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HALIFAX, WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 4, 2013 

 

Sixty-second General Assembly 

 

First Session 

 

2:00 P.M. 

 

SPEAKER 

Hon. Kevin Murphy 

 

DEPUTY SPEAKER 

Ms. Margaret Miller 

 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: Before we start the daily routine today, the subject matter for late 

debate has been chosen and is: 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that this House of Assembly take the time to mark 

December 6, 2013, as the International Day for the Elimination of Violence Against 

Women. 

 

 It was submitted by the honourable member for Fairview-Clayton Park. 

 

 Also, before I start the daily routine, I’ll give my ruling on the point of order raised 

yesterday. 
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SPEAKER’S RULING: Government backbencher should not be permitted to ask 

a question in Question Period (Pt. of order by Hon. F. Corbett [Hansard, p.244, Dec. 3/13)] 

Limited use of questions by government backbenchers will be permitted. 

 

Yesterday the honourable member for Waverley-Fall River-Beaver Bank asked a 

question of the honourable Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure Renewal during 

Question Period. Following Question Period, the honourable House Leader for the New 

Democratic Party rose on a point of order, and it was his position that the tradition of the 

House was that Question Period was reserved for Opposition Parties and any independent 

members. 

 

 The point of order was supported by the honourable House Leader for the Official 

Opposition, who added that he believed this issue should be part of a general review by the 

Committee on Assembly Matters. 

 

 In considering this matter, I looked first at our rules. Rule 31 does not limit the 

putting of questions to ministers only to members of the Opposition Parties. Other 

provisions in our rules that are limited to Opposition business clearly state such a limited 

application. 

 

 The leading authority on parliamentary procedure in the House of Commons, 

O’Brien and Bosc, make it clear that while Question Period is designed primarily to allow 

the Opposition members to hold government to account, it is still possible for members 

from the caucus of the Government Party to also ask questions. 

 

It says at Page 492: “Any Member can ask a question, although the time is set aside 

almost exclusively for the opposition parties to confront the government and hold it 

accountable for its actions, and to highlight the perceived inadequacies of the 

government.” 

 

 Note that the quotation says that the time is set aside “almost exclusively for the 

opposition” - it does not say “exclusively.” 

 

This left me wondering how this issue is dealt with in other jurisdictions, provinces, 

and territories. The Chief Clerk has researched this and has advised me that in all the other 

provinces and territories in Canada that have Party politics in their government systems, 

the right of backbench non-Cabinet members of the government caucus to ask some 

questions to ministers is recognized to some degree. 

 

 While there is some variation on how this is carried out across jurisdictions, the 

general principles are that a limited amount of time is set aside for questions from 

government backbenchers, usually later in Question Period, after ample time has been 

given to the Official Opposition, other Parties, and other independent members. In some 

provinces a turn for a government backbench question is reserved late in the Question 
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Period rotation for the day; in other jurisdictions the right to ask questions is acknowledged 

but rarely taken advantage of. 

 

 The honourable Government House Leader has advised me and the other House 

Leaders that it is his intent to only have the 10
th

 and 20
th

 questions in each Question Period 

asked by non-Cabinet members of his Party’s caucus, and that in each case only one 

question will be asked - there will be no supplementary questions. 

 

Given these intended parameters and the principles of parliamentary procedure I 

have mentioned previously, I am satisfied that permitting such limited use of the time of 

Question Period is reasonable so long as the primary use of the time by the Opposition is 

respected - by this I mean that both the question and the answer should be concise. 

 

 It is my hope that the questions will be about matters of genuine interest to the 

particular members posing them. I believe it would be unfortunate if the questions were 

simply easy plants designed to allow ministers opportunities to make statements that they 

are already free to make under the order of business, Statements by Ministers. This has 

been a concern in other jurisdictions. 

 

 I believe this ruling is consistent with a recent significant ruling by Speaker Scheer 

in our House of Commons. On April 23
rd

 of this year, Speaker Scheer addressed the 

question of the individual rights of members to freedom of speech, against the backdrop of 

the conventions of Party control and use of lists submitted by Party Whips that dictated the 

order of members being given the floor to speak. No matter what, it’s always up to the 

Speaker to decide who is recognized to speak, and I will safeguard the interests of all 

members on both sides of the House. 

 

 In conclusion, while I thank both the House Leaders of the NDP and the Official 

Opposition for raising the point of order, it should come as no surprise, given what I have 

just said, that I must find to the contrary, and advise the House that I will permit the limited 

use of questions by government backbenchers in the manner proposed by the honourable 

Government House Leader. 

 

 If problems arise I can always revisit the question of this new practice. Also, it is 

open to the House to come to a more formal recognition of the rights of members to pose 

questions in any revision to our rules. Thank you for your attention. 

 

 The honourable member for Cape Breton Centre. 

 

 HON. FRANK CORBETT: Mr. Speaker, let me say I thank you for your swift 

adjudication on this point. Obviously, I would have liked it to have gone another way but I 

want to congratulate you on your fairness and even-handedness in this approach to this 

matter. With great respect to the Speaker, I appreciate the swiftness with which you dealt 
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with this and the reality of what this means to Question Period. Again, I’m disappointed it 

didn’t go my way but I thank you for doing this in such a swift manner. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable House Leader for the Official Opposition. 

 

 HON. CHRISTOPHER D’ENTREMONT: Mr. Speaker, I too thank you for your 

decision and also for the speediness of that as well. As I said yesterday, it was an issue of a 

convention of this House that was changed without the full consensus of all members in the 

House. Again, thank you for that decision. It didn’t go our way but we thank you for your 

impartiality in this. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Government House Leader. 

 

 HON. MICHEL SAMSON: Mr. Speaker, I just want to take the opportunity to 

reiterate, as I have done with the two Opposition House Leaders, that under the instructions 

of our Premier, it is expected that we will have a full review of numerous matters that relate 

to the Legislature in the hopes of modernizing our rules, ensuring fairness on all sides, and 

most importantly, accountability to Nova Scotians. I do suspect that we will be coming 

forward together with more changes to be brought to the Legislature in the weeks and 

months ahead. Merci. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Premier on an introduction. 

 

 HON. STEPHEN MCNEIL (The Premier): I would like to draw the attention of the 

House to the east gallery, where we have with us today members of the Nova Scotia 

Association of Realtors. I know some colleagues would have had breakfast with them 

today. I want to welcome them to the House of Assembly, but most importantly, thank 

them for all of the work they do on behalf of Nova Scotians in driving the economy from 

one end of Nova Scotia to the other. Welcome. (Applause) 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: We will begin the daily routine. 

