidt®n. | had the chance to
meet with them last week and we will continue to work with théthere are issues, we will sit
with them and work out those issues. It is in our interest to ddétalise they contribute
enormously to the prosperity of our province.

Mr. Norm Miller: Does the minister not see it as his job to assist small Isssseespecially in
light of the fact that the government waited until this January béfs®ued its guidelines? In
Belleville, workshops designed to help retailers only started gesteYou gave store owners
weeks, not years, to comply. Convenience stores should not be penalaesieiibis government
failed to act until the last minute. I've now asked six timesdwige more help for these store
owners, and still you refuse to do so.

If the minister is truly committed to helping small businessesyilhextend the deadline and give
store owners enough time to avoid being hard hit by this government's heavy-haodesheerit.
Will he make that commitment today? Will he extend the deadlind’h@viinally do something to
help small businesses in this province?

Hon. Harinder S. Takhar: | am very proud of our small-business community, and we have been
working very closely with ther
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| read a statement in the House last week from Dave Bryarssigme of the Ontario Convenience
Stores Association. Let me just read it again. He said:

"l would like to take this opportunity to briefly thank you for all the hedd aupport that you, your
cabinet colleagues and the Premier have given to Ontario's independénrtdansonvenience
stores.... As | have said in the past, all OCSA membelsaviiply with the Smoke-Free Ontario
Act."

| have great confidence in our small-business community, and we comtimaekt with them and
will address their issues if they face any problems complying wigHegislation.

FIRE IN HAMILTON

Ms. Andrea Horwath: My question is to the Minister of the Environment. The fire at the
Biedermann packaging plant in Hamilton sent tonnes of pesticides andhatheul toxins into
Spencer Creek, killing thousands of fish initially, and ultimately endargyehildren, pets and the
broader ecosystem. Why is the McGuinty government keeping information aboaxithe
Biedermann fire secret, while refusing to call a full public ingjinto the environmental disaster?
Ten years later, has nothing been learned from the 1997 Plastefet fir

Hon. John Gerretsen:As I've indicated to this member before, right after the Biedemtire, ther
were a number of tests done over the next month or so that indicatdtethatount of toxins that
were in the water as a result of the fire were being redaicaliitimes.

As a matter of fact, we continue to work with the city of Héonil we continue to work with the
enforcement branch that's been out there as well, to make suegghghing is as best as it can
possibly be. It's my understanding that about a month after the fiféeat, ¢he water quality was
roughly the same as it was when the fire first happened. But wiawemd be concerned about it.
We continue to monitor the situation and work with the city of Hamiltothsnparticular issue.

Ms. Andrea Horwath: This minister should know that "just trust us" doesn't cut it in Hamil've
been trying to get the Biedermann fire reports from this ministéit® since February using
freedom-of-information laws. | was promised the material by A@jlwhich was last Friday, but
only if an unnamed third party gave approval for that release. Thedegdline has come and gone,
and still no information from this minister's office.

The McGuinty government continues to interfere with the community's odéitdw what happent
that day and what has happened subsequently. What | want to know is,nyhetidironmental
secret is the minister trying to hide? Why not hold a public inquiry?

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters):.ask the member to withdraw the comment, please.

Ms. Andrea Horwath: Withdrawn.

Hon. John Gerretsen:As the member well knows, our toxics reduction law that we intend t
introduce as a result of some of the work that we're doing in the whids areaas a matter of fac
today is a good day. Today, we introduced a bill that will ban the casosstiof pesticides and the
sale of them throughout this province. But as she well knows, and awlizated to her a number

of times, our toxic reduction law will include the right-to-know law.

We will continue to work with this particular member on the issud®@Biedermann fire, which
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know is of great concern to her. | will make sure that the infoom#éhat she's talking about will be
released to her as soon as we can do it, after we've spokeriégaluxperts within the ministry.
We will continue to work with this member to make sure that shalhés information she
requires.

WORKPLACE SAFETY

Mr. Mike Colle: My question is to the Minister of Labour. This government places ¢esi
priority on the hard-working people of Ontario, as we all do in this Hauskjt's committed to
making sure workplace health and safety is a given for all OntarikeveIThis government takes
seriously, | hope, its responsibilities as a full partner in wodepleealth and safety in Ontario. We
certainly cherish our hard-working citizens who pay taxes and put breadoiaies.

I'd like to hear from the Minister of Labour just exactly what gusernment is doing to protect, on
an everyday basis, the health and safety of Ontario's workers.

1520

Hon. Brad Duguid: | thank the member very much for his question and for his advocacy tdis
government improve the health and safety of workplaces right acrogsdvisce.

| guess it was in 2003, about four years ago, that the previous Moifigtebour set a goal of a 20%
reduction in workplace injuries. At the time it was seen as tamaltic and very risky, but this
government was determined, working with our partners in the health atg sattor, to reach that
goal. I'm very pleased to say that we're well on the way to rea¢tahg@% reduction goal.

But it's not something we can do alone; it's something we've had to do wighartngrs. Just
yesterday | was at the Industrial Accident Prevention Associatiofeience-over 6,000 people
attending, 350 exhibits. These people were not just inspired, theynsprerig to all of us. They're
dedicated to working with our government to improve the health and sateorkplaces right
across this province. We're proud of their efforts and we're proud towitbrkhem.

VISITORS

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters):want to take this opportunity to welcome the former member
from Brampton North in the 36th Parliament and the member from Boang#ntre the 37th
Parliament, Joe Spina. Joe is in the west members' gallerydloeme back to Queen's Park today.

MEMBER'S COMMENTS

Mr. Randy Hillier: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order: the government House leadery earlie
today's proceedings, accused me of shooting and killing deer out of seasdrit Was patently
false and untrue and | ask that minister to withdraw the remaskfadise. If he has evidence, | ask
him to turn around and speak to the Attorney General and have me chalrgeui€at, come out of
the House and say it, Mr. Minister. | would ask the Speaker tewadiansard and censure that
minister for his allegations.

Hon. Michael Bryant: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker: In the Belleville Intelligerafddecembe
15, 2005, a picture of a dead deer with cabinet minister I-
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Interjections.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters).ask the member to come to order. Minister of Transportation.

Interjections.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters):ask all members to come to order.

| will take a look at the Hansard. | would remind members th#teammediate time, if they have
concern with an issue, they should rise and speak directly to thehastigey take exception to. E
in this case, because of a number of comments that were madeatatiy not a practice that |
want to engage in on a regular basis, reviewing Hansard of all mgrbkeause as a Speaker |
cannot hear every comment that is made within the chamber-ailla look at it.

Interjections.

Mr. Randy Hillier: You're a liar.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters)'d ask the honourable member to withdraw the comment that he
just made, pleas

Mr. Randy Hillier: Mr. Speaker, | have much respect here-
The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters):would ask the member to withdraw the comment, please.
Mr. Randy Hillier: Mr. Speaker, | will withdraw the comment.
PETITIONS
LORD'S PRAYER
Mr. Bill Murdoch: | have a petition from the First Christian Reformed Church infO8eund and
it's to the Legislative Assembly of Ontario:

"Whereas the current Liberal government is proposing to eliminateotiés Prayer from daily
proceedings in the Ontario Legislature; and

"Whereas the recitation of the Lord's Prayer has opened the Legistaery day since the 19th
century; and

"Whereas the Lord's Prayer's message of forgiveness and the avaitianités universal to the
human condition: It is a valuable guide and lesson for a chamber tbatafien an arena of
conflict; and

"Whereas recognizing the diversity of the people of Ontario should belasivecprocess, not one
which excludes traditions such as the Lord's Prayer;

"Therefore we, the undersigned, ask the Legislative Assembly ofi@tdgreserve the daily
recitation of the Lord's Prayer by the Speaker in the Legisle
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| have signed this and | will give it to Georgia.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Mr. Rosario Marchese: | have a petition signed by hundreds of people, some of whom are here in
the gallery, and I've got thousands of other people in an informal petitios tiet accepted by this

assembly but there are thousands of people who have signed it. Itsdakiisnes:

"Whereas car culture has destroyed and alienated our communities andtddrour public space,;
and

"Whereas equitable mobility is a right and transportation is a el including the young, the
elderly and those who refuse to drive; and

"Whereas Ontario is sorely lacking in infrastructure for actinek@ublic transportation (i.e., in most
of the province there's no choice but to drive a car); and

"Whereas a reported 26% of Ontario's economy is directly linked to amaunufacturing sector
that year after year has proven volatile and unsustainable, requitiagsdf dollars in government
loans and subsidies, under the constant threat of layoffs of thousand«efsiaira time; and

"Whereas Ontario has covered hundreds of thousands of acres of our couwstyertite farmland
with concrete highways and suburban housing developments; and

"Whereas our imported food supply is increasingly threatened in thioficlenate change; and

"Whereas the Ministry of the Environment issued 39 smog alerts in 2Q@@r avith 86 days of air
quality worse than 30 AQI (air quality index); and

"Whereas pollution from smog is directly linked to asthma, breastecand leukemia, and the
sedentary lifestyle of the auto-dependent is linked to the epidenddbaites and obesity that
increasingly plague our country; and

"Whereas Toronto Public Health reports that 440 deaths per yearditytleé Toronto are directly
linked to pollution from cars, and the Ontario Medical Associatiamases 5,800 deaths yearly in
Ontario from smog; and

"Whereas the Canadian Institute of Child Health cites traffigies as the leading cause of injury
and death in Canadian school children; and

"Whereas billions of dollars are currently spent on the health syet&emnt accident victims and
victims of smog, and on treatment of disease linked to our socidigisceeon the automobile; and

"Whereas financial decisions made by the Ontario government havdiea ingsict on global
climate change and the ability of our biosphere to support life;

"We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assembly of Ontarfollws:
"Stop any tax breaks, subsidies or loans to the automotive sector; and
"Create a public awareness campaign exposing the ill effectéarhabile dependency; and

"Ban the advertising of automobiles, just like cigarettes
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"Immediately allocate money to pedestrian and bicycle infrastrygiubdic transit and an intercity
train system, including programs to help shift our labour force into #exters; and

"Amend the Highway Traffic Act, making street closures for comtyusstivals distinct from
closures for general road construction; and

"Put a halt to development projects that do not support the use of publctaredtransportation;
and

"Create programs to encourage the development of scall-mixed organic and natural farming
food for the local market, with tax breaks for hiring labour insteddbafur-saving, pollution-
creating machines; and

"Measure the cost of all government spending with a triple bottomirickiding social,
environmental and economic impact"-

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): Would the member care to summarize the conclusion of

the petition, please?

Mr. Rosario Marchese: Okay. The conclusion is, "Make policy decisions considering the value of
life over the value of money."

| appreciate your tolerance.

FIREARMS CONTROL
Mr. Tony Ruprecht: | have a petition to stop unlawful firearms in vehicles. Thidipatis in
tandem with Bill 56 introduced on Thursday by the member from Eglinton-lcenerd& his petition

reads as follows:

"Whereas innocent people are being victimized by the growing number of uhfa@drms in our
communities; and

"Whereas police officers, military personnel and lawfully liceingersons are the only people
allowed to possess firearms; and

"Whereas a growing number of unlawful firearms are transported, seauggtl found in motor
vehicles; and

"Whereas impounding motor vehicles and suspending driver's licences of gavssassing
unlawful firearms in motor vehicles would aid the police in thdwréd to make our streets safer;

"We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assembly of Ontan@ass Bill 56, the Unlawful
Firearms in Vehicles Act, 2008, into law, so that we can rethecaumber of crimes involving
firearms in our communities."

Since | agree with this petition 100%, | am delighted to sign it.

1530

LORD'S PRAYER
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Mr. Jim Wilson: | want to thank Mr. Currie Phillips, from Elmvale, for sendingtime petition:

"Whereas Premier Dalton McGuinty has called on the Ontario laggiiel to consider removing the
Lord's Prayer from its daily proceedings; and

"Whereas the Lord's Prayer has been an integral part of oumpembiary heritage that was first
established in 1793 under Lieutenant Governor John Graves Simcoe; and

"Whereas the Lord's Prayer is today a significant part of tiiggones heritage of millions of
Ontarians of culturally diverse backgrounds;

"We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assembly of Ontarwontinue its long-standing
practice of using the Lord's Prayer as part of its daily proceedings."

| agree with this petition, and | have signed it.
HOME CARE
Mr. Paul Miller: 1 would like to present a petition from the SEIU union and the peoptieumilton
and Burlington.
"To the Legislative Assembly of Ontario:

"Whereas the Ontario government has continued the practice of conepeiittling for home care
services; and

"Whereas the competitive bidding process has increased the prieatizaOntario’s health care
delivery, in direct violation of the Commitment to the Future of MadicAct, 2004; and

"Whereas competitive bidding for home care services has decreabdtdboontinuity and quality
of care available to home care clients; and

"Whereas home care workers do not enjoy the same employment ngitgsssuccessor rights, as
all other Ontario workers have, which deprives them of terminatybrssi seniority rights and the
right to move with their work when their employer agency loses a abntra

"We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assembly of Ontarfollws:

"We call on the government of Ontario:

"(1) to immediately stop the competitive bidding for home care sergcgdome care clients can
receive the continuity and quality of care they deserve; and

"(2) to extend successor rights under the Labour Relations Act to lesme/orkers to ensure the
home care sector is able to retain a workforce that is respdosilients' needs."

| agree with this petition and hereby sign it.

HOSPITAL FUNDING

Mr. Joe Dickson: "To the Legislative Assembly of Ontat
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"Whereas the Central East local health integration network (@ board of directors has
approved the Rouge Valley Health System's deficit elimination plarecubjpublic meetings; and

"Whereas, despite the significant expansion of the Ajax-Pickering hbststlargest in its 53-year
history, a project that could reach $100 million, of which 90% is funded b@nkerio government,
this plan now calls for the ill-advised transfer of 20 mental heaitt beds from Ajax-Pickering
hospital to the Centenary health centre in Scarborough; and

"Whereas one of the factors for the successful treatment ehfsin the mental health unit is
support from family and friends, and the distance to Centenary heaitk eeuld negatively
impact on the quality care for residents of Ajax and Pickering; and

"Whereas it is also imperative for Rouge Valley Health Systebalance its budget, eliminate its
deficit and debt and realize the benefits of additional Ontario govetrforeding;

"We, the undersigned, therefore petition the Legislative Assemlidntzrio as follows:

"That the Rouge Valley Health System continue to provide the curkeshtdeservice to our Ajax-
Pickering hospital, which now serves the fastest-growing commuaftigest Durham; and

"That the Ajax-Pickering hospital retain the badly needed 20-bed meatti bait."
| shall affix my signature to that and give it to Ida.
LORD'S PRAYER
Mr. John Yakabuski: | want to thank Rev. Rose LeClaire for forwarding this petitcoomeg, on
behalf of herself and her congregation.
"To the Legislative Assembly of Ontario:

"Whereas the current Liberal government is proposing to eliminateotidés Prayer from its place
at the beginning of daily proceedings in the Legislature; and

"Whereas the recitation of the Lord's Prayer has opened the Legistaery day since the 19th
century; and

"Whereas the Lord's Prayer's message of forgiveness and the avaifianités universal to the
human condition: It is a valuable guide and lesson for a chamber tbatafien an arena of
conflict; and

"Whereas recognizing the diversity of the people of Ontario should belasivecprocess, not one
which excludes traditions such as the Lord's Prayer;

"Therefore we, the undersigned, ask the Legislative Assembly ofi@tdgreserve the daily
recitation of the Lord's Prayer by the Speaker in the Legislature.”

| support this petition and send it to the table with page Adam.