 

 PRESENTING AND READING PETITIONS 

 

 PRESENTING REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

 

 TABLING REPORTS, REGULATIONS AND OTHER PAPERS 

 

 STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 

 

 GOVERNMENT NOTICES OF MOTION 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Premier. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 124 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I shall move 

the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas today we were saddened to learn of the passing of Reg Maloney, a 

well-respected Mi’kmaq leader, elder, grand council keptin, and former Chief of the Indian 

Brook First Nation; and 

 

 Whereas Chief Maloney was a tireless defender of Mi’kmaq rights and culture who 

dedicated himself to improving the lives of his community members and the entire 

Mi’kmaq nation; and 

 

 Whereas his legacy and impact on our province will continue to be felt in his home 

community and beyond; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that all members of this Legislature join Nova Scotians in 

offering our deepest condolences to Chief Maloney’s family, community, and friends as 

we say goodbye to this great leader. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate, and I would 

ask that we have a moment of silence. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 Would you please rise for a moment of silence. 

 

 [A moment of silence was observed.] 

 

 INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

 

 Bill No. 12 - Entitled an Act to Amend Chapter 7 of the Acts of 1996. The 

Occupational Health and Safety Act. (Hon. Kelly Regan) 

 

 Bill No. 13 - Entitled an Act to Amend Chapter 65 of the Acts of 1978, an Act 

Respecting the Ladies of the Sacred Heart at Halifax. (Mr. Joachim Stroink) 
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 MR. SPEAKER: Ordered that these bills be read a second time on a future day. 

 

 NOTICES OF MOTION 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Premier. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 125 
 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I shall move 

the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas the Bridgetown Regional High School Senior Boys Trojans soccer team 

captured the NSSAF Division 3 Senior Boys Soccer Provincial Championship on 

November 2
nd

 in Antigonish by defeating Forest Heights 2 - 0 in the championship game; 

and 

 

 Whereas the Bridgetown Senior Boys Trojans are no strangers to provincial wins, 

having captured six titles in the last eight years; and 

 

 Whereas through sound coaching, hard work, dedication, and team spirit 

throughout the season, this team was able to proudly secure that coveted title once again; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that the members of the House of Assembly join me in 

congratulating the team members and coaching staff of the Bridgetown Regional High 

School Senior Boys Trojans soccer team for their successful soccer season and in wishing 

them continued success in the future. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 The honourable member for Dartmouth South. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 126 
 

 MR. ALLAN ROWE: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I shall 

move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas Gloria Fisher opened Fisher’s Stationery store on Portland Street in 

Dartmouth in 1959 with her husband and continued to run the store when her husband 

passed away only nine years later; and 

 

 Whereas Fisher’s Stationery, and indeed Gloria herself, have become downtown 

Dartmouth icons, with Mrs. Fisher being known for her friendliness, her community 

involvement, and for simply giving her shop a personal and caring atmosphere that made 

visitors want to return again and again; and 

 

 Whereas at the age of 92, Mrs. Fisher is now retiring and closing the doors of 

Fisher’s Stationery after 54 years of outstanding service and will be missed and fondly 

remembered by generations of loyal customers, many of whom grew to consider Gloria a 

friend; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that all members of this House of Assembly thank Mrs. 

Gloria Fisher for her years at the helm of Fisher’s Stationery and wish her much happiness 

in her well-deserved retirement. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate.  

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

Is it agreed? 

 

It is agreed. 

 

Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay.  

 

The motion is carried.  

 

 The honourable member for Halifax Atlantic. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 127 

 

 MR. BRENDAN MAGUIRE: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future 

day I shall move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas Michele Raymond was first elected to the House of Assembly as MLA for 

Halifax Atlantic on August 5, 2003; and  
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 Whereas she was re-elected again in the General Elections of 2006 and 2009; and 

 

 Whereas Michele Raymond represented the constituents of Halifax Atlantic in the 

House of Assembly for 10 years, and worked diligently serving her community and 

province; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that members of this House of Assembly congratulate 

Michele Raymond on her dedication and long service to the Government of Nova Scotia 

and the constituents of Halifax Atlantic, and wish her well in her future endeavours.  

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate.  

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

Is it agreed? 

 

It is agreed. 

 

Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay.  

 

The motion is carried.  

 

 The honourable member for Hammonds Plains-Lucasville. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 128 

 

 MR. BEN JESSOME: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I shall 

move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas Marilyn Cummings took her Dental Hygiene course at Dalhousie 

University where she later returned to take her Bachelor of Science in Health Education; 

and then worked independently while employed by the Department of Health setting up 

flouride clinics in elementary schools in the St. Margarets Bay and Halifax areas; and 

 

 Whereas she represented the Hammonds Plains Area Community Health Board for 

three years and is an active member of the Dental Hygiene Society; and 

 

 Whereas Marilyn Cummings opened the All Smiles Dental Hygiene Clinic at 2069 

Hammonds Plains Road on December 2
nd

 of this year; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that all members of this House of Assembly congratulate 

Marilyn Cummings on her spirit of entrepreneurship on the opening of her new business in 

Hammonds Plains and wish her the best of success in the future.  
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 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate.  

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

Is it agreed? 

 

It is agreed. 

 

Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay.  

 

The motion is carried.  

 

 The honourable Minister of Justice.  

 

RESOLUTION NO. 129 

 

 HON. LENA DIAB: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I shall 

move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas the students and staff of Springvale Elementary, a school located in my 

constituency, put together a memorable Remembrance Day ceremony for our community; 

and 

 

 Whereas Ms. Carolyn Bourke, the school’s choir teacher, adapted a wonderful song 

by the name of Grateful to be Canadian, the song was performed with the beautiful voices 

of the Springvale Choir; 

 

 Whereas Principal John Dobrowolski created a heartwarming video presentation 

representing our veterans and the students of Springvale Elementary; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that all members of the House of Assembly congratulate 

the students, staff, and principal of Springvale Elementary on their memorable 

performance and wonderful spirit, and wish them continued success in the future.  

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate.  

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

Is it agreed? 

 

It is agreed. 

 

Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay.  
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The motion is carried.  

 

 The honourable Acting Leader of the New Democratic Party. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 130 

 

 HON. MAUREEN MACDONALD: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a 

future day I shall move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas Halifax’s North End Business Association held its 2
nd

 Annual Holiday 

Parade on Friday, November 29
th

, which was a very successful event as a non-motorized, 

carbon-neutral event featuring 350 participants representing 38 organizations; and 

 

 Whereas the Hydrostone District Business Association held its 3
rd

 Annual Family 

Tree Lighting at Hydrostone Park the same evening, attracting about 1,000 people, 

including many from the parade, to listen to choirs from St. Joseph’s-A. McKay School, 

Shambhala School, and Cornwallis Street Baptist Church; and 

 

 Whereas the evening culminated with the lighting of the tree in support of Phoenix 

Youth, to the delight of all those present; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that the Nova Scotia Legislature congratulate the North 

End Business Association, the Hydrostone District Business Association, and all of the 

participants in the parade and the tree lighting on their seasonal spirit and their support for 

the North End community. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

  

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 The honourable member for Guysborough-Eastern Shore-Tracadie. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 131 
 

 MR. LLOYD HINES: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I shall 

move the adoption of the following resolution: 
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 Whereas on Tuesday, September 24, 2013, the community of Sheet Harbour lost 

both a friend and a mother to so many, Lori Ann Lowe; and 

 