DISABLED PERSONS PARKING
PERMIT PROGRAM
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Mr. Michael A. Brown: "To the Legislative Assembly of Ontario:

"Whereas there currently exist problems of exposure to theft ancetitber when displaying a
disabled person parking permit on a motorcycle while parked in a digadolddg space;

"We, the undersigned, petition our members of Parliament to prohetietelopment of a special,
fixed permit as proposed by the Bikers Rights Organization, for use ddylelispersons who ride or
are passengers on motorcycles, even if that requires an amendthenitlighway Traffic Act.”

| agree with this petition and thank the Bikers Rights Organizationimapdyticular, Michael
Warren from Iron Bridge for this.

HOME CARE

M™M€ France Gélinas:| have a petition from SEIU and the people of Cambridge, Guelph and
Kitchener.

"Whereas the Ontario government has continued the practice of conepeiitiling for home care
services; and

"Whereas the competitive bidding process has increased the prieatizaOntario's health care
delivery, in direct violation of the Commitment to the Future of MadicAct, 2004; and

"Whereas competitive bidding for home care services has decreabdtdoontinuity and quality
of care available to home care clients; and

"Whereas home care workers do not enjoy the same employment ngitgsssuccessor rights, as
all other Ontario workers have, which deprives them of terminatybrssi seniority rights and the
right to move with their work when their employer agency loses a abntra

"We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assembly of Ontarfollws:

"We call on the government of Ontario:

"(1) to immediately stop the competitive bidding for home care sergcdome care clients can
receive the continuity and quality of care they deserve; and

"(2) to extend successor rights under the Labour Relations Act to lesmeorkers to ensure the
home care sector is able to retain a workforce that is respdosilients' needs."

| support this petition and send it with Bethany.

FIREARMS CONTROL

Mr. Lou Rinaldi: | have a petition to the Legislative Assembly of Ontario:

"Whereas innocent people are being victimized by the growing number of uhfaedrms in our
communities; and

"Whereas police officers, military personnel and lawfully liceingersons are the only people
allowed to possess firearms;
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"Whereas a growing number of unlawful firearms are transported, seauggtl found in motor
vehicles; and

"Whereas impounding motor vehicles and suspending driver's licences of geyssassing
unlawful firearms in motor vehicles would aid the police in thdwréd to make our streets safer;

"We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assembly of Ontag@ass Bill 56, the Unlawful
Firearms in Vehicles Act, 2008, into law, so that we can rethecaumber of crimes involving
firearms in our communities."
| support it, and I've signed the petition.

LORD'S PRAYER
Mr. Bill Murdoch: | have a petition that's been sent to me by Dennis Foerster frBmiR.

Neustadt. It's a petition to the Legislative Assembly of On

"Whereas the current Liberal government is proposing to eliminateotiés Prayer from daily
proceedings in the Ontario Legislature”-

Interjection.
Mr. Bill Murdoch: Mr. Speaker, | have heard that this may not be true and that tingteéviiof
Transportation has said this, so | hope in his statement he wakctdnis and that that will be fine.

We'll listen for his statement.

"Whereas the recitation of the Lord's Prayer has opened the Legistaery day since the 19th
century; and

"Whereas the Lord's Prayer's message of forgiveness and the avaifianités universal to the
human condition: It is a valuable guide and lesson for a chamber tbatafien an arena of
conflict; and

"Whereas recognizing the diversity of the people of Ontario should belasivecprocess, not one
which excludes traditions such as the Lord's Prayer;

"Therefore we, the undersigned, ask the Legislative Assembly ofi@tdgreserve the daily
recitation of the Lord's Prayer by the Speaker in the Legislature.”

| have signed this. I'm sure that the Minister of Transportatidragiee with me and will-

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): Thank you.
ORDERS OF THE DAY
LEGISLATIVE REFORM

Resuming the debate adjourned on April 21, 2008, on the amendment to the motiorBipyalit tc
amend the standing orders.
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The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): When we last dealt with this matter, | understand the
member for Hamilton Centre had the floor. | return to the menasdddmilton Centre.

1540

Ms. Andrea Horwath: | certainly did have the opportunity-I think it was just yesterday-tkenaa
few remarks on the standing order changes that the government's broughd.fothiak much of
my remarks yesterday focused on a little bit of frustration aroungloternment's lack of
consultation and/or acknowledgment with a particular committee tlsasetaip to undertake a
particular job, and that is to talk about how to make this place amesaable to family relationships
for all of the members who are privileged to sit here and représeptople of their riding.

Unfortunately, as people who watched yesterday's proceedings will knoggvéenment has not
only not consulted with that committee but they haven't even really dffistauck the committee.
Myself and a member from the Conservative caucus were eageailynavthat call to arms, if you
will, in terms of trying to obtain the opportunity to sit and have a dialadpo@t these issues.
Unfortunately, the government never did see fit. To this day, April-s/ttee date? April 22;
something like that?-the government has still not seen fit to havedimahittee meet. So
notwithstanding the government couching this in terms of anything to do withefgnthe reality is
and | think everyone knows, it's got little, if anything at all, to ddhat.

But having said that, I'll set that aside, because | did deakthae issues in my remarks yesterday.
Just this very day, just a few shorts moments ago, we learned iHdbse that it's not only the
Conservative caucus and not only the New Democratic caucus that ha/e@warns about these
standing order changes; in fact, the government House leader was proiidedriespondence

from the press gallery. The Queen's Park press gallery are the pdwmde job it is to report on the
happenings of this very place and to ensure that the public gets inforrabtut what happens here
through various media sources of all kinds: print media, televisionaprediio media-

Mr. Jim Wilson: On a point of order, Mr. Speakemm just wondering if we have quorum.
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): The table will ascertain if there's a quorum.

The Deputy Clerk (Mr. Todd Decker): Quorum is present, Speaker.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): Further debate? The member for Hamilton Centre.

Ms. Andrea Horwath: It's an interesting request for a quorum count because the suspigianys-
people here think that once the new rules come into place, quorum wobol¢ be lae obtained very
often under the new rules. There will be members, particularhhans@iays, who won't be bothered
to stay here for something that the government pretends is being lofiedarpé kind of very high
degree of import in terms of expanding this section of our agenda, whicle pedpé community
might know as private members' bills.

The government is suggesting that adding a third private member's biklotin debate is raising
the profile or highlighting the import of private members' public busirgags. have got to tell you,
it's been our experience, and in particular the experience of mygi@&@mm Hamilton Eas$tone)
Creek, that once a private member's bill is debated in second réadeni this chamber, the next
piece of the process is that it goes to committee. In the comenpitocess then, there's a discussion
about how to handle the bill. The way it normally works, because govermaetite majority of
people in the committees, is that the government business is broughtap of the heap in terms
of priority within the committee. People understand that; it's paheoproces
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In this particular committee, Bill 6 was brought forward and thexe no other business on the
committee agenda-no other business. There were no government bilesswHsenothing else for
this committee to do, save and except lonely little Bill 6, whials iwought forward by my
colleague from the Hamilton area, the member for Hamilton &astey Creek. Lo and behold, w
happens when this committee is charged to meet and deal witthailisoime before it? What
happens? Of course, you would think what normally happens is that the ceenwotild do the job
that it is struck to do, which is to bring forward this bill and go thrahghprocess of public
hearings, of clause-by-clause, and eventually get it back to this oubked reading debate.

But lo and behold, this particular private member's bill, again, griveembers' bills that this
government is pretending-if people recall yesterday, when | maderédmagks, the government
House Leader did talk about how private members' business was goingteebeh so much more
important. | said yesterday, and | repeat today, that the governmerd ldadsr was talking a big,
big fish tale when he was talking about what he thought these standingroedets | think
everyone around this chamber would agree that it was a big fisheabajse it has nothing to do
with vaulting private members' business into greater import becausthe@nare three bills that ¢
going to be debated instead of two.

We saw what happened with Bill 6; I'll go back. The fact that thergovent members of the
committee-just like in this chamber, all of the committees laan®jority of government members.
It's all proportionate: Just like they have a majority in the Hotieg, dlso have a majority in
committee. So in the committee, the government members decidedeyatidn't want to know
anything about Bill 6. They didn't care about Bill 6. They didn't care lieattember for Hamilton
East-Stoney Creek had actually worked really hard to put Bill 6 tog&they didn't want to hear
anybody from the province of Ontario who might be interested in Bill 6imestell you what Bill 6

is about. Bill 6 is about justice for workers. Bill 6 is about mglksure that workers have economic
justice when it comes to situations they have no control over arouna#egcdbf their plant

| think that's important. | guess, coming from Hamilton, | would thinkghaportant. You would
think that every single member of this Legislature who has a siraié thlat has closed in their
riding would at least think it was important to hear from workergssacthe province, and from
people who represent workers across the province, as to the etifdaitly6, which might help
workers across the province. But just like this Premier refiesgsal with job losses in this
province, their committee-a majority of government members-retosgeial with Bill 6, a bill to
deal with the pain and suffering currently being felt by many, many iyfaaross the province of
Ontario and particularly in the area of Hamilton and other indusyyelcities. But no, they didn't
want to hear from this member-this member's private memberthdylldidn't want to hear from
workers across the province and they didn't want to hear anything at &lhtheo do with any kind
of solution or any kind of effort to help workers in this province, and stwamtieem.

For the government House leader to get up and pretend that these stasheliaglminges have
anything to do with private members' business, | think, is a bit oéteistof the truth, and that's
where that fish tale comes in, right? The fish is reallylilgsand by the time the tale about the
fishing trip gets told, the fish is actually this big. | have tbytel,, even though the member from
Timmins-James Bay has lots of fish in his riding, as does thebereinom Nickel Belt, who is
joining me in this afternoon's debate, it's not appropriate for the goverkloese leader to tell fis
tales when it comes to what these standing orders changes reatly me

In fact, even though three bills will be debated with the new chawies, now only two are, what
the government House leader is not telling you is that those bikhgeer shrift. We used to have
an hour to debate a private member's bill, and under these new chamgaghivget 45 minutes.
We're getting shorter shrift. We're being cut back by 15 minutes apwmet know if the
government backbenchers know that their private members' bills not only daarit ly@ir's hearing
anymor«they only get 45 minut-but also that they get 45 minutes on the very last day of the

http://hansardindex.ontla.on.ca/hansardeiss-1/I031a.htn 17/02/201



Hansard Issue: LO31 Page38 of 74

in the afternoon, when the vast majority of people are not going to de thss Legislature. They're
not going to be here.

In fact, speaking of ringing the quorum bell, I'll bet you dollars to doughnutsenhea Thursday
afternoon when we're here debating private members' business, we'reogwng guorum bells
constantly, because nobody is going to be here listening to your lowly litttegomember’s bill,
and you're not going to be able to get a whole bunch of people here to cheer omnvgteir pr
member's bill. The media are going to be long, long gone; they're not herean Fhey're not
going to care a bit about your private member's bill. Government backbebehgesned: Your
private members' bills are going down the tubes with your government's chanigestanding
orders.

I've had enough to say. Our leadoff speech is coming from our House |é#iliebd later on, and
we look forward to those remarks.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): Further debate?

Ms. Laurel C. Broten: I'm very pleased to indicate today that I'll be sharing my time-olgri'a
two-minute. I'm watching the clock here.

Ms. Andrea Horwath: No, you're on your 20 minutes. There are no questions and comments.
Ms. Laurel C. Broten: Okay, I'm on my 20 minutes-

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): The member has the floor, and I look forward to your
comments.

Ms. Laurel C. Broten: I'm pleased to share my time with the member for Thunder Bay-Atikoka
and I'm pleased to talk about the amendments to the standing orders.

I'll focus my remarks on the hours of sitting, which currently extend adguhto the evening. For
me, the most important amendment we are making to the rules oflprea# this House will be
changing the primary sitting hours to normal business hours: 9 to 5:45, withggédtings being
limited to the last eight days of the spring and fall sessions, mooh like those of us who have
had the opportunity and privilege to work in other fields, where we wankapiy during the day, ¢
do our constituents.

1550

| want to lend my voice, with respect to the proposed amendmentssiatiing orders, to the pilot
project. In my view, these changes will have a positive impact owillmegness of women to run
for provincial office, their willingness to stay, to contribute anducceed in the political realm-a
role which I've been privileged to serve in and continue to serve in on béhaffconstituents in
Etobicoke-Lakeshore and one in which | think women have made over theayehva)l continue

to make, a strong impact.

When we talk about balancing our work life and our family life, | gitsssomething that we're
always in search of. As a mother of two two-and-a-half-year-old bolgs)'t know that | have the
secret to finding that balance. | think the reality is that werg difficult thing to achieve. | think w
can best describe it as trying to integrate two things that you |esgopately-your work, your
family-and that you try to balance ebb and flow throughout your career, throughoehyldien's
lives, back and forth; and that you, hopefully, by the end of your life havevacha life with some
balance
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A family-friendly approach for the governance of the Legislature is@neake it easier for women
to make the decision to run for public office in the first placeudfdo that as a society, as a
province, as a Legislature, we will benefit from the tremendousibution that women will make
in political life. The laws will be better. They'll be morelusive when we have greater diversity in
this place.

| don't say that as someone who's trying to make us feel good, or fronrspheqiwe of being a do-
gooder, but | think it's something that we can certainly learn from lassihecause it is a model t
business has studied and business has learned over the years.

| want to share with you a business concept that has been really expgiridedusiness writer
James Surowiecki. I'm reading now and | certainly encourage folkka@timok at this book by a
Harvard law prof, Off-Ramps and On-Ramps. It really studiesdheer trajectory of women.

"James Surowiecki writes: "The basic premise is that ditessas make better decisions.'

"Surowiecki assembles a great deal of evidence to show that homoggraqusbecome
progressively less able to investigate alternatives, to bring nediféeent people into an
organization, and even if they are less experienced, they actu&kytheagroup, as a whole,
smarter, simply because what they know is not the same as whairevelse in the group knows.

"A woman who grew up on the wrong side of the tracks and attended éBspadit college has had
very different life experiences from an upper-class white mate attended Yale. Introduce this
woman into a group of Ivy League-educated men and the thinking will change.rfehgfki
difference-race, class or gender-can have this kind of effect.”

| think that business model is one that we can learn and have obsetivsd_ggislature as to the
benefit of bringing diverse voices, diverse perspectives, to the Y&blean learn a great deal from
business leaders and corporations across North America and aroundlthetvaohave sought to
the extra mile to ensure that women succeed within their busirggsszations.

You can name a few: Ernst and Young, Lehman Brothers, Johnson and JohrsmrGeneral
Electric. Many of those companies-again, outlined in this very exteasalgsis by Professor
Hewlett-have gone the extra mile to find ways to help women balhacecareers. In so many of
those instances, the very request made by women who had highly demandieggoiw|bbs, as
we do, as legislators-what they asked for was the opportunity to speéwdtibal time with their
children from 6:30 to 8:30. They sought that flexibility.

| would have to say that for me, with young children, as | know my colleagyoss the House, who
also has young children, has said, you're up early, you're ready to be heréhamlsimorking, you
love your job, but you love your kids. And when you don't get home for that 6:30 to 8:3€ldime
is so critical. | notice a real difference in my ability pesd quality time with my kids when | miss
dinnertime, when | miss bath time, when | miss bedtime. teslastruggle to find that balance that
we're always searching for.

| want to just talk a little bit about some of the other insbigisimilar to this. | know that my
friends across the House might say, "You can't compare litigatiorchvdiwhat | did before
coming to this placéand courtroom hours to what we do here." | would suggest to you that yc
to a great extent, contrast and look at and find similarities amangber of hard-working
professions.

| know we all work in our community in after hours attending events, giyaegahes, but we make

the decision and it's not imposed upon us to be here filling time until®i8@ evening. | would
suggest that if we don't think we can make these changes here, welsbbutdthe parliamentar
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systems which we have inherited and brought into Ontario.
| have an article from 1999: "Scottish Parliament Puts on a Fyiéadie.

"A report released Friday recommended the new Scottish Parlianadweta clean break from many
of the steeped-in-tradition ways Westminster clings to-and theaferit in Ottawa inherited and
still uses.”

Members will have "more sociable hours than their Westminetarterparts, who have the
mornings off but often sit late into the" evening. "The Parliamethitwadet during normal office
hours and observe ... school holidays." Late-night sittings will be gone.

If we look to other Canadian jurisdictions, we are not the firsdckle this issue. Many of our other
provinces don't have as regular sitting hours as we do into the evenings.

| just want to take a look at it and say, why do we need to do thigwéehave more women in the
Legislature, and that is a good thing. But the reality is thatriderrepresentation of women in
Canadian politics has been documented time and time again. Royal soonnaiter royal
commission has examined this issue. In Canada, we are now hovenrtyaroand and capping ¢
at about 20% to 21% of women. The United Nations notes that a anitésa of at least 30% to 3!
of women is needed before Legislatures produce public policy reflectinggw/s priorities and
before changes in management style, group dynamics and organizationalveiliitate place.

We can look to other jurisdictions around the world, such as Sweden, hasetv.3% women
parliamentarians. They've enjoyed that gender balance increasing fra8v0s By 1985, they
were up to 31%, and now they're at 47%. Swedish political scientsisl wow say that it is
"unthinkable to form a government ... with fewer than 40% women."

So | think it's important to note that the Swedish Parliament, Hssl&), parliamentary schedule is
structured to provide balance between work, family and political gGtamd their calendar reflects
that.

| would say, as | come to the close of my statement todayf thatmen are prepared to give
themselves to public life-and | think we will all benefit fromreased diversity and representation-
frankly, as parliamentarians, we benefit from having a balaneedriim being able to be out in our
community, to be in the grocery store, to be with our kids, to understahidethéhat our
constituents lead and be connected with them. That will make thes @lauch better place for
everyone. If we improve the quality of life and improve the quality of edwad we bring more
efficiency and modernization to this place, we will all benefit.

I'll just close with reading one more segment of this book by Professualet. When she talks
about women who are in extreme careers and the fact that busiaessesing it as important to try
to ensure that we do things-small things, large things-to make stitedpatay, she quotes Patricia
Fili-Krushel, the executive vice-president of administration atelWarner and the co-chair of a
task force entitled the Hidden Brain Drain Task Force. She 'SHysse women who leave or
languish, are, in effect, the canaries in the coal mine,$teafid most conspicuous” casualties "of
an outdated, dysfunctional career model." She went on to enumerdteetbadre other casualties:
"58-year-old baby boomers who don't want to retire but are no longer walimgtin 70-hour
weeks; and 28-year-old Gen X and Y men who want to be better, moreddvathers than their
dads were, and need flexible work."

So | would suggest to you, Mr. Speaker, that although | brought to the fldos dfegislature a ve!

personal story today about my desire to be a good MPP for Etobicoke-LakésHma, good
legislator and contribute in this place, it is a challenge to datithbe here in the evening. | wol
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suggest that, as perhaps a canary in the coal mine, we vadhalbetter quality in our lives, and
that will make us better in this place if we modernize thewaylo business here.

1600

Mr. Bill Mauro: Thank you to the member from Etobicoke-Lakeshore for sharing her 20 minutes
with me this afternoon. I'm pleased to rise and offer a few cortsne® the motion standing before
us today, which at its core is attempting to bring some reform intdoligmess is conducted in this
Legislature, as | understand it for the first time in five oyéaaérs.

I'm told that both governments that preceded us, both of other politipalsstorought in some of
their own reforms in the early 1990s and then in the mid to late 199@=adp@000s. So what is
occurring here today is not necessarily the first time that anythimghis has happened in the re
past. In fact, other governments of other political stripes have f@ason to do the same thing that
we are doing here today.

| believe that some of the people who are watching on television todalgenaatching for the first
time and may be unsure as to what we are actually discussing afhweasome uncertainty arot
why there seems to be some opposition from the opposition parties.

I'm going to read the motion quickly. It goes as follows:

"At 12:01 a.m. on the first Monday following adoption of this motion, thedtey orders as
amended shall come into force on a provisional basis until 11:59 p.m. fmuttreFriday, following
the resumption of the House in fall, 2008.

"The provisional standing orders shall be deemed to be referred ttatiten§ Committee on the
Legislative Assembly, which is authorized to conduct a review oftdreling orders during the
2008 summer adjournment of the House. The committee shall presepbitsto the House
containing its opinions, observations and recommendations on the standing otlderassembly
no later than the first Thursday following the resumption of the Housd,i2008."

| think it's important to read that because two of the reasons welke, loe two of the positions put
forward for opposing this, are that there might be some permanency #haiisgue and that there
has not been a lot of consultation.

| would offer quite the opposite. As the motion clearly indicatesnirsure how much more
consultation you can have than to have this motion referred, should itqtss Standing
Committee on the Legislative Assembly that's going to hold consultationsdthe province this
summer, in 2008. I'm not sure how much more consultative we can be thaksttize first part
clearly states, this is, by any definition, a pilot, and we'll Hgeopportunity to further review this
as we move forward.

To further express a bit of a contradiction, | think it's importaneanore to read into the record the
position of the leader of the official opposition, who was crystaraering the last election when
he told voters of his support for family-friendly changes to the LegigatYou know, most people
go to work starting at 9 o'clock in the morning.... | think, if you had thiegistart in the morning
and finish at suppertime, it allows moms and dads and young famibeshtome more often with
their family and to have the thing just a bit more family friendtyl #hink it means you'd look mo
often to start in the morning and have your day proceed so that you coutdssédurs and finish
by suppertime." There's clearly a bit of a contradiction going on fromsinies.

| want to offer a few comments in the short time that | have iomapity what | see as tw
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fundamental pieces in this legislation: One is night sittings anaotiies is the suggestion by some
that we are attempting to avoid some accountability, as the governmiris, Legislature.

| have to tell you, on night sittings, as someone who arrived in thislaagie for the first time in
October 2003, whose background as an elected official was at the palfegel, having served tv
terms-a total of six complete years-in the riding of Thunder Bagehéin, | often like to describe
what you do at the municipal level as attempting to succinctly, aklgaie you can, summarize an
issue and make your case. If you don't, the chair of that particulanites in which you are
discussing an issue will quickly call you to order and ask that you very duuittat thing.

Much to my surprise, as someone who did not often follow the legisfatdoeedings on the
legislative channel-and maybe there's a message there for alvbeas arrived here in October
2003, like many of our first-time MPPs-and this was often a poidisctission; there were about 38
of us in 2003 who were here for the first time-what we experienugdoand during night sittings,
I'm not sure | have the language to describe. | will try to beatteriihg as | possibly can and
describe it as unproductive, theatrical, an opportunity for some pecgped& perhaps in a manner
that they might not otherwise speak in, should there have been a biocus®n what was actual
happening there-and perhaps some people sitting in the press gallershagegoings-on were
occurring.

| can tell you, as someone who's been here now going on five years, gittighgs are something
that does not remain a part of the legislative system here pralimce of Ontario, I, for one, will
not miss them, because clearly, historically, they're an unproduceve tisne, as | think most
members view it.

Having said that, if we want to sit here till 9:30 at night dntidnight, as we did often in our first
session, I'm happy to do that too, but not if it's going to remain as unprodagiiweas, because
clearly there are some things that need reforming here. Perhap§gigoing to get a bit broader in
our scope, it might be to empower the Speaker to have an ability tomsoubers, from time to
time, towards the topic at hand and try and keep them on topic.

The other thing I'll quickly mention is this issue that is occasiob&ligg raised by some members
of the two opposition parties, that we are somehow trying to avoid smee ef accountability to
the voting public and to the members of the opposition party by putting thesasdbrward. |
want to remind some folks who may be watching this afternoon on televissmme of the things
that we did in the first four years of our mandate, which | thinklsgeactly in contradiction to thi
argument.

It was a great surprise to me when | came to this place and dotitisat school boards, universiti
colleges and hospitals-that the Provincial Auditor did not have the ayttoogb into those places
and do value-for-money audits. He did not have the ability to go in and find ouhbayevernment
was spending its money. Hospitals receive about $11 billion or $13 billion, id4-bdon't even
know what the number is now-of transfers from the province of Ontanitd. Wk brought in
legislation, the auditor did not have an ability to go in. School boards rsitieg, colleges,
hospitals-the total? I'm not sure what they received: $15 billion, $20nhi$25 billion, and we
couldn't go out there and find out how that money was being spent so that weepouidack to
the people in the province of Ontario. It's incredible, quite franklynwioe think about it.

We had to extend the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privagnddhe Public Sector
Salary Disclosure Act to provincial hydro companies. For whateveone#hose two pieces of
legislation did not extend to provincial hydro companies until we legistiased

Far from trying to avoid accountability and transparency, | would suggéshdsa two examples,
and there are many more, clearly speak to what we try to do incherake sure the people in t
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province of Ontario know exactly how their money is being spent. We bewatisnes, when the
sunshine list comes out, members opposite calling us and complaining/eny] '8&hat are you
going to do about the $100,000 club?" Well, in fact, they wouldn't even have beén laibev
those numbers if our government had not passed legislation making this govarmorent
accountable for that type of information.

| have less than a minute to go, and | want to close by saying onel theiwga great example today
of what needs to be reformed in this Legislature, beyond what we'reldmgoday. Our Minister
of Aboriginal Affairs rose today and provided an answer to a questiontfiemember of the
official opposition party. And what did that breed? Somebody from the thitg gpaickly jumping
up in their chair, saying that our minister had mocked the person whothskgaestion, when in
my opinion it was that individual member who not only was mocking our mirinstes question,
but was mocking the entire Legislative Assembly here and people wihaatni@ng on television, |
try and make an issue out of that minister's response.

| would say that that's a bigger part of the problem about what's going on H@eeLegislature
than anything we're trying to do through this motion.

Mr. Jim Wilson: I'm pleased to rise for a few minutes and debate the amendntleatdoange in
the standing orders motion that the government House leader is jamnoingithinis place in three
days, substantial changes to not only the hours in this chamber but wherlikkipgsate member
business will be conducted and when question period will be conducted.

1610

The honourable member from Thunder Bay-Atikokan talked about a horrible excbdageThe
worst thing I've heard in 17 and a half years, and not a word of a e Premier last week
implying that if you're not sitting in this chamber at 9 o'clock in the mggniou're somehow not
working. That was horrible and an insult to every member, and the govermaenters should be
as insulted as | was. | talked privately to a number of membweyghought that was just horrible.
Maybe the Premier didn't mean to do it, but that's certainly thetveayne across. | reread the
Hansard and it was mean-spirited. | know that only this Sunday dichbget in the last three
weeks. I've been working the whole time-then here quite a bit ofitatithad to actually cancel
constituency appointments and a business awards thing on the weekend beeausavelling on
business. | admit it was for political purposes on the weekend, dstilitpart of the job of
representing your party and working.

This process started, as | recall, with my colleague the honournanhider from Nepean-Carleton
talking about, before the election and since the election, the neek#this place more family-
friendly. | do agree with what some of the honourable members on thesmtadrave just said, that
debates that go on until 9:30 at night or midnight often are fairly unproduatidéempers do flare.
Our constituents actually don't want us sitting here at night. My comstd prefer that | be at home.
They're not really too sure what we're doing here all the time. Tivaysask, "When are you
coming home? When are you coming to my birthday party? When are you coming totiney'sn
wedding anniversary?" or whatever, and we all try to do that.

| don't mind, | don't mind and there's no one on this side of the House saymgloiVW want to
work at 9 o'clock in the morning.” Of course we do. We're here anywayigfe as well be in the
chamber. This is our place to hold the government accountable. But stimecbhfinges are just so
cynical as to be unbelievable. To move question period to 10:45 to 11:45¢l'd tetder from the
press gallery president that arrived today-that means that if ydoroadcast reporter, the most
important part of question period is that hour we spend
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| always remind school groups that Parliament is a substituteaiodmvother countries, like
Afghanistan, they shoot each other first and then have the debatea3be tiee mace looks like a
club is that it's a war club. The reason the distance betwe®mdheer and the Leader of the
Opposition is exactly the distance of two men with outstretched swordss the aisle is because
this is a substitute for war. We cannot be charged with an offerts place while we are in this
chamber. We cannot be charged with slander. We have freedom. Ourrpfiagts every day that
we're going to cherish freedom and justice. Here we settle ourededrad we should leave as
friends. In fact, when | started 18 years ago, we used to lednerass. It was very common to he
a euchre game with members of the government side or the oppositiortpaay very common to
have a beer or a coffee after work-maybe too many sometimes eBuése friends, and part of
making this place better is to get the camaraderie back. Itgpmg to happen when you move
guestion period to 10:45 to 11:45.