 Whereas Lori worked as a child care provider for 27 years, and through those years 

Lori was a mother to over 60 children who loved her and treasured their time with her; and 

 

 Whereas after her sudden death, Lowe’s parents wanted to do something special 

with their toys, so they graciously donated the toys for a fundraiser sale to help support 

Lily’s Hill, an outdoor rink, raising an astounding $960; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that all members of the House of Assembly extend our 

condolences to Lori’s family, especially to her parents, Robert and Carol Lowe, and 

honour her memory by strengthening our appreciation for child care providers and be ever 

so mindful of the importance of their roles in the lives of so many. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 The honourable member for Sydney-Whitney Pier. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 132 
 

 MR. GORDIE GOSSE: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I 

shall move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas Mona Baryluk has more than 35 years’ experience in various aspects of 

health systems management, including patient care, education, program development, 

research and administration; and 

 

 Whereas Mona Baryluk held several senior positions in the Cape Breton District 

Health Authority; and 

 

 Whereas Mona Baryluk was appointed the new Chair of Cancer Nova Scotia’s 

Advisory Board of Directors; 
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 Therefore be it resolved that the Nova Scotia Legislature congratulate Mona 

Baryluk on her new position as Chair of Cancer Nova Scotia’s Advisory Board of 

Directors and wish her all the best in her ongoing fight against cancer. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 The honourable member for Queens-Shelburne. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 133 
 

 HON. STERLING BELLIVEAU: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a 

future day I shall move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas Michelle Branchaud is an assistant to the Director of Recreation and Parks 

for the Municipality of the District of Shelburne; and 

 

 Whereas Michelle is one of two people on the South Shore qualified to train leaders 

using the High Five training approach utilizing the principles of early childhood 

development; and 

 

 Whereas Michelle has recently been awarded the 2013 High Five Champion Award 

for her excellence in delivering high-quality, child-centred recreation programming; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that the House of Assembly recognize and extend 

congratulations to Michelle Branchaud on being awarded the 2013 High Five Champion 

Award, and for her dedication to the youth of her community. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 
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 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 The honourable member for Chester-St. Margaret’s. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 134 
 

 HON. DENISE PETERSON-RAFUSE: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a 

future day I shall move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas the Hooked Rug Museum of North America located in Queensland, Nova 

Scotia, was started by Suzanne and Hugh Conrod of Chester in 2005 and opened in 2011 as 

a registered charity that relies on donations to stay open; and 

 

 Whereas Hugh Conrod, who held various government positions, was Bureau Chief 

for the Halifax Herald Limited and was instrumental in creating the Dartmouth Historical 

Museum, passed away in September 2013 at the age of 85; and 

 

 Whereas Mr. Conrod was a well-known, well-respected and well-loved member of 

our community, and was an important part of the history of this province; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that the Nova Scotia Legislature wish Suzanne Conrod 

continued success at the Hooked Rug Museum of Nova Scotia and remember her husband, 

Hugh Conrod, who helped make the museum a reality. 

 

Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 The honourable member for Truro-Bible Hill-Millbrook-Salmon River. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 135 
 

 MS. LENORE ZANN: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I shall 

move the adoption of the following resolution: 
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 Whereas the Truro Police Service has been faithfully serving the citizens of central 

Nova Scotia since 1875 and have been wearing a powder-blue dress uniform since the 

mid-1980s; and 

 

 Whereas members of the service recently changed to a custom-fitted royal blue 

dress uniform designed by Detective Constable Karen Harling, as chair of the dress 

uniform committee; and 

 

 Whereas the Truro Police Service was the first-ever recipient of Canada’s Law 

Enforcement Magazine’s Blue Line Uniform Image Award this year; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that the Nova Scotia Legislature congratulate Detective 

Constable Karen Harling and the Truro Police Service upon winning the Blue Line Image 

Award and wish them many more years of dedicated service to our community. 

 

Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 The honourable member for Sydney-Whitney Pier. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 136 
 

 MR. GORDIE GOSSE: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I 

shall move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas November 22
nd

, 2013 family and friends gathered at the Open Hearth Park 

in Sydney to dedicate a new bicycle facility; and 

 

 Whereas 14 years ago at the approximate spot of the dedication site, long-time 

environmental activists Don and Ron DeLeskie scooped up gooey tar as part of their own 

cleanup; and 

 

 Whereas the new bike park was appropriately named the Don and Ron DeLeskie 

Bike Park; 
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 Therefore be it resolved that the Nova Scotia Legislature acknowledge Don and 

Ron DeLeskie in their efforts to have the Sydney Tar Ponds and Coke Ovens sites cleaned 

up, and may their legacy live on for years to come. 

 

Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 The honourable member for Queens-Shelburne. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 137 
 

 HON. STERLING BELLIVEAU: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a 

future day I shall move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas 7-year-old Meggie Woolvett Lemaire of Sable River has received a 

certificate of commendation from the Governor General of Canada, David Johnston, for an 

act of great merit in providing assistance in a selfless manner for her actions on August 6
th

, 

2011 that saved her best friend from drowning; and 

 

 Whereas Meggie, who had just learned to swim that same week without a floatation 

device, is the fifth youngest Canadian to receive the certificate of commendation out of 

3,495 recipients over the years; and 

 

 Whereas the Grade 1 Hillcrest Academy student hasn’t let the incident deter her 

enthusiasm for swimming and enjoying the waters of Canada’s Ocean Playground; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that this House of Assembly congratulate Meggie 

Woolvett Lemaire for receiving a certificate of commendation from the Governor General 

of Canada. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 
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 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

  

 The honourable member for Chester-St. Margaret’s. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 138 

 

 HON. DENISE PETERSON-RAFUSE: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a 

future day I shall move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas the Acadia Centre for Social and Business Entrepreneurship (ACSBE) is 

in its 25
th

 year; and 

 

 Whereas since 1988, ACSBE has evolved from a provider of small business 

services into a provider of entrepreneurial programs that support communities all across 

the province including the communities of Chester-St. Margaret’s from their location in 

Hubbards; and 

 

 Whereas ACSBE is an organization that helps people fulfill their potential, whether 

it is to start a business, find employment or develop a career; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that the Nova Scotia Legislature congratulate ACSBE on 

25 years of service to the community. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

  

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

  

 The honourable member for Truro-Bible Hill-Millbrook-Salmon River. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 139 

 

 MS. LENORE ZANN: Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that on a future day I shall 

move the adoption of the following resolution: 

 

 Whereas Chad Norman is a published poet who resides in Truro, Nova Scotia; and 

 

 Whereas Chad Norman is a member of the Writers’ Union of Canada and has 

written and published 14 books of poetry over his 25-year career as a poet; and 

 

 Whereas Chad Norman has written his 15
th

 collection of poetry, entitled Masstown, 

which is a tribute to his grandparents that pays homage to the disappearance of small dairy 

farms in the Atlantic Region; 

 

 Therefore be it resolved that this Nova Scotia Legislature congratulate Chad 

Norman on the publication of his 15
th

 collection of poetry and wish him continued success 

in his writing career. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I request waiver of notice and passage without debate. 