The media can't do their scrum, be on the noon news and be filing fandbeinews in those 15
minutes from 11:45 to noon, because we're also doing introduction of visitbed aime, in case
you didn't notice; that got slipped in. So we may go right past noon. Any badhaiiappened in
guestion period-and this is our one hour that Her Majesty's official tgpy@dsition gets to hold the
government accountable for things that might have happened in the previous 24-roayciew
You are changing the news cycle. So anything we told you that might comexewssorthy
probably won't make the noon news most days. And it's not just my theoryadty/avhat the
unanimous vote of the press gallery is saying in a letter today, aredlit. But also you've got all
afternoon, then, because then we'll come back in the middle of theoafteat 1:30 one day and 3
o'clock on the next day or whatever, a couple of days a week, and then vbadufor routine
proceedings. The government then, for the 6 o'clock news, gets to do the gociefieals
afternoon. Today is Earth Day, so Minister Gerretsen did an EasthtBat's your 6 o'clock news.
Anything bad that happened in the morning during question period, you've got all afterpadcht
up before the 6 o'clock and 11 o'clock news. By 11 o'clock, whatever happened aicKlim'ttie
morning in question period is stale. So what you're doing is effectivehgtany bad news off the
air; that's exactly what you're doing. Some other cynical partiesduaneethat. You're trying to say
that because we're objecting to-and we're only objecting to the fadtslgating to be very difficult
to keep the government accountable because of the timing of question period.

What was wrong with 1:30 in the afternoon? Your news in the morningtefledhatever happen:
the night before, as did your noon news. Then a new news cycle dtartsoai for the 6 o'clock
news and the 11 o'clock news. The people of Ontario pay big taxes, huge tidne province-in
fact, we're the highest-taxed jurisdiction in many classes in Monttricaand they deserve to knc
what their politicians are doing, and they deserve to know that the oppasitiolding the
government accountable.

This place is very important. There are dozens of dialysis ciwasopen in this province becaus
got to bring in a motion when the NDP were in in the early 1990s, whicegasthis House, to
open up dialysis clinics. Before we opened them up in my area, you dadgdhrough the snow.
Many, many people died; forget about the aboriginal people in the north. Youordyigo to
Wellesley Hospital or Toronto hospital. | had a constituent come twhnesaid that he was going
commit suicide. His wife phoned me and said, "Would you please aotngea him?" because the
snowdrifts were up over his garage. He was paying, at that titremandous amount of money,
$260 a week, to take a cab for the three days a week that he hacctdmemto Toronto. Anyway,
this place is important.

Today, Mr. Sterling-1 should refer to him by his riding name; I'm gorére going to correct me.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): Lanark.
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Mr. Jim Wilson: Lanark. He made a very good point about an adoption bill, that there ndexla t
clause put in to protect children who might have been raped through incestiagl activity

within their family-to prevent people, after they're adopted out, fratmgeheir new names under
adoption disclosure, so that there can't be reprisals there. Thatwesy good use of question
period.

The Banting homestead: We had the largest rally from a single dding here just a few months
ago. No, sorry-the birthing unit in Alliston. We had busloads come down, th@a&ibson's, which
provided the buses. They came down, we had a rally, and we're makinggrddne week-just
yesterday-the birthing unit opened. We got an obstetrician who had beeal fraiToronto but who
had spent the last few years in New Zealand. She came backésbalssgot elderly parents just
inside my riding. She's come back and the Alliston hospital opened.

When | first raised that in a meeting when we had the hospital doand, Mr. Smitherman's
representative in the meeting said that they weren't going to do anythingtabeutited two other
towns that had lost their local hospital birthing units, and he sdithiéyagot over it. Well, because
we had the ability to hold the government accountable, to raise thatasd to bring people down,
Mr. Smitherman, the health minister, came over to me rigét #fat rally and said, "I've changed
my mind. I'm going to help you," and he did. A supervisor was appointed, and dhdne dight
thing. But if | hadn't had the opportunity to hold him accountable in question @érotime when
my media could get it out on the airwaves, when it actually has sopaet on public opinion and
on what government does-as you say, just look at countries that don't haladhjshat don't have
this opportunity.

When | was a government minister for eight years, | enjoyed questioa pethought it was a gre
challenge. It wasn't something | shied away from. | knew that | knegwtuff fairly well, and | kne

| wanted to help the honourable members. | was health minister-you'icelgote a real heart for
that-and there were some horrible stories that | had to helpaithl, would probably not have had
as much motivation if it hadn't been for the thousands of people who wat@vény day-in fact,
we're just trying to get the numbers from broadcasting-and the repesimday.

Hello, Mum. | know you're watching every day-anyway, the ability to keegdlkernment
accountable.

So that you don't think that these are just my theories, let meeadstie letter from Randy Rath,
press gallery president here at Queen's Park. He says:

"At the annual general meeting of the Queen's Park press gallery noelajpers voted unanimou:
to raise concerns about the government's proposed new legislative calendar.

1620

"Gallery members have grave misgivings the new schedule would ticgsato cabinet ministers
and the Premier by reporters in the following ways:

"(1) The fact that post-question-period scrums would take place sheftye noon would make it
difficult, if not impossible, for broadcast reporters to attendevthiey are filing for noon newscasts
or doing live hits at noon.

"This creates an unacceptable gap in access between broadcasttaegpqrters.

"(2) On cabinet and caucus days, reporters now have two opportunitiegrntorsiisters, in the

morning and again in the afternoon following question period. The new scheduteaubthis
access in ha
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"The gallery considers that any reduction in access would underminenti®h of a free press at
Queen's Park." That's pretty strong language.

"(3) Losing the access to ministers after question period in theabns makes it more difficult for
reporters to get reaction to news stories breaking later in the day.

"We would welcome the opportunity to discuss these concerns with you."

This was sent to the Premier, the government House leader, our leadeeand the leaders of the
parties.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): I'm compelled to interrupt the member-and | apologize for
doing that-to inform the House that, pursuant to standing order 37(a)ethbanfor Hamilton East-
Stoney Creek has given notice of his dissatisfaction with the ats\Wwer question given by the
Minister of Energy concerning green economic investment. This matté&evdebated today at 6
p.m.

| return to the member for Simcoe-Grey.

Mr. Jim Wilson: Thank you, because Lisa Freedman, one of our very able table offiesrs,
reminding me I've been going off-camera, and I'd hate to do that.

Mr. Tim Hudak: Shame. You'll lower the ratings.
Mr. Jim Wilson: And there's so much of me. You'd wonder how you couldn't keep it.

Anyway, our proposal, the amendment we're debating here today, is: Wetd Woerk 9 to 6; fine.

It just means that there are going to be a lot more hours. We donthleaagsistants in opposition. |
was just going through the phone book two hours ago. | have one executive assi3tagn's
Park, and two constituency assistants. So to get ready for questich thati early in the morning is
going to be very, very difficult. We don't have the researchers and wéhdwee'the staff.

Let's just see what we're up against here. In aboriginal affi@ire are 16 political assistants; ag and
food and rural affairs, nine-and this isn't including the constituencstasts; Attorney General, 14;
children and youth services, 12; citizenship and immigration, 10; comyramdtsocial services, 13.
It goes up to health and long-term care, and | know this figure islawn the bodies in the phone
book there are 26 political assistants. | had five ministeriatipnsiand the most | ever had was 14,
and that was as the Minister of Health. | think that when | weenorthern affairs | probably had
four.

Talk about work. As a minister, | wasn't in here very much. Ihvess for question period, but | had
a driver one time clocking 84 hours a week. He quit because he couldnikeédmisters work
hard. Everybody works hard, whether you're in here or not.

Let me see: Tourism has 10; the Premier's office has 72 plahiisstants. So that's a lot of people
to help you read the Ontario newspapers in the morning and to go through your clgnungssee
what the news was in the previous 12 hours.

Mr. Tim Hudak: Seventy-two.

Mr. Jim Wilson: Yes, and they used to criticize Mike Hatrris. It's well ovacé what Mike Haurris
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had, and that's just in the phone book. You know how you hide them. That's not indheding t
parliamentaryassistants either, who all have their assistants. You getrelethelp and you can ¢
to question period.

You're also going to drive costs up around here, by the way. Some of the batseate talking
about-in the deputy ministers' offices, they're going to have to comd im #te morning. Is that
family-friendly for these people? They are going to have to come in at 4 inaimeng. We're goin
to have to move the clips up to get them earlier in the morning. gteg to be trying to think up
guestions when the newspapers aren't even out yet. It's not faemigly, and don't pretend it is. |
absolutely crazy.

You've got the media against you now. Maybe "duped" is too strong a word, butrignlygelidn't
follow the process you said you were going to follow when my colleague fepeadh-Carleton and
my NDP colleague from Hamilton Centre-I'm not sure who was tihene the government side, but
there was a committee to be set up to spend some time and tkdytheglace more family-
friendly. That didn't mean to change question period from 2 o'clock in thhaadteto mid-morning.

The committee, we heard today from the member for Nepean-Cadédoit,even meet, or met in a
cursory way. The government didn't pay attention at all. We did heattliemmember from Thunc
Bay-Atikokan a few minutes ago that this stuff is all going to besvead and this is just a pilot
project. Nothing gets changed, folks. I'm sure the Minister of Traragmort Mr. Bradley, who's the
dean of this House, would tell you that they don't get changed back too oftecaHave trust you
The committee that you set up in good faith, or we thought in good faiggdaoaxmend some
changes to truly make it family-friendly and get rid of those nighhggtthe process was never
used. We can't trust you there.

| remember the days when Dalton McGuinty said-he actually had # pldtiform at one time and
maybe even again in the last election-that he was going to respabensemore, that committees
were going to be more fair, that you wouldn't have the tyranny of the gagtirihe time that we
seem to have in this place, and certainly he was going to respecletio¢ the private members.

In the last four minutes | have, | want to go back and talk about @rvaibers. There will be no
one here Thursday afternoon when you do three private members' balloflitereswill certainly
be no media to cover it. You've moved it to the most irrelevant ptreatreek. You know that so
many members from outside town have to get into their cars or on attia plane to get home for
their Friday and Saturday constituency appointments, and you are just eyndeheaning the
role of the regular member by moving it to the back end of the weele Teot going to be
anybody here to listen to you debate. Attendance on Thursday mornings is bad enatigla tvae
democracy, so you're free to come and go. But to make it such anantetleing and then to have
part of your speaking notes all the time that you guys just blab out ovey @&, we're going to do
three ballot items now." You're doing three ballot items, ther@®der time for each ballot item,
and no one will be here. It will be completely irrelevant. | think wawld even have problems
keeping ministers here if it weren't for the rules. You'd probably peotdems getting ministers
here on Thursday afternoon.

But, again, I'll just repeat: You guys have the staff. You can ¢hédvureaucracy in at 4 or 3:30 in
the morning to get your notes and briefings ready. You have all that powautiedity, but you're
not being fair in this process. These are not good changes. If itt& ®to 6:30 at night, that's
fine with me-make it 8:3@ut move question period to where it's fairer for us to hold the gover
accountable. We need those precious couple more hours in the day tppméétthe news cycle
that's occurring. The reporters need time to file, they need ¢éim@ver, and they need time to
scrutinize and hold the government accountable too.

Finally, | did get some stats. They don't seem to have too manygtatslate, but in 1991, 140,0
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households watched this thing live every day, | guess-I'm not supposed to quo@91F6at's
quite a few years ago, and | don't know if interest would have wanedtserceout it might have.

Why don't we just take a step back on all this and get some of the pdapleave been around here
a long time to try and truly make this place people-friendly? Allonctmmittee that you set up to
actually have a couple of meetings. Let's not ram these things throtlgbardays, because we'll be
stuck with them for the next probably 20 years in this place, and it'squgair. It's cynical politics.
Fewer people will take any interest.

How are you going to get people down on a Thursday afternoon in the middle of rugiBhoause
private members' is going to start at about 4 in the afternoon. You'egergoing to get your
interest group down here. No one is going to come to Toronto on a Thursdagadter the middl
of rush hour. We're used to having groups, as | said. When | was doinglysesdiang, we had
dialysis patients down. You've just ruined the whole thing to do with pnmatebers' public
business.

You should be ashamed of yourselves, and you should be paying a little matierattewhat

you're actually doing. You've been given the sacred trust of a majority goverrame people don't
want to be looking over your shoulder and wondering why you're being cynical or how yoofye bei
cynical. They expect you to be fair to everyone because we're hepdsent the taxpayers. As |
said, they pay huge taxes. They expect us to conduct ourselves in thentiaicat free, open and
democratic process. While | understand that being in the government ang &awajority, you

have to wield your muscle sometimes to get some things done, thigyisin'This is trying to make
sure that your bad news is over with in the morning, and then you've gaeaibah to do your
ministerial statements and debate items which may be of good arevasually are of good news,

to the government.

With that, | thank people at home for listening, | thank the honourablébarsrhere for listening,
and | would ask the government to reconsider what it's doing.

1630

Mr. Peter Kormos: This is an incredibly important discussion. It's an incredibly impodeaision
that 106 members of this assembly are going to have to make whenttieisgoas to a vote. There
is not going to be a second and third reading. This is a motion; there debate. There is no
referral of the matter to committee for consideration throughetiedf members of the public or
commentators. It's one debate, and upon the completion of this debatetithrewill be voted
upon.

Look, I've been here just about 20 years now, and | tell you, | have beseddledave served here
with some incredible members of this Legislative Assembly fribthree political parties. | was so
fortunate, so very fortunate, so incredibly lucky to be here in the etose 1990. | watched and
listened. And again, very much unlike the way it operates now, | didit'fovélouse duty to come
in here, because when somebody like Bob Nixon or lan Scott or David Revilledy Brandt or a
young Bob Runciman was speaking here on any number of issues, | sat irathizec, way up
there in that corner where Billy Murdoch is now, and | listened.

| remember the time in this Legislature-oh, | remember hecKklesre were some great hecklers;
there were some great verbal jousters. Dave Christopherson frdvewhBemocrats was amongst
those who-his heckles were at least loud. He thought they were, dadanost of the time, most
people thought they were reasonably clever. And heck, go back again to thadmmleScott, Nixon,
Bradley; if a young neophyte was going to learn how to heckle here, they#lll@wsed to sit at
the feet of those great interjectt
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But | also remember a time in this chamber that when a padedepoke in the leadoff, for
instance, of an important policy debate, people of all three ppetiesed and listened. Again, the
times have certainly changed. That change began most dramatically i092. | remember that
too clearly. The second dramatic change to the standing orders was in 1997.

Let's make something perfectly clear: | believe that this ttkestlh do with the family-friendly
effort. Look, it's easy for me to saylon't have a family, | don't have kids, and there are a few ¢
here who don't have those obligations. It's easy for us to say-and | do-"Lymk want to come
here at 9, I'll come here at 8," to the chagrin of my caucus gaksaHeck, I'll be here at 7, and |
will indeed stay till 9 or 9:30.

So the extent of the point to which these standing orders accommodate witbpamilies, | say, is
as much an accident as anything else, because people's livesadibindifferent. It's incredibly
different if you're a Toronto member as compared to a southwestemoOn&mber or up Sarnia-
Lambton way. It has nothing to do with getting home at night to take cgoeiokids or your
spouse or parents or what have you, because you don't go home during the week-oatglyety
you live in the far north, in remote regions, there are some weekeadkn't get home just beca
Air Canada promises you that flight but the flight gets cancellegio8durn around and go back to
the exit ramp of whatever terminal the plane is leaving from and ybagoto your Toronto
apartment. You call your kids or your family or your constituents, and you'te bety off and hog
you can get a flight again the next day-maybe.

Even Toronto members-heck, do you think most Toronto members are going to gm lioene
evening to accommodate their spouses and kids and families? Probablcaose they're here in
town. They'll be going to any number of events-like Mr. Hudak; and | wisbowlel during the
week-church events, school events, PTA meetings, everything fronctilarge the most spiritual.

So please, let's not frame this discussion in the context of fémeigly. There will be any number
of views about what constitutes family friendly. Let's acknowledge-@oid | gave the Premier
credit.

Workdays? Where | come from, most workdays start at 6:30 or 7 o'ddlok imorning, so please,
let's not be overly self-indulgent, and a workday is a real workday. l|pgauconcrete or pour
foundations, you're out there at 7 o'clock in the morning, in the cold, blizeamtsr. They'll use th
heaters to heat the cement mix and they'll salt it to keepdt #uid it doesn't matter whether you
been up late the night before with a sick kid or arguing with a spouataetiner you had too much
to drink and you're a little thick-headed that morning, you get up at 5:30, 683U;30 in the
morning. You don't roll over in bed and say to your spouse, "Honey, call thetwensyi office or
one of my constituency staff and tell them | won't be in for the 9rB0raeeting. Tell them I'm
really sorry, I'm meeting with the Premier or something like 'tihdst working people don't do
that.

Look, we're very privileged. We are incredibly privileged. There ang Bl members or persons
this provincial community who at any given time get to sit in thests.9é&e've just gone through a
number of inaugural speeches by newly elected members, and those bhhlasigtbe here and
listen to, I've read on Hansard. I've been touched and moved, as has evdrgrraf this place, I'm
sure, by the stories that people elected to this chamber represtgost for themselves but for their
families, for their family histories and the stories that tta#yfor new Canadians. | watched as
members gave their inaugural addresses, and | watched as they hpdrdmds, spouses, aunts,
uncles and kids, some of them from the old country, sitting up there methwers' gallery. Even

a relatively seasoned member of this chamber, | couldn't help but be mpwéhat the stories of
their elected son, daughter, wife, husband, granddaughter, grandson meant.

We're very honoured to be h-very, very privileged. And | don't want to get into the debate &
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how much we earn, but we're paid reasonably well. I'm convinced athatethere isn't a single
person-well, there may be one or two that I've witnessed in 20 edr®r those one or two, there
isn't a single person who doesn't come here full of vim, vinegar and pdkgiaing that they're
going to do better than the guys who were running against them, or certamtlpgvto. | don't den
anybody the right to say that about themselves here.

In 1992, there was an incredibly bitter debate in this chamber. Thengoset of the day had a
motion that dramatically changed the standing orders, radically changsdnkeng orders. | was
reminded by Hansard of the opening comments on behalf of the Liberal oppbgit@an Conwar
He may have been the opposition House leader at the time. Létlmmgyi, remind people what
Sean Conway had to say to the government of the day and to its Housalleadgthe debate
around that government's assault on the standing orders. He said:

"Let me be perhaps a bit indelicate"-very Conwayesque, "indeli¢gte. have some members in
this chamber who don't know the honourable member from Windsor-Riversidelahahe
government House leader who moved a motion with the radical changestanttieg orders.

1640
Conway said:

"We have some members of this chamber who don't know the honourable menWerdsor-
Riverside as well as | do. | know him better than anyone in thig pldave been in the
parliamentary trenches with the honourable member for Wirds@rside and | must say that it i
very particular and idiosyncratic pleasure to be with the government Hadss in these matters.

"It is no secret that | relate to him like Stephen Lewiatesl to Morty Shulman. | don't like the
member for Windsor-Riverside. In fact, on a number of occasionstetlayou that | have behaved
badly because I dislike him so completely. | give him credit as@urceful and hardworking fellow
who has | think done very good bidding for his colleagues; | take nothing awayiftoon that
account. But in my dealings with him | have often found him to be a rhasewvord is not worth
the paper it is written on. | find him to be someone of a very disagte kind. I'll tell you, three
years ago in a similar debate, | found his disagreeableness ehtibessl that it verged on the
despicable. I'm glad he's leaving,..." as the government House letidie Ichamber.

| read that comment several times, knowing that | was going to b&isgénere on behalf of the
NDP caucus. | want to tell you that just as Sean Conway had seithettievmember for Winds-
Riverside, who was then the government House leader for many yeamgv/\read the opportunity
to be here for a number of years with the government House leadewanttb be very, very clear:
While Conway may have had his incredible, intense dislike for Dave Cbbkee no dislike for
Mr. Bryant. | found it a distinct honour to see him as a young MPP whsathgp here in the
Liberal opposition, just sort of upwind from me, if you will, and | eeetd him, as a bright, young
lawyer newly elected, work very hard at being an effective oppositiomb@e and he became one.
Do you remember that, Speaker? Bright, capable, higtrdg, tough in question period. By God,
the government House leader, when he was an opposition member, evédremetlia out there
after that one-hour question period. He did. He did the stroll, asivg. | don't want to be
indelicate myself, but we call it the stroll. After questionge® you have any number of
government and opposition backbenchers strolling back and forth, looking for amegsyiteg,
"Pick me, pick me," to interview them. The government House |dzidrin those days-and |
remember him. We were both opposition members and we were oppositeaguek. We served
on the same committees because of course he was the jusiicanctj again, a newly elected
member. | took great delight in getting to know him, working with him andwirag him because
it's a remarkable transitic
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Yes, people know I'm a lawyer too. When | was elected here b4&88) | came from a courtroom
culture. I was in court literally every day. | did criminal defemoork literally five days a week, and
as many as probably 50 weeks a year; our courts were shut down an@stirse. But in the
courtroom there are some economies expected by heavy-handed judges whaheillmost
generous moments, look at their watches as you're speaking as defenet@oam€rown
Attorney, or as often as not simply interrupt and say, "Are you fidigh€? | think I've heard quite
enough.”

| have to tell you that the transition from that courtroom environmieait courtroom culture, where
there was an economy expected in terms of the words that you usedypethef words but the
volume of words you used-to coming here was a far different storaslt@ave Reville or any one
of those guys would take me down to the justice committee and say, 6Kowa can't let them get
past section 16 before 6 o'clock"-do you remember having to do that atMm&sadley, in
opposition?-"because, you see, we've got a group that's going to come herevcamorcomment
on section 17 of the bill that's in committee now and we don't wantati@bis passed by the
government until we get these folks here to comment on it becaubeweve might be able to
influence the government about section 17, a section of the bill tHaéweegreat concern about.
Kormos, get into that committee and make sure the committee duegm#ss past section 16."

| was as adept as anyone could be at talking about the exegeticatrsus the conjunctive "or" a
whether this comma was appropriate as compared to a semicolog; ttakiexchanges into the m
obscure with, admittedly, the goahd | used section 16 as an example; it could have been sec
or 100-of slowing down the progress of that bill in committee becausewlzer a constituency out
there that had something important to say about it that couldn't be in Tardihtomorrow, and w
didn't want the next section passed until they got there.

Let me make this observation as well, please. I've withessedassve sweep of the election of
1987. | witnessed the massive sweep of the elections of 1990, 1995 and thdn Btxe sweeps,
people inevitably get elected who have never been in Parliament lsfdreecause it's a sweep,
they are more likely than not to be elected as government members.dourse of those
governments-I'll say this to you because I've said it so many timesaltv@ publicly and | have no
regrets about saying it. It's an accurate, in my view, observatidime icourse of electoral sweeps,
inevitably, some people get elected who have no business being in thenPatjiand in the course
of electoral sweeps, inevitably, some good parliamentarians geatetkfes victims of a sweep.

But I'll tell you this: One of the regrettable things about beingedeio a sweep-and I'll not speak
for others, so I'll perhaps speak for people within the NDP so that naddagly great offence-is that
they come to this Parliament with no experience in opposition. | réerem 2003 some very brig
capable people coming to the Parliament. | knew their reputatispské with them. | remember
how dismayed they would be at the fact that a debate was going on éddyenot three solid
days; three sessional days of, on a good day, two and a half hours each.

| remember people would be looking up here at the opposition with disgustt &¢hgou guys
doing?" They would literally ask, what are we doing here? Of couss&oumld respond, "Well, if
you don't know, then what are you doing here?" But they said, "What are you guy?"doou see,
these are people who have never been in opposition. | have been in oppdstti&@ven when |
was in government, | was in opposition. | acknowledge that, and | havemzsl have no shame
about that, because I think | will mention to you that in 1992, when thatrgoeet introduced and
forced through rule changes, | stood up and condemned them. I've got to telltyalidhd like
doing that. | took no delight in doing it. It wasn't a pleasant thing to dd. £abd up and
condemned them.

The sad thing is and the sad observation is, as has already beenhadt@dt of all, governments
don't introduce standing order changes to assist the opposition. It's jushméisdy to think tha
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that's their goal. Least of all do majority governments-they didn't in T98%. didn't in 1999. My
friends, they are not doing it now, in 2008. These standing orders-somectfsiiliremain
enigmatic, because it was oh so difficult during some hurried me@mghkursday mornings when
House leaders met. It was so frustratingly difficult-nigh imguesio get the government House
leader to explain why a particular standing order was being amendéatisBue know:
Governments don't change standing orders to assist the opposition. Goverinaegésstanding
orders to assist the government, and assisting the government ineviéably frustrating the
opposition.

1650

Who was the member who, in the debate about the 1997 rule changes, saileabmiion
imposing the standing order changes at that time, the Baird standing; diider House and the
people of Ontario should know what this motion is all about. It's all abaliing the trains run on
time in Ontario. It's all about efficiency for the members ofRhemier's staff, who are dissatisfied
that they are unable to ram through legislation and other matters iddbse in a period of time
that they consider to be convenient to themselves"? Who said that?entiger from St. Catharine
an experienced, long-time member of this House-indeed, one of its deans.

He also said this: "The government House leader says that previousrgemes have made
changes. One thing members of this Legislature must know is thatune @iavernment will change
the rules you implement; they won't, because it's convenient to governivéets.you make this
change, when you implement these changes to procedures, no future govertirnbahge those

to make it easier for the opposition. That's why it's so importanféatl¢o eliminate these changes
today, because governments like the convenience."

| remember being here in this chamber when the member fromt8aribas said those words. |
listened to them with the respect and admiration that I've had foevemsince I've known him, and
that | continue to have for him.

He said as well, "The full purpose of this change this afternomnnsake it more convenient for the
advisers, the unelected whiz kids, the people who have little reggatise of us who are elected,
to get their way, and to get their way more quickly. It has nothing toittlcewvything else and
people in this province should know that."

| recall being here and listening with respect and admiration toénmeber for St. Catharines, who |
have respected and admired from my first acquaintance with hingdndaetil the present.

"This is originating in the Office of the Premier. That's whre comes from. That crew is not
interested in this House. That crew is not interested in denyodrhey don't want the careful
analysis of legislation that all of us look forward to in this Holiey're not interested in anything
that would slow down the implementation of their radical, revolutiongeyda, which is designed
largely to benefit the richest, the most powerful and indeed thepnadtged people in this
province. They don't want that agenda slowed down in any way"-the membestrQatharines
again, during that same debate.

"Let's not pretend under some category that this has anything to do withiegttheaole of
individual members. It has nothing to do with that. It has everything tatdauging the
sledgehammer on the opposition and bulldozing legislation and other matbeightkinis House."

As | spoke to you a few minutes ago about the amazement of newldeigaternment members as
to why the opposition would want to debate a bill for more than one dayffal, there's the
incredible tendency on the part of government members to say, "Wellsivgon't understand. We
heard them the other nig-here during debate the other afternoon, saying that she looked fon
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unanimous support for that government bill. | said, "But why? Why isaibéhof itself a good thing
to have unanimous support?" There are various interests here in threcpr@and there will
inevitably be people who don't agree with the policy position being advocatechgrcoaitained in
a particular piece of legislation. Who speaks for them? More tifeennot, it's the opposition. Ani
say, just as more often than not it's the opposition that speaks fomitwty, as often as not, it's t
opposition that speaks for the majority too.