  

 MR. SPEAKER: There has been a request for waiver. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 

 

 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

  

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

 

 ORAL QUESTIONS PUT BY MEMBERS 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: Question Period will begin at 2:38 p.m. and end at 4:08 p.m. 

 

 The honourable Leader of the Official Opposition.  

 

PREM.: PROTOCOL OFFICER - HIRING PROCESS 

 

 HON. JAMIE BAILLIE: Mr. Speaker, everyone has been wondering if the Liberals 

have a plan to create jobs and it turns out they do, starting with former Liberal candidates. 

In other words, to hire Liberals. Clearly, the Party that dumped its former Leader, John 

Savage, for trying to do away with such blatant patronage is now back in power here in 
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Nova Scotia. That’s not the Party that presented itself to Nova Scotians in the recent 

election but it is the one we have before us today. 

 

 I have with me, and I will table, the Fair Hiring Policy of the Government of Nova 

Scotia which states, among other things, that hiring activities in the government are based 

on the principles of merit and shall include such things as advertising, selection criteria and 

interviews. I want to ask the Premier a simple question: did he follow his own fair hiring 

process when he hired a Liberal as the new Protocol Officer? I’ll table that for the House. 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, first of all I want to thank the outgoing Chief 

Protocol Officer for the tremendous work that she has done on behalf of all Nova Scotians.  

 

 As to the question from the Leader of the Official Opposition, the answer would be 

yes, as he would know. The new Chief Protocol Officer, who has had 30 years of 

experience both as a journalist and in the private and public sector, is not going into the 

civil service. She has been hired on a contract basis that is renewed on an annual basis, and 

any future government can do away with or renew that contract if they so wish. 

 

 I would also add that, unlike previous governments, there is no buyout at the end of 

this contract, Mr. Speaker. 

 

 MR. BAILLIE: Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the Premier for his answer, but 

unfortunately, the answer is no, he didn’t follow his own fair hiring process. In the policy 

itself it lists positions that are allowed to be exempt from the fair hiring policy of the civil 

service. It lists such positions as assistant deputy ministers, CEOs, executive assistants to 

Cabinet Ministers, and so on. It specifically does not list the Protocol Officer, meaning that 

it’s required that the Protocol Officer position go through the fair hiring policies of the 

government. Unfortunately, the Premier didn’t follow his own policies. I’ll table that for 

the benefit of the Premier and the House. 

 

 The sad fact is that Nova Scotians, who are the taxpayers who are going to pay the 

bill for this job, did not have a fair chance to compete for it. I know that in the election the 

Liberal campaign slogan was “Nova Scotia first”, but now that the election is over, it’s 

pretty clear that the real slogan is “Liberals first, everyone else second.” 

 

 Mr. Speaker, it’s pretty clear the Premier exempted himself from his own 

government’s fair hiring policy to pay off a friend, something that is forbidden under the 

rules. My question to the Premier is, why does he tell the Public Service to do as I say but 

not as I do? 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, I’m very proud of the fact that, given the privilege to 

be the Premier of this province, one of the first things I did was take the opportunity to go 

from department to department, recognizing the great public servants that we have in this 

province doing tremendous work on behalf of all Nova Scotians. (Applause) 



WED., DEC. 4, 2013 ASSEMBLY DEBATES 319 

 

 Again, Mr. Speaker, I want to remind the Leader of the Progressive Conservative 

Party that we did not appoint someone into the Public Service. What we’ve done is we’ve 

hired a qualified Nova Scotian to fill the job as Chief Protocol Officer in the Province of 

Nova Scotia. 

 

 I also want to remind all members of this House that it was on a contract basis, 

which is renewed annually, and there is no payout at the end of this contract. 

 

 MR. BAILLIE: Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind the Premier that now that he is 

in office, he will be judged on his actions and not just on his words. He can visit as many 

public servants as he wants, but when he breaks his own rules, that is what he will 

ultimately be judged by. 

 

 I do agree that the Protocol Office serves an important function. In fact, it is 

responsible for something as important as the Order of Nova Scotia. Past winners of the 

Order of Nova Scotia include such eminent Nova Scotians as Anne Murray, Muriel 

Duckworth, John Savage himself - and I can just imagine what he is thinking today, Mr. 

Speaker - and Rocky Jones. 

 

 I will ask the Premier, why does he believe it is okay to politicize such an important 

office? 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, I want to remind the honourable member that my 

mother was also a recipient of the Order of Nova Scotia. I want to remind all members of 

this House that we announced yesterday that we would be hiring a 30-year worker in this 

province who had a career in journalism, worked in the private sector, and worked in the 

public sector as well. 

 

 Yes, she is a Liberal. That doesn’t disqualify her from that job. I want to remind all 

members of this House that she is on a contract basis. It will be renewed annually, and if 

any future government wants to end that contract, they can do so. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Acting Leader of the New Democratic Party. 

 

PREM.: PROTOCOL OFFICER - HIRING PROCESS 

 

 HON. MAUREEN MACDONALD: Mr. Speaker, yesterday we learned that the 

Premier had awarded the job of Chief Protocol Officer to a former Liberal Party staff 

member and failed Liberal candidate in the recent election.  

 

Mr. Speaker, the last time the Liberal Party was in government, back in the 1990s, 

they did the very same thing, appointed a Liberal Party insider as Chief of Protocol and 

passed over a 35-year veteran of the navy who had handled two royal visits and numerous 

tours by Prime Ministers and Governors General. I’d like to table some articles from the 
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Cape Breton Post entitled Province Settles Patronage Dispute. This decision cost the 

province $67,000 a year following a complaint to the Human Rights Commission due to 

discrimination based on political affiliation.  

 

So my question to the Premier is, did the Premier decide not to hold an open 

competition for this $85,000-a-year position in order to avoid any embarrassing legal 

action if his favorite candidate wasn’t successful in a fair and open competition?  

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier to a previous question, yesterday we 

hired a former journalist in this province, someone who has worked in the private and 

public sector for over 30 years, to become our new Chief Protocol Officer in this province. 

We did so by contract basis, and that contract will be renewed annually. If any future 

government wants to cancel that contract they can do so - and I want to add that there is no 

big buyout at the end of the day.  

 

 MS. MACDONALD: Mr. Speaker, I’m going to table, from January of this year, a 

job description for a Junior Protocol Officer in the Province of Nova Scotia. That job 

description outlines duties and qualifications for that job which include oral and written 

French skills, a proven track record of budget forecasting and management, experience 

monitoring revenues and expenditures, and a minimum of four years of progressive event 

management and protocol experience.  

 

Therefore my question to the Premier is this, since there was no open and fair 

process, can the Premier tell us what specific assets and skills his preferred candidate and 

former communications director has to qualify for this $85,000-a-year position?  

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, as I’ve said in many answers already in this House, 

yesterday we hired a new Chief Protocol Officer with 30 years’ experience as a journalist, 

working both in the private sector - yes, communicating on behalf of the citizens of this 

province. The contract that we hired on is renewed annually and any future government, if 

they do so wish, can undo that - and unlike previous governments, there is no big buyout at 

the end of this day.  