There's a sense that somehow legislation, once it's developed inkhedra¢ should be sped
through this chamber so that it can become law and public policy caratie@. | say, on the
contrary. There's a reason why parliamentary tradition has embrestegeicond and third reading.
It's so that you can't pass things in a New York minute with the sreaprgfer. It's so that there has
to be some sober consideration. It's so that there has to be an oppéotuhgypublic to become
aware of what's happening in their Parliament, be it here in Torooto Barliament Hill in Ottawa.
The tool that they use is either the television broadcasts frandrethe noon news, the 6 o'clock
news, the 11 o'clock news and the morning newspapers. That press tiadleryllection of women
and men peering over your shoulder, Speaker, are in my view one of thenpasént, one of the
most significant and one of the most potent players in a democracysbebay are truly the eyes
and ears of the public. Quite frankly, I think people appreciate thesdef the press gallery,
because inevitably, when they read about a piece of legislation innth¢h8y may get a very
different perspective when they read about that same piece oategish the Toronto Star, in the
Globe and Mail, in the National Post or in Now magazine. And thgt®d thing, too.

| say it's our responsibility to make sure that we don't build a sytkso disarms the opposition
that they can't strategically moderate the flow of legislation thr¢higlchamber. Why, indeed, it
has been commented on before in this chamber. Let me read thisdHextsact for you, Speaker:
"What is important is that debate take place over a period of siondat the public at home
watching this television channel or through the news media coverage plgites or for those who
are lucky enough now to have the Internet and a computer to get Hansatsebihey can't get
Hansard any more in the printed form through the kind of subscription theyou'sdrhportant
that those people know what the issues are before the House, thatdhethe arguments on all
sides." Again, the member for St. Catharines said that in 1993aiH¢hat as an experienced
legislator, as a conscientious and responsible legislator, abaan@aatarian who, like more than a
few others here, cherishes the important responsibilities, tegpese responsibilities and
understands the obligations by virtue of being elected here.

| say to you, Speaker, that it is a fundamental error for thdye that fascination, that obsession,
with speeding legislatiomdeed, on those occasions where this House has had to respond sp
issues, it has. It has, it has, it has. Indeed, this wdsisawvell in the Legislature: "I think one has to
understand that the only way opposition-not just opposition members but any publi¢ciopposi
any proposed piece of legislation-can be effectively dealt withl@dabout under our system of
government, under the parliamentary system of government, is through theiopgsities’ ability
to debate, and yes, on occasion even stall or slow down progress ofwalgrastll, and that has
worked very effectively over the years against governments of allgabktiripes.” Ernie Eves said
that in 1992, and Mr. Bradley, the member from St. Catharines, goiotedith approval in 1997.
Mr. Bradley, the member for St. Catharines, said, "I agideivnie. He was right on that occasion
and he made that argument with a good deal of sincerity and a knowledge this\blouse works."

Most people here know Professor Graham White. Graham White is @anatia's foremost
authorities on parliamentary tradition and, more importantly, on the aatiwoworkings of
Parliament. | suspect most members have in their office iisrars book, The Ontario Legislature:
A Political Analysis. If they don't, they should, and if they don't watiave it in their office librar
of course it's in the legislative library. Hopefully it's stiledgble on amazon.ca. Professor White
would be pleased, I'm sure, were people to continue to buy the book testselditior
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Professor White worked here at the Clerks' table. He's famiiflarthis provincial Legislature. I'm
looking at page 96 of his book now. He said, "In terms of members' attendaedia attention and
overall political import, question period is arguably the most sigmifipeoceeding of the Ontario
Legislature."

| believe that. It is the highlight of the parliamentary day, becaaseithstanding all of the
showmanship, bravado and excessive rhetoric that's employed in questioniipisribe,one
opportunity that Ontarians, through their elected members, have tpattehold their government
to account. I've always believed that that's the most fundamentaf tbke opposition parties.

| hope I'm not being tedious by pointing out the carvings on the walls herpaghks, I'm sure,
already know this from their introductory sessions. But facing the govetrupdahere is an eagle.
It's facing the government because it's symbolically encouraging the govemsrabers to be-

Interjection: It's an owl.

Mr. Peter Kormos: That's right, the omle use wisdom. Facing the opposition members is an ¢
The eagle, of course, is sharp-eyed and sometimes aggressivs,symkolically calling upon
opposition members to be sharp-eyed and aggressive, and yes, even fDneedidgle can be up
there flying and spot a prey down there that's just like a littlekspledust to the human eye, but it
can swoop down and grab it. The wisdom of the owl faces the governmetetalecgy and sharp-
sightedness, and | suppose courage, of the eagle faces the opposition.

I've always believed that the opposition has a very important roleytogpid | think that good
government is as much a function of good opposition as anything else. Bubpipthgition has the
responsibility to keep the government in check, | say that the governm&bthabers have their
own responsibility, and that's to keep their cabinet in check.

Their cabinet can't do anything, their Premier can't do anything, unless Bb@r it has the support
of government backbenchers. That's a very difficult thing to do, to call@mue'government to
task, because it means you don't get to be a parliamentary asgigtdhe extra pay and the extra
staff. You don't get the other perk jobs with the extra pay. You don't deetdpior the junkets,

which are part of the mechanisms that whips use to reward good andipeeiebers. Indeed,
you're not inclined to be sitting in the front r@lthough it does happen from time to time, doest
Mr. Speaker?

Mr. McGuinty, the Premier, back in 2003 promised parliamentarymefisr this his idea of
parliamentary reform? He promised more of a role for the backbermtdg@romised to treat all
members of this Legislature with respect and regard, including ogposigmbers. Instead, we
witness, day after day, a growing impatience with the oppositionsasniéhow they don't deserve
their elected roles as much as government members do. | say to genemembers, the tides will
shift. Don't brag to me about being elected in two successive Laveegps. Come back here and
get re-elected when there's a tide going against the Liberatstd@nae then.

It's easy sitting as a government backbencher if you consider your only baed follow the
marching orders. Then | suppose you simply wait for your turn at the caooetBut | say,
notwithstanding the party system and party discipline, government memberashianportant a ro
here as they wish to seize for themselves. And | concede it'asyot e

We've already heard today about the position taken. Look, opposition memberis veaylelear at
House leaders' meetings that while we didn't like some of theugastanding order chan+I'm
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telling you, we didn't like I think it's going to be the super Monday now orupersTuesday, the <
and a half hours of debate on a single day. Super Monday. We didn't likethate it was
conceivable that a bill could pass second reading in that one day., iinéagbvernment concedes
that's the case. That's why they've altered their standing order prapwsdlide the provision that
bill can't be called for the same reading in both the morning and afteohttmsame day. So it w
true.

When the Premier talks about more debate time, let's understatitbthdoesn't mean more debate
time, because a bill will be deemed time-allocatable &ftehours of debate. In fact, the Speaker
will automatically adjourn debate at the point of 6.5 unless requestea Iopthe government. So
there isn't more debate on any given bill-far from it.

In fact, you're sitting there every day, watching and listening, and I'eeda tendency for
government members not to engage in debate around government business. bgedvdne
tendency for government members to think that somehow making the two nuhgtesstions and
comments between other speakers constitutes engaging in debate, avesimgttes of a 20-
minute slot.

Why is it important for people to participate in that debate, even gaonart members? Because
your constituents and mine have a right to know where we stand on any guesryissr
constituents and mine have a right to have their stories told iRdhisment. Your constituents and
mine have a right to have their lives talked about in the context ofrgoeet legislation and
government policy initiatives. Your folks and mine have a right to a \tbatehey can hear when
they tune in to the legislative channel or when they sit down and watéhotbleck news or read
tomorrow morning's Toronto Star.

Opposition House leaders have made it very clear that we understagavénement's ability to
change the standing orders. We've made it clear that we don't lik&theur super Monday. We"
made it very clear that we think the quality of debate will be penr at 9 or 9:30 a.m. We've made
it very clear that we think that the three-hour private members'cpnliness on Thursday
afternoon has some frailties, that private members' public busasesssome of its significance
when you pop it into a Thursday afternoon, when attendance here is pretty. spar

I'm going to tell you this: There will not be quorum calls, at Iéasipe to goodness there won't be.
We'd be cutting our own throats to do a quorum call during private members' lpudilhess. But

it'll be a heck of a time keeping a quorum, won't it? You're going to hde nwaking some pretty
persuasive arguments to your colleagues when you want them to be here tbo@uppbyour bills
on a Thursday afternoon. That's just the nature of the beast.

Do | like it that way? I'm here Thursdays. But then again, | don't teegeve all the way to Ottawa
to get home. | don't have to drive all the way to Windsor. The menroens/indsor drive four an
a half hours to get to Windsor; | drive three and a half to get ttaWéglwhich is a fraction of the
distance but it's the QEW rush hour.

1710

But opposition members have made it clear that the important @sus i question period. You
know why? Because | believe, in no small part, that question petilod operty of the oppositic
We know that the government is the one that calls bills. Indgmtivate member's public business
bill is no longer a private member's bill once it has been dischamgadcbmmittee. It then becorr
a government bill because only the government can call it.

In fact, Speakers have had to rule on that, haven't they, SpeakerfhBantieat? We had a point of
order when the government wanted to move private members' public business @vening
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session. We argued that you could only call private members' public busimegsprivate
members' public business hour on Thursday morning. Your ruling was that ns algevernment
bill. Government House leaders for years have said, "How do whigétgislation passed?" Thei
the whining tone: "How do we get it passed?" You call it; that is ymuvget it passed.

There are only so many opposition members. That's why we're in oppositwiétheocrats delay
a bill for an overly long period of time? There are only 10 of us. Donthté. After seven hours or
so, debates are down to 10 minutes per slot.

| remember being elected here, when a lead could be an hour andhadatburs, three hours, four
hours-and some were. | remember being here when petitions could diast & remember being
here when bells could be rung. The tactic was to challenge theaDlaorce a vote, and then the
three whips would not show up to call the vote, and the bells would ringheidid.

Want to know something? Talk to some of the old-timers, if you willeties who were here before
1990. More legislation got passed. More legislation was considered byitteenrfihe debate was
more meaningful. More government members participated in the delzateaaningful way. There
was the prioritization of issues so that the public could truly be indatvan active way in
developing policy around fundamental issues that affected them, theiahdetheir futures.

Mr. Bruce Crozier: What happened?
Mr. Tim Hudak: Sean Conway made changes.

Mr. Peter Kormos: We witnessed some modest changes in 1989, some very dramatic changes i
1992 and some even more drastic ones in 1997. Here we are in 2008, and had@@biedyned?

As | say, at some point those Liberal colleagues of mine, thendreeare re-elected, will be sitting

in opposition again. The ones who are defeated won't be here at diattaithy the Liberals will

be the opposition. I'm not saying it's going to happen in the next electioe. dileesome who
suspected it might have happened in the last election, but Lord knows,dhinggo the way they
were planned, did they, Speaker? I've got to talk to that man somedaptiteetell you; I've got
some things to tell him. But someday, government members will be inibppothe ones who are
left, and just as | pleaded with NDP colleagues in 1992 and told tieesaime thing, | plead with
members now to please use caution.

Opposition House leaders have made it very clear to the governmemetihatgn off on all of the
proposed rule changes, we will buy in, but question period is so fundaménfadistant. Question
period deserves to be highlighted. Question period deserves to be positiongdidutime in the
day when it's most accessible for the public, either through their phpsesence here or through
the Legislative Assembly broadcast, and, most importantly, most fierdally, by the media.

You know that earlier today a letter was sent by the president §fitben's Park press gallery.
That's part of this institution. Understand that. It's not just a gagfdgreelance reporters who
wander in and out when they have to make a couple of bucks and write &\&tryt's not. It's a
very important part of this place, as the language is wont ta.caéliey are the eyes and ears of the
public. If it's the opposition's job to keep the government honest, it'sethia'sjob to keep all of us
on the straight and narrow, isn't it? I've been here, once again, long eadayle tknown a whole
lot of them, through a number of periods in time-periods in time wheecuthee here was different
in oh, so many ways from what it is now.

I've got to tell you-and | had occasion to say this a couple of months agowsheare bidding

farewell to two of our media colleagues here, two of the menabeing press gallery. | wanted to
thank them for the valuable input they had in helping me become adaptedetdS @k an
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become more effective to the extent that | am at getting cageessit there to folks, like the folks
down where | come from, and folks in other parts of the province.dxaramely grateful to the
members of the press gallery, all of whom I've known here to a grgttijicant degree.

| tell you, I find their input on this issue to be a valuable bihpfit. Mr. Rath, on behalf of the pre
gallery, exhorts this government to not move question period to 10:45 a.RaMrsays:

"The fact that post-question-period scrums would take place shortlyebeion would make it
difficult, if not impossible, for broadcast reporters to attendevthiey are filing for noon newscasts
or doing live hits at noon....

"On cabinet and caucus days, reporters now have two opportunities tomsigrigters, in the
morning and again in the afternoon following question period. The new scheduteaubthis
access in half."

Interjection.

Mr. Peter Kormos: The member for Manitoulin interjects. He obviously disagrees Wilptess
gallery. They're all wrong. Old Jimmy Coyle, who's been a newspapeteefwra couple of
decades at least-not a couple, a few-has seen them come ar@ugeias Park. He's seen them rise
and fall. Of course, he must be wrong. Randy Rath, the presidentmfswegallery, underwent
some pretty vicious mocking earlier today during question period. Randy Ratkventisome

pretty serious mocking-vicious mocking, | would call it.

Interjection.

Mr. Peter Kormos: The member interjects. It wasn't very funny, friend, to seei@useposition
taken by the Queen's Park press gallery-this isn't a gaggle of freedgowsters who wander in or
out whenever they need a few bucks by writing a story or a column. Tiedeag-time, serious,
professional journalists, yet they are, according to this governmienetabnd wrong on every
issue.

Government members and the Premier may want to know that ProfeabanGWhite, in addition
to authoring the book that | referred to and his lengthy analysis of questiod @ed its importanc
to Parliament, wrote, on April 22, 2008, to Howard Hampton, leadé&ediDP. In this letter he
writes:

"As mentioned above, while there is room to debate many of the proposethaniges, | cannot
imagine that any neutral observer could disagree that moving question p&vititei morning
would very seriously detract from the strongest accountability mechansitable to the
opposition....

"In short, a vibrant, effective question period is essential théladh of democracy in this province.

"Moving question period into the morning would severely undercut its effeetsge | understand
that the government's initial plan was to begin question period at Y\dnite. the revised proposed
starting time of 10:45 a.m. is somewhat better, it would saWé the opposition in a very difficult
position. Effective questions require planning, research and refle€tamis difficult enough when
guestion period occurs early in the afternoon but would be all but impofsilalenorning question
period ... whatever changes are made to the starting and ending timedegjislative day, there is
absolutely no need whatsoever to change the time of question
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There are enough copies of this letter circulating around here neam'tiuse the limited amount of
time | have left to read the rest of it into the record. | wantto understand this, Speaker:
Opposition House leaders agreed to sign off on this motion but for theaguektjuestion period.
We think it's incredibly important.

We understand the government wants to spend more hours each day debadints. tb \&@ccelerate
the pace with which its legislation passes. As a majority governmey can do that. We don't like
it; we understand it. We indeed have always found evening sittingstaddgatot because it's in the
evening but because it's a sessional day with no question period. Thattebheeviou want to sit
Fridays? Have a question period on Friday. The New Democrats havedrgelear at any number
of points in the history of this government that we will be prepareitl ¢m $-ridays. Let's have
guestion period and then orders of the day. You can call whatever billgruow do you pass
legislation, my friends? You call the bills on the order papemadtsmple as that.

| want to make it clear as well that | regret the los$af period of time-Mr. Wilson talked about it
earlier today. While there are strong and heated adversarial exsh@rgeduring that Peterson ¢
insurance debate I think I held the floor for darned near a month, Weekvaek after week on the
government's Bill 68. Then it culminated when the government figured theygeerg to wrap it u
with that overnight session. Murray Elston was the minister in clodrgeto insurance. | remember
that Bob Runciman was the critic for the Conservatives.

That was a tough, long debate. There was huge public interest e ibpposition did what it felt it
had to do-I think it was rewarded for doing that in the election of 199Gk isure public attention
was focused on the debate and make sure the government understood how ithiwastto so
many people. Yet there was still an incredibly high level of cotdibktween members, including
opposition members.

That's why | wanted to be very clear, when | opened my comments todayhtleaMr. Conway
may have despised David Cooke, the government House leader of that dagt khare that same
emotion with respect to Mr. Bryant. | understand that the governmeneHhiadger is effectively
doing what the Premier's office wants him to do.

Interjection.

Mr. Peter Kormos: | want you to understand this and | want government members to understand
this. This has not been a hostile Parliament. It hasn't. Thisdhd&®&en a dilatory opposition.

A few years back, when Mr. Stockwell was the government HouserJéademember his one
reference to me as the House leader from hell. My caucus prateptly got me a T-shirt that said
"The House Leader from Hell," and | wore it with some pride.

| remember when this place was hostile. | don't want it to réduitmat condition.

Let me remind folks once again what my old friend Mr. Bradley hadyans1997. This was during
the debate around the Conservative government, the Baird standing order ch&iedesd a
circumstance where | thought we were coming into the last coupleeksnof this portion of the
sitting of the Legislature where the mood was good, where peopldmiegeto be conciliatory; not
all the t's were crossed and not all the i's were dotted, bueneetrying to be conciliatory. | thouc
we could have accommodated the government agenda, because they had besougisdor
instance, not to include Bill 136, a very controversial piece of k#gsl. | thought we could have
accommodated the government agenda and | genuinely believed that. Thanmeas of c-
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operation. When people asked for unanimous consent in this House, they wauddrgetous
consent.

"l can't emphasize how important unanimous consent is, because somgd@yénnment is going
to make a mistake. It's going to lose a bill and it's going to ask theitppdsthey can have
unanimous consent to roll back the clock. Usually the opposition, althoughatstiedegic
opportunity to thwart the government's agenda on that occasion, when it resdhataewas
simply a clerical error or an error of procedure, will grantgtréernment that unanimous consent.
Well, I'm going to tell you something: You implement this and you've sedaghenanimous
consent."

So Mr. Bradley told John Baird in 1997, and it was a very unhappy plateyou, because Mr.
Bradley, on behalf of his Liberal colleagues, indeed used every opporthmitgyer unfair, to
retaliate.

Again, I'm not saying that New Democrats are going to put themsaeltestiposition, but I'm

telling you that all of us would far sooner serve in a chamber whemuld retain some level of
cordiality and where, from time to time, when a mistake wadenmhere would be an opportunity to
cure that error.

We've seen it over and over again. We've seen the government Housevidideser to this side,
saying, "X, Y or Z has happened. We didn't expect it. Will you give@?®"U hat's the euphemism
around here-UC-for some sort of remedy. "Of course."

| get the impression that government members see this as somethijokef that they've been
served poorly by the sources of their information. | don't credit Mr.r@nyé&h having authored th
because I'm confident it didn't come from him but it came from temier's office. And I'm equally
confident that when it comes to the Premier's office, let's naildiselves, it serves the Premier's
interests. Just as the Premier's interests aren't alwayddhests of the people of Ontario, they're
not always the interests of his own backbenchers either becatiseeis one single, most
regrettable transition that's occurred here, it's the transfEvedr from elected members to the
Premier's office and, even more significantly, to the unelected pmojble Premier's office, and
even more significantly than that, to the unelected people who arenihgbhenPremier's office,
who are in any number of downtown law firms, corporate towers or consolftices.

I'll be back on the Monday following the passage of these orders, readyteston period, and ¢
will nine other New Democrats. We'll debate bills for six amélé hours a day or longer, and so
will, I'm sure, my Conservative counterparts. But | just saywealaing a very regrettable thing. |
truly unfortunate. My fear, my real apprehension, is that 10 years t¢h@wodd, just as | have been
able to quote members from the past who opposed similar rule chamgespfsmy Liberal
colleagues here will be sitting as opposition members, reminding-

Hon. James J. Bradley:l don't have to speak now. You've put all my quotes in.

Mr. Peter Kormos: Mr. Bradley says-1 appreciate your acknowledgement of those quotes, si
Hon. James J. Bradley:Thank you. I'm really pleased you did that.

Mr. Peter Kormos: You're welcome, Mr. Bradley. "Thank you," then, goes into Hansard.

Regrettable. I'm not pleased, and I'm not particularly proud of thisheramght now, but we'll
continue to do battle as we mi
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Ms. Sophia Aggelonitis:I'm pleased to be sharing my time with the member for Pickering-
Scarborough East. On October 10, 2007, my life changed. | have to sayinbatlbeted has been
one of the greatest experiences of my life; to be able to reptasgutople of Hamilton Mountain
this House. I'm extremely proud of the work we do, and I'm happy to speak isaub®f the
proposed changes of the standing orders to the Ontario Legislature.

I'd like to first state that | will be supporting the changes irhthes of the Legislature. | agree with
the members of the House, the one member who spoke last night, whalkath@bout what it was
like to be a politician and the workload that comes with it. Shedstand | agree, that when you put
your name on a ballot, you know that it's going to be a 24/7 job. When | decidedftw office, |
spoke to some members of this House who are no longer here. They faldonencertain terms
that this job was going to be extremely busy; that the pace is very &edtultimately, "It will be

the best job of your life." As a new member to this House, | agrlgat they were completely
correct. | appreciate their candidness.

But as a single person with no dependants in this House, | have no doddnt thetnbers who do
have children and a family, there is a challenge. There's argalle spend time with their family.
These proposed changes will make it easier to balance work arty lfflepencouraging more
people to become active in politics so that they will not have to cliedaeen work life and family
life but they'll be able to enjoy both.

I'm looking forward to this change and being able to spend more time in nrmpweuty. When the
House starts at 1:30 and ends at 9, it's difficult to get back hoateetal some important events.
With this change, now | have the flexibility to attend some of thosetewehen the House is sitting.

| believe that, with the opposition, we share the honour of represeméimepople of Ontario. The
basis of our legislative workday has been around since 1893, but a lot hgedtkance then-
penicillin, airplanes and now BlackBerries. Our lives have chandady Ibelieve it's time that our
Legislature change as well, to resemble the real lives @r@ans.

What we're asking is to start the workday at 9 rather than 1:30 iHalise. Our proposal would
expand hours we sit per week by 35%. Our proposal would expand private mamppersinities
by 50%. Our proposal will all but eliminate evening sittings. Our propusékes sense.

It's also important to note that we have listened to the opposition.pfbpgsed to move question
period later, to 10:45 a.m., and to have a legislative committeawé¢he calendar over the summer.
Also, we removed the proposal to sit on Fridays. It is also impddandte that this Legislature has
seen many changes over the years. Working towards modernizing the Legislaiot something
new. | think that these proposed changes will be beneficial.

As a new member who often has to sit late in this House-I thinkithes part of being a new
member; they give you extra House duty. But | have to say that | alsserprised when | was in
the House a while back and | was listening to a debate about gummy Ibdeare nothing against
gummy bears, but as | sat back and listened to this debate, | wondheteahy residents in my
riding of Hamilton Mountain would think if they watched that debate. | batized during that
evening that everyone was tired and the quality of the debate was glecklying. I'm optimistic
that the proposed changes will encourage effective and meaningful detraseHouse.

| would also like to read to this House some of the quotes thatoime across over the past little

while about this issue. The Canadian Press reported on Februanhiklyefar that the member for
Nepeal-Carleton initially praised the government's proposed changes. She 'saielh¢buraged tr
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government is thinking outside the box and looking at ways to make the Legistaite family-
friendly."

My hometown paper, the Hamilton Spectator, writes on February 13: "@oeat House leader
Michael Bryant is on the right track in his proposed modernization of howdsssis done at
Queen's Park. It's the sort of approach that's needed to work towadyegrte gender imbalance
at the provincial level of government....

"Bryant's proposed changes are a small but meaningful step in the regtiiosi and could have a
positive impact on the willingness of women to run for provincial office.

Mr. Speaker, | agree with that.

The Sudbury Star, on February 13, 2008, wrote: "Opposition reaction to theoQuittarals' attemy
to reschedule legislative debate to daylight hours-including moving questiod p2@:30 a.m.
from 3 p.m.-has been unduly petulant....

"Opposition parties need to climb down off their high horse on this onee Tk be little sympath
from the public.

"Give the new hours a chance."

On February 12, 2008, the Toronto Star wrote: "Unfortunately, while losimgliegiality, the
Legislature has retained some of its macho vestiges, includingtéheright sittings (minus the
carousing). In other words, it has the worst of both worlds.

"To his credit, Michael Bryant, the government House leaderimgtto change that with a
proposed set of rule changes that would eliminate late-night sittingsake the Legislature more
family-friendly) and, at the same time, expand the time for dedpativate members' bills by 50%
(to enhance the role of backbenchers)."

On February 20, the Collingwood Enterprise-Bulletin wrote: "Most Cartardon't have a problem
with their MPPs and their employees getting up early in the morniridikeshey do, to go to
work."

In the Toronto Star on Saturday, April 19, 2008, a dart was given to theg@ed\wpposition parties
"for making a big deal out of the trivial; for the past few daysPittgressive Conservatives and
New Democrats focused not on weighty matters such as the economyoamtiveg TTC strike bu
on the Liberal government's plans to move the daily question period frorftedhrean to the
morning. The move, which will accommodate the elimination of evenitiggstof the Legislature
(an opposition demand), was variously denounced as "cynical' and "undemoctagdPiBs and
NDP. Their real concern: It will give them less time to pregdar question period. The solution: (
to work earlier.”

1740

The last quote is from the Leader of the Opposition. He was tojsta during the last election
when he told voters of his support for family-friendly changes to the laggis:

"You know, most people go to work starting at 9 o'clock in the morninghink, if you had the
sitting start in the morning and finish at suppertime, it allows sand dads"-

Interjections.
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The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): | would ask the members of the House to refrain from
heckling so that | can hear the member from Hamilton Mountain. Th&berefor Hamilton
Mountain has the floor.

Ms. Sophia Aggelonitis:"You know, most people go to work starting at 9 o'clock in the morning....

| think, if you had the sitting start in the morning and finish at suppertit allows moms and dads
and young families to be home more often with their family and to hauhitiggjust a bit more
family-friendly. So | think it means you'd look more often to starhernorning and have your day
proceed so that you could use those hours and finish by suppertime." Heasai August 29,
2007.

| would also like to make one last comment in regard to a commeny liiyemd in the opposition,
where he said that there was a time in this House where opposé#iobers as well as government
members, after the House sat, would get together and play euchre, ¢d@ffee and be friends.

As a new member, | have to say that | don't think that changing the b@aisg to eliminate the
friendliness between the opposition and the government. As a new méirdes,found everyone
to be extremely respectful, and if | knew how to play euchre, | woyty@ game of euchre after
the House.

In closing, | would just like to say that | agree with the proposed ceagklook forward to seeing
the changes in the House.

Mr. Wayne Arthurs: I'm very pleased to join in the debate following the member from kami
Mountain. As a brand new member of the Legislature-frankly, | havesritiere all that much
longer than she has; one mandate only-to some extent we're both stllrimew compared to a
few of the members who are here today who have a much longer history.

| just want to reflect on a couple of things in the seven or eight esrartso that | have. | want to
reflect briefly on the first few weeks that | spent here indke fall of 2003. We were a new
government. | think all parties, all three sides of the Houses testing their mettle, so to speak, in
their new or adjusted roles.

During that very limited time we went through daytime sittings, wleegtening sittings, the bells
rang incessantly for a period of time, and we did a sequence of miditigigs. That was in the la
fall, and I'd proceed to drive home from this place around midnight, seqaéter 12, because | live
just on the east side of Toronto, right at the edge now, with my dewg tbeing Pickerin-
Scarborough East. I'd get home at about 1 o'clock, 1:30 in the morning, and ltoego to

At that time, | was working with the Minister of Government Sgggj then-Management Board
Secretariat, and the minister had the desire to have early-moneetings and briefings. So I'd
arrive back here by about 7:30 in the morning in preparation for an 8 o'clofitkdodean 8 o'clock
meeting.

After about two weeks of that, arriving home at 1:30 in the snow arahttarriving back here at
7:30 in the morning, | said to my wife, "What have | done to my life®t of the time around this
place, | think we feel that way: What have we done to our lives?

I'm anxious to see some changes made. I'm anxious to see this newestietchetter reflects a
more traditional business environment, if | can call it that, e/laer start the formal part of the
business on a regular basis at 9 in the morning and we finish it tigeforost part by 5:30 or 6 in
the evening. It's more reflective in the context of what we do day blietay and more reflective
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what we might find in some other business environment along the way.

During the last mandate | was part of a select committee ooatatic renewal. The principal
mandate was to look locally, nationally and even internationally abedsystems. That process
was part of a government commitment to take a look, as we did durietgttten through a
plebiscite, at alternate systems of putting people in this place.

Interestingly, during that process, as we did things in committeeahdras we travelled-and those
were members from all sides of the House-we consistently heandaf variety of people about the
need to reform the way we do our business, or as we travelled and &iakedr jurisdictions, we
found that they did their business in a very different way. It becarderg during that process that
we needed to continue to look, explore and come to some conclusions on the fuagton here.
Whether it's the nature of the debate or whether in part it's hevevdo business day to day, that's
all part and parcel, | think, of what is transpiring.