 

 MS. MACDONALD: Mr. Speaker, it sounds like some of the pathetic excuses 

we’ve heard over the years for appointments to the Senate. Canadians have watched in 

disbelief as the details of appointments to the Senate are exposed on a daily basis, and 

they’re fed up with public resources being used to partisan gain. One thing we all agree on 

is that people should receive positions of public responsibility based on merit. 

 

 I want to ask the Premier, if your former communications director was indeed the 

best person for the job, why wouldn’t you have required that she have earned that position 

fair and square?  
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 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, as I’ve said earlier, yesterday we hired a person who 

has spent 30 years working in this province as a journalist, as well as both in the private and 

public sector communicating on behalf of their clients. The contract we hired her on will be 

renewed annually - and I want to add, at the end of the day there is no buyout. Unlike the 

previous government when they let go of their contract employees, all of a sudden bumped 

up that severance pay, which Nova Scotians are having to pay for today. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Leader of the Official Opposition. 

 

PREM.: PROTOCOL OFFICER - POSITION ADVERTISEMENT 

 

 HON. JAMIE BAILLIE: Mr. Speaker, when the Premier hired his friend to this 

important job, he says that he followed the government’s own Fair Hiring Policy, so let’s 

see. The Fair Hiring Policy states that “. . . members of the public must be provided with 

reasonable access to notification of career opportunities within the Government of Nova 

Scotia.” So I have a simple question. Was this position advertised, and if so, will the 

Premier provide a copy of that advertisement to the House before the end of Question 

Period today? 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier to the Leader of the Progressive 

Conservative Party, we hired a new Chief Protocol Officer yesterday, as was done in the 

past in this province. It is under the purview of the Executive Council of government to do 

so. We did not hire somebody into the Public Service. It has been based on a contract basis 

that will be renewed annually and any future government, if they so wish, can end that 

contract. I will also add: there is no big buyout at the end of the day. 

 

 MR. BAILLIE: Mr. Speaker, I guess we will take that as a no. The Premier said a 

moment ago that he followed his own hiring policies. When simply asked to provide the 

advertisement that those policies require, he didn’t answer. We’ll have to take that 

non-answer as a no. 

 

 I will say, Mr. Speaker, it’s a pretty sad day in the Province of Nova Scotia when 

there’s such blatant patronage going on and the low standard that the Premier sets is only 

that he didn’t provide a balloon payment at the end, because in this case the payment is all 

upfront. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, the Premier said in the media yesterday that several candidates were 

considered. I didn’t know there were that many needy Liberals out there. I’ll ask the 

Premier another simple yes or no question. Will the Premier tell the House how many 

candidates applied? 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier in this House, yesterday we hired a 

person with 30 years’ experience. As a journalist working in both the private and public 

sector, communicating on behalf of her clients, we hired her on a contract basis. She is not 
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a member of the civil service; that contract is renewed annually and any future government, 

if they so wish, can end that contract. 

 

 MR. BAILLIE: Well, Mr. Speaker, I guess the answer to “Was it advertised,” is no, 

and the answer to “How many candidates were there,” is I’m not going to tell you. 

 

Mr. Speaker, let me go on. The Fair Hiring Policy of the government, which the 

Premier says he followed, requires, “Screening and selection criteria . . . Interviews, rating 

scales, answer keys, tests and related assessments, and reference checks that are impartial 

and relevant to the position.” 

 

 Mr. Speaker, the only reference check that we know was done in this case was the 

Premier himself who provided it by a YouTube video in September 2013, which is in the 

public domain where he said: Glennie would make a great addition to a Liberal 

Government. We have worked together for a number of years. Nothing would make me 

happier than to have her working as part of a Liberal Government - that’s the only 

reference that was done. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, the Premier has said publicly that there were other candidates. He 

won’t tell us today how many there were, if any. Let me ask him another simple question, 

how many candidates were interviewed and by whom? 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, yesterday we hired a new Chief 

Protocol Officer in this province, one who has 30 years’ experience both as a journalist and 

in both the private and public sector, communicating on behalf of her clients. We did so on 

a contract basis. She is not a member of the Public Service and any future government, if 

they so wish, can undo that contract. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Leader of the Official Opposition on a new 

question. 

 

PREM.: PROTOCOL OFFICER - PSC INVOLVEMENT 

 

 HON. JAMIE BAILLIE: Mr. Speaker, the taxpayers of Nova Scotia who are going 

to pay the bill for this blatant patronage appointment do not care if it’s a contract or not. It 

is their money, and he is using it to pay off a Liberal friend - something he said he was 

against in Opposition. That is the issue here today. 

 

 The Premier says he followed the government’s Fair Hiring Policy, yet he can’t 

produce an ad that that policy requires. He won’t tell us how many candidates, if any, were 

attracted to the position, even though that is required, or even if they were interviewed. We 

can only assume the answer to all of those is no, no, no. The Fair Hiring Policy also states 

that the Public Service Commission itself is responsible for monitoring the effectiveness 

and consistent application of this policy. 
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I’ll ask the Premier another simple question: was the Public Service Commission 

consulted on this hire, and if not, will the Premier allow them to review the appointment 

and report back publicly to this House? 

 

 HON. STEPHEN MCNEIL: Mr. Speaker, yesterday we hired a new Chief Protocol 

Officer in this province, one who has had 30 years’ experience both in the public and 

private sector, working on behalf of her clients. She spent a number of years as a journalist. 

She’s on an annual contract basis. 

 

 Unlike other Progressive Conservative and New Democratic Governments who 

buried their patronage appointments inside of the Public Service, we were very upfront. 

 

 MR. BAILLIE: Mr. Speaker, rubbing Nova Scotia taxpayers’ noses in a blatant 

patronage appointment is not a step forward. It is a step backwards. It’s nothing to brag 

about. Under the government’s own policy, the Premier’s own policy, the Public Service 

Commission is responsible for modelling public service values (Interruptions) 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. The Leader of the Official Opposition has the floor. 

 

 MR. BAILLIE: The Public Service Commission is responsible for modelling “. . . 

public service values - Respect, Integrity, Diversity, Accountability, and the Public Good.” 

Now, my question to the Premier is, why doesn’t he show the same public service values 

now that he’s the head of the Public Service? 

 

 MR. MCNEIL: Mr. Speaker, this government has continued to support the Public 

Service. I’ve been very proud of the way that they’ve responded to the new government. 

I’ve been very encouraged by the support that we’ve been given. I’ve been thrilled by their 

openness and willingness to help government return this province to fiscal sanity. I’ve been 

thrilled and inspired by the way they want to be part of finding the solutions to ensure that 

Nova Scotians have access to the services that they require. I am going to continue to work 

with the Public Service to make sure that Nova Scotians get the delivery of government 

services that they require. 

 

 MR. BAILLIE: Mr. Speaker, I highly doubt that making such a blatant patronage 

appointment will motivate the Public Service to follow their own Fair Hiring Policy, as 

much as I know they wish to do that. 

 

 The new Protocol Officer - picked by the Premier himself without any valid 

competition, in violent contravention of their own policy - was hired on a contract. The 

Premier says there is no penalty for ending that contract. I would like to give him an 

opportunity to do the right thing. Will the Premier rescind this blatant contract today and 

allow Ms. Langille to compete properly for it under the Fair Hiring Policy or not? 
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 MR. MCNEIL: Mr. Speaker, I want to again thank the outgoing Chief Protocol 

Officer for the tremendous work that she has done on behalf of the citizens of the Province 

of Nova Scotia. 

 

 Yesterday we hired a person who has 30 years’ experience both in the private and 

public sector, and I want to wish the new Chief Protocol Officer all the best as she moves 

forward into her new job. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Acting Leader of the New Democratic Party. 

 

PREM.: PROTOCOL OFFICER - COMPETITION 

 

 HON. MAUREEN MACDONALD: Mr. Speaker, for several months now Nova 

Scotians have been hearing this Premier say over and over again that they can trust him and 

that he is going to lead an open and transparent government that will create change in Nova 

Scotia. It was even mentioned in the Throne Speech. My question to the Premier is, will he 

please explain how he is earning the trust of Nova Scotians with the swift patronage 

appointment of a former Liberal staffer, turned failed candidate, to an office without an 

open competition and not based on the principles of merit? 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, I’ve been very encouraged by the support that we’ve 

received from the Public Service as a new government, the way that they’ve been willing to 

work with us to ensure that we can deliver the services to Nova Scotians. Yesterday, we 

hired a new Chief Protocol Officer who will provide services to the Province of Nova 

Scotia, and I want to wish her well in her new job. 

 

 MS. MACDONALD: Mr. Speaker, the Premier doesn’t get it. He doesn’t get that 

this isn’t about Ms. Langille; it’s about his decision to create a contract for a job that has 

been filled for quite some time now through a fair and open competition based on merit. 

Yesterday, the Premier said there were other candidates considered for this non-advertised, 

non-posted, non-competed-for position. So I want to ask the Premier, in the interests of 

transparency, would he please tell Nova Scotians what other failed candidates or former 

staffers he considered for that or any other job he’s not going to post in the public sector? 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, we were notified by the Chief Protocol Officer that 

she would be retiring after a commitment of 30 years of public service to the people of 

Nova Scotia, and I want to commend her for the tremendous job that she has done on behalf 

of all of us. We then, yesterday, hired a new Chief Protocol Officer who has 30 years of 

experience, both in the public and private sector, on a contract that is well within the 

keeping of that position. There is no buyout at the end of this contract, unlike the former 

government who hid behind Cabinet secrecy to make sure they bumped up the severance 

packages of those leaving on contract to them. 
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 MS. MACDONALD: Mr. Speaker, the Premier can attempt to deflect from having 

to answer tough questions all he likes, but there is a question that he has failed to respond to 

here and that is, why did he decide not to have a fair and open competition, based on merit, 

for a job that has been advertised and put through a competitive process for quite some 

considerable period of time now? 

 

 THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, we were notified by the former 

Chief Protocol Officer she would be retiring. We, yesterday, hired a new Chief Protocol 

Officer. There is a succession plan going forward, it’s on a contract basis, and any future 

government, if they so wish, can undo that contract. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Pictou West. 

 

ERDT: CORPORATE BAILOUTS - PRIVATE DEBT 

 

 MS. KARLA MACFARLANE: Mr. Speaker, in Opposition the Liberal 

Government criticized the past government for their corporate bailouts. In a 

ChronicleHerald article this morning the Minister of Economic and Rural Development 

and Tourism was quoted as saying, “The whole idea here, if we’re making an investment, 

is to help them grow, help them put people to work and not put that at risk.” I’d like to table 

that, please. 

 

It has been two months since the Liberals formed government and we have their 

first bailout, $1 million going to a company - to create jobs? No. To invest in 

infrastructure? No. The company is paying off private debt with government funds. My 

question to the Minister of Economic and Rural Development and Tourism is, is paying off 

a corporation’s private debt a corporate bailout? 

 

 HON. MICHEL SAMSON: Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the member for the 

question. The fact is, this was a decision that was brought forward to our government by 

Nova Scotia Business Incorporated with the support of their board. Ironically, later today 

we will be debating a bill by the Official Opposition asking that more funding be given to 

Nova Scotia Business Incorporated to do economic development. I’m a bit confused - does 

the Official Opposition support the decisions, the independent arm’s length decisions of 

Nova Scotia Business Incorporated or don’t they? 

 

 MS. MACFARLANE: Mr. Speaker, in an article in allnovascotia.com, the CEO 

was quoted as saying that the company had no bank account to speak of and the company 

was “running on fumes”, and I’ll table that document as well. The definition of bailout, in 

case you’re not aware, is an act of giving financial assistance to a failing business. The 

government gave the funds; the company was running on fumes. My question to the 

minister is, has the definition of bailout changed or was this a bailout? 
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 MR. SAMSON: Mr. Speaker, unfortunately what the member failed to read in that 

article and other articles is the fact that this business has been turning itself around, in fact 

it is now moving in the right direction. I should add as well, what the member fails to 

recognize is that there are also two other private investment partners that are putting 

additional investments in this company. Maybe she wants to put her question to those 

private investors as well, whether she thinks that they’re putting money into a bailout or 

into what they see as an appropriate investment. 

 

 MS. MACFARLANE: Mr. Speaker, Nova Scotia is $14 billion in debt. We have 

lost over 11,000 full-time jobs in the last four years, and I’ll table that document. We have 

the highest taxes in the country and we have a stagnant economic growth. I would like to 

ask, why should Nova Scotians be on the hook to pay this debt instead of the company? 

 

 MR. SAMSON: Mr. Speaker, there is significant investment that has been made in 

this particular company, not only by the province but as well by private funding partners 

who have put money into this. As I indicated, the company has turned itself around and we 

are certainly hopeful that the company is going to be successful moving into the future. 

This investment came from the recommendation of the Nova Scotia Business 

Incorporation with the support of their board and I would again ask, does the Official 

Opposition support Nova Scotia Business Incorporated or are they going to be critical of a 

decision made by an arm’s length body at making an investment in this particular 

company? 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Queens-Shelburne. 

 

TIR: PAVING PLANT - ELIMINATION 

 

 HON. STERLING BELLIVEAU: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of 

Transportation and Infrastructure Renewal. In 2011 the NDP made a decision to purchase a 

mobile paving plant, based on a business case, and we were happy to share the business 

case with all Nova Scotians, and I’ll table that. Background information and statistics were 

available to the public on the government Web site. For some reason this evidence can no 

longer be found on-line. Can the minister please tell Nova Scotians when he received a 

business plan to eliminate the chip-seal crew and the asphalt plant? 