Jurisdictions we looked at internationally, particularly in Germanytl@dK, through Scotland a
Ireland, tended more so to have a scheduling strategy that betete@tbusiness hours. | can't
recall off the top of my head who had 9 to 5, who had 9 to 6 and who met fanapydays and
which days committees were on, but | do recall a lot of discusssoma@, "We have a normal
business day environment. We still have our political engagements anshstituent
responsibilities, and weekends that go with that,” but from the standp@atting the business
done, it tended to better reflect 9 to 5 or 9 to 6, something moretatktHahink part of the ongoir
discussion informed the process during that period as the electorahsdboked at how we elect
people, but I think it also informed the Legislature a littlebihie context of what other
jurisdictions are doin

I'll tell you that during that discussion, | had the opportunity to trav8ttdland, Ireland and
Germany for a 10-day period. | heard, if not the exact words-| ortaeard the discussion. We
talked to folks there. We talked particularly to women who weigedeabout the capacity to be ¢
to manage family. We talked about, in essence, famépdly; maybe not those exact words, bu
talked about environments that were more business-conducive or more supgdathaenily
environment that gave people a greater opportunity to do things that we miglatipavant to do
or have at least an opportunity to do, particularly as it relatgsuiog families.

During this mandate, | have had the pleasure already of having beentaskigth tgovernment
and/or caucus to engage in a couple of committees in addition to our molen&ach of us finds
ourselves on any number of committees and activities, whether issamaling committee work or
whether it's committees of the Legislative Assembly of one samather. | was just at a Board of
Internal Economy meeting in which we were looking at estimates famusaofficers of the
Legislature. I'm also sitting on a committee that deals witbest of the assembly. The reason I'm
saying that is that we're trying to schedule meetings and we've ag@eslinstance that 9 o'clock
Monday morning works well. We can do some interviews during a Monday. $é#g to fit the
House schedule around that for those members. We're going to ask falispos&ions so they
know we're each going to be missing someone out of the House much of the dgynigoviews.

The point I'm trying to make is that by having a schedule that allowadog businesslike hours, as
you schedule those kinds of functions, it's much easier for memberalbtelte coordinate
calendars around that. What | see happening when we try to schedulgmisethat as we're
scheduling even weeks ahead, people are saying, "Well, | can't bdthreadtay morning. We don't
have House duty and therefore I've scheduled a constituency activity on Mondahygriddo

you've already lost, in this instance, one member from each partp ar tthree members. Now
you're constantly juggling, trying to find a schedule that works, and it keeyapegnmore and more
distant into the future where committees can r
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This type of scheduling would put people into a train of thought and a strtltatikgould say,
"Okay, from 9 till 6, Monday to Thursday, for the most part, that'swiere here,” and we'll make
the committees work within that context. | think it will be faona efficient for that supplementary
role we play here, in addition to the debate role, the things thatepeopk see us doing as often,
whether it's standing committees, select committees, subssimaiittees or caucuses individually.
People don't see that, but | think there will be a far more efificheans for us to be able to sche:
those types of activities for all members of this House, ondas of the House, and make it fit our
schedules better and also create that more businesslike environment.

I'd like to note in the few seconds | have left that this legiggiiece provides for a review. This is
an opportunity, should this pass, for us to get up and running, but it also pavidpportunity
during the summer for the legislative committee and then, subsequilg, come into the fall, to
review how it's gone and to be able to report back accordingly. It's tiaiwagh a decision now in
this debate will necessarily be carved in stone. Certainly wiitisris a structure for formal review
very soon as part of the process, as well as a review shoditytaftarts: Is it working? Does it need
an overhaul? Does it need tweaking? Or does it need to be abandoned?

I'm anxious to see the debate continue. I'm anxious to see us lookmatayef doing business
here and the opportunity to review that if in effect this bill passes

1750

Mr. Tim Hudak: In the time | have this evening, | want to note a few thingst &irall, as has bes
said in the debate on this motion, this is, at least from my menhar fourth consecutive
government to bring forward significant rule changes. But I'm going to #nguéhis is the first to
severely restrict the ability of members to hold the government aatserhrough the daily
guestion period. Sadly, a second impact of these proposed changes is whs¢sdjery important
to members of the opposition and members who are not in cabinet, pnaeers’ public business
to the equivalent of the legislative gulag on Thursday afternoons, whenipai that not too mat
members will be here in the assembly.

My colleague from Welland outlined a number of things that had happened biefcas.the
Peterson government-Sean Conway-that brought forward rule changes ie t@8@g¢. I'm
referring to an essay in the autumn Canadian Parliamentary Rieyiddam McDonald, who was a
former intern here in the Legislature and who had worked in the Lisbipls office and had
worked in my office, among others, as an intern. It gives an impdritoty, an intelligent analys
as you would expect Adam to do. He refers to May 1989, when "Peter Kddd&smember for
Welland-Thorold at the time, rose on a point of personal privilegacddesed Premier Peterson of
lying to the House, which is considered unparliamentary language. Mndsbmat the time "refuse
to withdraw the word, and the Speaker named him."

Under the standing orders today, if a member is named, then hetleaebamber. Under the
standing orders in 1989, the Speaker's ruling could be challenged by individualns)yeandehat's
what Mr. Kormos and others did. Then, on May 29, 1989, the Speaker caltelens in to rule on
the challenge to his ruling and to vote on it at 4:43 p.m.

"In those days, the whips of the parties used to walk into the chaogatiher to indicate that the
members had assembled and were prepared to vote. In this case tlittoappbs refused to
appear and kept the bells ringing. At 6:32 on June 1"-again, this began @9Nidne Speaker
suspended the sitting and ordered that "the bells are deemed to beuirtiitige sitting is resumed
at 9 a.m., Friday, 2 June 1989."' He repeated this order each dayuestlay, June 6. The
opposition's tactics had succeeded in disrupting the business of the Haausefbire week
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Shortly thereafter, two days later, in fact, the government Heasket at the time, Mr. Conway,
brought forward rule changes, "saying that the government would get its Isusomesand would «
so without continuous obstruction from the opposition.”

Mr. McDonald has an important quote here from Mr. Conway, but notinghthatile changes of t
day were to try-whatever your opinion was of the debate at the tistake a balance between the
opposition's ability to hold the government accountable and to use tactiesliadislature and the
government's ability to get things done. So Mr. Conway brought in rule chant@®9ror that
purpose and made changes to allow debate from the opposition, but took awayadlomyetactics.

Similarly, in 1990-Mr. McDonald in his essay calls it a turning pMike Harris, then-leader of the
third party, had some very strong opposition. Mr. Wilson and Mr. Murdoch and dthes-and the
Speaker as well-in the assembly were part of that caucustantherhis was around the time, |
believe, of the NDP budget that was going to spend the province out cfioeces

One of the tactics the member next to me, the member fort@aNéssissippi Mills, Mr. Sterling,
brought forward was a series of points of order during question period, éolloywthe time that
"Mike Harris stood up to introduce a bill, the title of which contditiee name of every Ontario
body of water. Mr. Harris started just before 4 p.m. that daytentenhgth of the bill's title (in
addition to interjections from frustrated MPPs and the repetititimedtitle by both the Speaker and
the Clerk, as required by the standing orders) carried the Houseetiodlod the sessional day.”

The Conservative caucus at the time used these tactics to etgiestrong displeasure with the
NDP budget and other bills. The NDP, just as the Liberals amts®athad done before the
brought in substantial rule changes. Interestingly, then-MPP Jim Bradkhe opposition Liberal
caucus, made some very strong objections to the rule changes aethEhteNDP brought in some
highly restrictive rule changes, again, in their view at the titm&y to have the balance between
government getting its business done and the ability of the opposition to aigekss

The Harris government brought in rule changes as well in its tirreetwlember-I think it was Bill
26, when | think the member from Scarborough-Rouge River, Alvin Curling, wtenieethe
Speaker as well, sat here famously in the Legislature in anjeloticause there was no rule at the
time against abstaining-

Interjection.

Mr. Tim Hudak: My colleague from Renfrew-Nipissing-Pembroke remarks about a horse.
He was allowed to abstain, and that held up hearings for a number of days

You may remember as well, Mr. Speaker, that the NDP brought ia $8f@00 amendments to the
committee of the whole House with respect to the City of Toront@®tte time-again, tactics
where the opposition, in their view, wanted to obstruct the governmemdaadkey had strong
objections to the bills of the day. The government of the day, under Mikis Hasponded with ru
changes, to again, in the opinion of the government of the day, make sare/dlsea right balance
between allowing the government to get its bills passed that itysethdted to do and the ability of
the opposition to object and to have their say.

Whatever you thought about the Harris or Peterson or Rae rule changes| ¢ja¢hered around a
concentrated on the length of time members spoke in the House and on deletyisg

What I'm arguing now is that for the first time we are seeingttampt by the government of the
to restrict the ability of opposition members to hold them accountaljedstion period and a mo
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to send private members' bills to a time that we will notise&ind of participation that we should
for private members' bills. | think that's highly unfortunate.

What's doubly unfortunate is that they have dressed this up in the notionlgfffaandly rule
changes. Nothing can be farther from the truth. This is actually abutinng the ability of the
opposition to hold the government accountable. I'm not sure, and corredtimmeaiibng-maybe the
speakers on the government side opposite will tell me. The delaytigs that the opposition, eitt
the Conservatives or NDP, have been using in this Legislature: | biok'there have been any. |
think you've had a responsible opposition. If we strongly object to a bitlelate it; we carry it
through. If we don't have strong objections or a compromise is reasonhldyed, then the bill is
called to a vote or moved to committee. But | ask the members appogitve me the equivalent of
the lakes and rivers, the equivalent of Mr. Kormos's 17-and-a-half-fibuster against auto
insurance, the equivalent of Alvin Curling's stay here in the Legisladtu the 12,000 amendments
of the City of Toronto Act. | defy them to tell me about the obstyadactics that the official
opposition has used here in the Legislature.

In reality, this is about limiting our role to hold them accountable byimg question period to
earlier in the day. If they were truly interested in familgifidly legislation, all they'd have to do is
move orders of the day from the evening to the mornings and maintain questongpa
predictable time. In fact, you can lock it in, as we have proposaahé 1 p.m. and move this delay
that we see from various ministers' statements and introductiomuemdosanother time of the day.

| want to congratulate my colleague from Nepean-Carleton, who hapmead this issue of
making Ontario a more family-friendly Legislature, particularlyyoung women who live outside
of the city of Toronto-young mothers-to give a greater opportunity to par@digae at Queen's
Park and to attract more to run as MPPs in the first placky,3aa shameful and, I'd say, cowar
way, the Premier and his House leader have used that as atedreag forward these proposals
that limit the ability of the opposition to hold the government to account.

These proposals are an insult to those in the Legislature who hawve/twééng hard in a non-
partisan approach to ensure that parents who don't represent Toronto and wauhgueads can
feel comfortable running for office. Sadly, this bill before the Howdl do quite the opposite,
dressed up in a family-friendly approach.

Debate deemed adjourned.
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): | note that it's 6 o'clock. | wish to inform the House that
pursuant to standing order 37, the question that the House do now adjourn id tiebenes been
made.
ADJOURNMENT DEBATE

GREEN POWER GENERATION
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): The member for Hamilton East-Stoney Creek has given
notice of his dissatisfaction with the answer to a question given ithster of Energy. The
member has up to five minutes to debate the matter, and the mimikie parliamentary assistant
may reply for up to five minutes.

I'm pleased to recognize the member for Hamilton East-Stoney Creek.

180C
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Mr. Paul Miller: 1 won't be taking the full five minutes. This is a quick stateraedtquestion.
Today, Minister Phillips, the Minister of Energy, made a staténié/e are the fastest-growing
renewable jurisdiction in all of North America," as far asengable green energy. | am not sure that
that quote is correct. | have some statistics in front of ntesmbald challenge that statement. For
example, talking megawatts, California had a million megawatslaf energy, Texas has 4,000
megawatts of wind power and there are several other jurisdictiossrth America that are way
ahead of the quote of the 501 megawatts for wind in Ontario. Even Aliastsurpassed us, with
523 megawatts.

All I'm saying is that if you're going to stand up in the House, hopefully you'wwogonumbers
correct on energy. | would hope that if you're touting the line of the govatranénhow wonderful
they're doing, it would be good if you've got your numbers correct. | would jughekeninister to
provide us with the information that he assumed that the situatiobettas than it was.

We'd like a correction statement in the House, if possible, abaé thenbers. I'd be happy to sh
with the minister, if he'd like to follow up and look at them. If tbatrection could be done, I'd
appreciate it.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): I'm pleased to recognize the member for Niagara Falls to
reply on behalf of the government.

Mr. Kim Craitor: I'm pleased to respond to my good friend's question, the member fromtdhamil
East-Stoney Creek. First, let me just say that our governmetdkessignificant strides in
developing renewable generation and cultivating green technology in Ontariodipewer, we've
moved from last place to one of the leading wind power jurisdictionamada. We now have four
large, commercially operating wind farms, including Canada's larg&stult Ste. Marie. New wind
power, hydroelectric, biomass and solar operations are ensuringitiaaitoOneets its overall goal
ensuring that by 2025, Ontario will have 15,700 megawatts of installedablee@nergy capacity,
an overall doubling of the amount of renewable capacity in our grid.

We've also taken important steps through our renewable energy standapdagffam that is
making Ontario a leader in solar power in North America. Thaangbower that will help to ease
the strain on our electricity system, reduce air pollution andecresav, high-skill jobs. We have, in
fact, set a target of installing 100,000 residential solar systeths province. We've invested $1
million over four years to create a solar thermal heating inceptovgram for Ontario businesses,
industries and institutions.

I'm also pleased to tell you that the Ontario Centre of Excellend&nergy was created to invest in
and encourage research and development of competitive, industriallyntekssianologies. The
centre's goal is to bring these ideas to the marketplace in oqgl@vide Ontarians with viable,
affordable, long-term energy supplies while improving our net impacts amthnment. And
Ontario recently invested $2.2 million in a green energy project using invewvater turbines that
will generate renewable power from the current of the St. Laver&eaway.

Our Next Generation of Jobs Fund is a five-year, $1.15-billion prograrwilhateate and sustain
jobs, improve competitiveness, foster innovation and support our Go Gree

Overall, we are working across the government and with the privette $@ promote investment
and skills training that will continue to fuel our green power strategy.

Mr. Paul Miller: On a point of order, Mr. Speal-
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The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ted Arnott): There are no points of order.

There being no further matter to debate, | deem the motion to adjcaegrctoried.
This House stands adjourned until 6:45 p.m.

The House adjourned at 1805.

Evening meeting reported in volume B.
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