 

 HON. GEOFF MACLELLAN: Mr. Speaker, as the member would know and the 

House would know, when the paving plant was brought to the House back in 2011, we 

opposed that endeavour by the former government. Number one, we don’t agree that the 

government should be in private sector business; we shouldn’t be competing with the 

private sector. This is a great example of that where it’s a robust industry, the road builders 

and the paving industry here in Nova Scotia. That’s no secret, Mr. Speaker. The financials 

- and I’m sure that the member wants to debate the numbers - I welcome that debate. I’m 

very familiar with the numbers that were associated with the paving plant. None of the 
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financials, none of the numbers, none of the information supports keeping the paving plant 

on-line. 

 

 Number three, there’s a minimal impact, if any at all, on employees. I met with the 

leaders for CUPE to ensure them that all jobs that were connected to the paving plant will 

revert back to the seniority list within Transportation and Infrastructure Renewal. Anyone 

who was affected we will look at individually, to make sure the minimum impact is felt 

with employees. We don’t want anyone to lose their job, Mr. Speaker. 

 

 Finally, I’ve talked to many Nova Scotians in my own riding, on my own island and 

across this province. We made the right decision, they know we made the right decision. 

We shouldn’t be in the paving business and that’s pretty obvious. (Applause) 

 

 MR. BELLIVEAU: Mr. Speaker, first of all this is no backbencher asking a 

question to the Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure Renewal. First of all, CUPE 

was outside here the first day, in a protest. In the first day, a week of your government, 

there was a protest at your constituency office. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, the decision to purchase a paving plant was made based on a business 

case. It meant that Nova Scotia could pay less for paving and could therefore pave more 

throughout the province. That decision had its biggest impact on rural roads in isolated 

regions of our province. It meant that roads that were traditionally unattractive to private 

paving firms could be done by a provincial crew. Simply put, it meant no one in rural Nova 

Scotia would be left behind. 

 

 My question, Mr. Speaker, to the minister is - and I’ll try my question in a different 

way - again, what actual evidence does the minister have to suggest that getting rid of the 

public paving plant will benefit Nova Scotians? Since the minister hasn’t made any 

evidence available online, could he please table this information? 

 

 MR. MACLELLAN: Mr. Speaker, first of all I think it’s very unfair that the 

information that’s being spread by the NDP with respect to the paving plant is inaccurate. 

There are two points that they’re making and I’d like to address them now. First of all, 

prices in the paving industry dropped in the last number of years because we’ve had 

increased competition. (Interruption) Well if you’d like the answer, let me finish it. 

 

 We’ve had increased competition from New Brunswick, Mr. Speaker, so in the last 

three years, between 2011 and 2014 budgeted, we’ve spent $167 million more just on 

roads, which means - we have an Atlantic Procurement Agreement, which means that those 

companies can come here and bid on our jobs. There’s increased competition, that forces 

the prices down, that’s what happened. 

 

 Secondly, with respect to rural roads, we do a pretty poor job with tendering. We’ve 

got to tighten up the tendering process, we’ve got to get them out earlier and when we’re 
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putting companies in remote areas and we’re asking them to do jobs, we’ve got to package 

those tenders so we can make sure that the logistics work to get Nova Scotians working. 

 

 By the way, Mr. Speaker, the people in the construction industry and the people in 

the paving industry - they hire Nova Scotians too, and it’s an important industry for all of 

us. (Applause) 

 

 MR. BELLIVEAU: Mr. Speaker, you can see that it sounds to me like the minister 

doesn’t have a business case. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, the NDP recognized the purchase of the asphalt plant ensuring paving 

could take place in isolated communities that weren’t attractive to private contractors. This 

will prove to be true with roads in remote communities, in Victoria and Guysborough 

Counties, just for example, as those communities receive paving that was long overdue. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, why would the minister do away with a chip seal crew and asphalt 

plant when he knows paving in rural communities will suffer as a result? This is no 

backbencher asking the minister a question, I expect results. Thank you very much. 

 

 MR. MACLELLAN: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the question. It’s coming from a 

member who just asked that question in his previous remarks. I just answered it and he just 

read the question, as opposed to reacting to what I just said so if he wants to talk about the 

business case, we just talked about the business case. This does not drive prices down - it 

doesn’t drive prices down, this is not how this works. 

 

 The paving plant did not compete with the private sector. The NDP will make the 

claim that it was a competitor with the private sector, which is entirely inaccurate because 

it didn’t bid on projects. The private sector bid on their own and the private sector did that 

as a competition. The government selected certain spots and sent the paving plant there.  

 

That’s not competition, Mr. Speaker. That doesn’t affect the prices in the industry 

at all. The reality is, and Nova Scotians know this, we made the right decision. We’re 

standing by that decision and the people of Nova Scotia can be proud that the Liberal 

Government here in early days in office made a good call on their behalf and we’re sticking 

by that. 

 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Pictou West. 

 

ERDT: JOB FUND - CABINET CONTROL 

 

MS. KARLA MACFARLANE: Mr. Speaker, the newly formed government has 

been quick to point out the flip-flops by the past government. Now that they have a chance 

to correct all the mistakes of the previous government, which I will admit is no small task, 

the government is caught in its own flip-flops. It is only 56 days into this government’s 
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mandate. One issue that the government hammered when in Opposition was the 

Cabinet-controlled slush fund. 

 

Mr. Speaker, my question through you to the Minister of Economic and Rural 

Development and Tourism is, and it’s fairly simple, will these funds be removed from the 

control of the Cabinet? 

 

HON. MICHEL SAMSON: Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to say that we’ve got 

common ground between myself and the honourable member when it comes to talking 

about the challenges of the previous administration. We’re certainly on the same page on 

that.  

 

Mr. Speaker, the fact is that we introduced legislation which is going to make any 

business deals done by the Province of Nova Scotia accessible to all Nova Scotians and be 

posted online. As well, we’ve indicated that there is going to be a third-party review of all 

economic development tools in this province; more importantly, not just to see what tools 

we are using, what changes would have to be made, but as well I’m pleased to announce 

they will also be looking at who exactly should be using the new economic development 

tools in this province. 

 

MS. MACFARLANE: In the Liberal platform they said Nova Scotia needs jobs, 

not corporate welfare. (Interruptions) 

 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. The honourable member for Pictou West has the 

floor. 

 

MS. MACFARLANE: In a ChronicleHerald article, the Premier when in 

Opposition said: “It’s a slush fund for cabinet ministers that sit around the cabinet table to 

decide who’s going to get what.” I will table that. From comments to media lately, the 

government’s Cabinet plans to continue making decisions on where taxpayers’ money 

goes rather than an arm’s-length entity. 

 

Mr. Speaker, my question through you to the Minister of Economic and Rural 

Development and Tourism is, what changed in the last 56 days from where the current 

government slammed the past government for Cabinet-controlled slush funds, to 

supporting the practice once becoming government? 

 

MR. SAMSON: Mr. Speaker, as I indicated earlier, we’ve introduced legislation 

which will make all deals done by the Province of Nova Scotia accessible and will be made 

public and will be there for Nova Scotians to see for themselves how their money is being 

invested. (Applause) I indicated as well that we are undertaking a third-party review which 

will look at all the economic development tools that we have as a province, but in doing so 

I’m pleased to inform the member today that the Nova Scotia Jobs Fund, as it is currently 

structured, will no longer exist. 
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MS. MACFARLANE: Mr. Speaker, the Premier agreed in Opposition that the 

multi-million dollar fund which hands out money to businesses to spur job creation lacks 

oversight and should be managed by an arm’s-length agency rather than politicians. He 

said in a CBC article on May 17, 2011, “It's done in the secrecy of a cabinet room and it 

raises serious questions when Nova Scotians are not given an opportunity to review 

business plans,” and he went on to say, “This is nothing more than a slush fund for cabinet 

ministers.” I will table that. 

 

My question to you, minister, is, which version of the Premier will answer this 

question - the one who stood up for taxpayers in Opposition or the one who wants his 

Cabinet to have control of that money? 

 

 MR. SAMSON: Mr. Speaker, it’s a bit amusing, the term “flip-flop”, because on 

one end we have the Leader of the Official Opposition saying that all such deals should be 

done through NSBI, and yet earlier the member asked a question criticizing a decision by 

NSBI and supported by its board to invest in a company. With all due respect, this is only 

day two of Question Period and we’re seeing flip-flops from the Official Opposition pretty 

quickly. 

 

 As I indicated, a review is underway. As I mentioned, we are waiting for the Ivany 

commission report to come out - hopefully in early 2014 - which will give us a better sense 

of the challenges and some of the opportunities that we have moving forward and dealing 

with the economy of Nova Scotia. But as I indicated earlier, to give more assurances to the 

member, the Jobs Fund, as it currently exists, will be no longer. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Queens-Shelburne. 

 

FISH. & AQUACULTURE: FOREIGN COMPANIES - LICENSING 

 

 HON. STERLING BELLIVEAU: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of 

Fisheries and Aquaculture. It’s crucial as a province that we protect our natural resources. 

We must ensure that they are used for the benefit of Nova Scotians. My question is for the 

Minister of Fisheries and Aquaculture: does he support the DFO’s granting of licences to 

foreign companies to catch and process Canadian quotas off the coast of Nova Scotia? 

 

 HON. KEITH COLWELL: No. 

 

 MR. BELLIVEAU: I certainly like the response, and I’m going to complete my 

questions. I really congratulate the minister for that direct response. 

 

Mr. Speaker, all Nova Scotians were saddened by the news that Premium Seafoods 

of Arichat was destroyed by fire. I was pleased to read just a couple of weeks ago that the 

plant is being rebuilt and the people will be back to work soon. At the same time, I know 
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that fishermen across this province were upset to learn that DFO had granted a licence to 

the Icelandic fishing trawler to catch and process 1,550 tons of redfish quota. 

 

My question for the minister is, has he had any discussions with DFO about the 

decision, and if so, what message did the minister give to his federal counterpart? 

 

 MR. COLWELL: That’s a question I’ll ask the former minister. You were in the 

minister’s position when that transpired, and I would like to know what you did. The 

decision was made before I became minister. 

 

 MR. BELLIVEAU: Well, there was a thing called an “election” in between, but the 

decision - Mr. Speaker, I quickly want to point out that there is a memorandum of 

understanding with the provinces. I’m glad to hear the minister respond, so I want to know 

if he understands that there is a memorandum of understanding with the provinces and the 

federal government dealing with such decisions when it has an effect on Nova Scotians. 

 

Mr. Speaker, in the past election the Liberals ran on the campaign slogan, Nova 

Scotia First. My question for the minister is, with fishing vessels tied up around this 

province for much of the year, will he put Nova Scotia first by letting Ottawa know that 

under no circumstances should foreign trawlers be allowed to fish off our shores? 

 

 MR. COLWELL: I’ll thank the former Minister of Fisheries and Aquaculture. He 

should have thought of this when he was minister of the day. What I understand from the 

briefing I received from the staff in that situation is that the licence was allowed by DFO to 

harvest some product - that was supported by the past minister. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Timberlea-Prospect. 

 

ENVIRON.: OTTER LAKE LANDFILL - CHANGES 

 

 MR. IAIN RANKIN: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Environment. 

Considering that HRM staff has delayed the vote on the future of the Otter Lake landfill 

report, will the minister state in this House that no changes will occur with respect to the 

front-end processing and waste stabilization facility? 

  

 HON. RANDY DELOREY: Mr. Speaker, for this particular issue I just want to 

make it clear for the record that there has been no application and nothing before the 

Department of Environment for any changes or modifications to the approval for that 

facility, and it is the position of the department and the government that we will not 

entertain modifications to the existing approval. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Inverness. 
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JUSTICE: ANKLE BRACELETS - USAGE 

 

 MR. ALLAN MACMASTER: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of 

Justice.  

 

We all sympathize with the families of Raymond Taavel, who was killed 18 months 

ago, and also with the family of Andre Denny, who was on unescorted leave from the East 

Coast Forensic Hospital and is now facing a charge of murder. Many people believe that 

GPS ankle bracelets would monitor the movement of patients on leave, or offenders on 

bail, and give the authorities the tools they need to locate a person quickly. That could have 

made a difference for Mr. Taavel, and our actions in this Legislature can make a difference 

in the life of a future Nova Scotian.  

 

My question to the minister is, will the minister protect Nova Scotians from 

potentially dangerous people in our communities and use ankle bracelets? 

 

 HON. LENA DIAB: Mr. Speaker, we too very much sympathize with the Taavel 

family. It’s very important to remember in this House that people receiving care in the 

forensic centre are patients and not offenders. I know my colleague in Health and Wellness 

has been studying this issue and we, at Justice, are very happy to look at all these reports 

and make recommendations with our colleagues.  

  

MR. MACMASTER: Mr. Speaker, this is not just about patients, but it’s also about 

offenders and the potential for a patient to become an offender, as we saw with the Taavel 

case. This past October, Paul Calnen was released on bail and he now lives in Hammonds 

Plains; he is charged with the murder of his girlfriend and, sadly, with the burning of her 

remains. No police officer can monitor that individual for 24 hours a day.  

 

My question to the minister is, will she explain to the families of her neighbouring 

constituency why this accused offender is unmonitored, only monitored based on his 

honour and his personal commitment to meet the terms of his house arrest? 

 

 MS. DIAB: Mr. Speaker, I understand that Nova Scotians are very concerned; so, 

too, are we at Justice. As I already said, people who are deemed to be not criminally 

responsible are not offenders and are patients.  

 

I will ask the Minister of Health and Wellness to address this issue. 

 

 HON. LEO GLAVINE: Mr. Speaker, I thank the honourable member for the 

question. This is an issue that the Department of Health and Wellness has moved to a study 

position. The Wickwire Home report has, in fact, spent quite a bit of time addressing GPS 

tracking as one of the possible options that can be used.  
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I’m pleased to say that at the East Coast Forensic Centre, the 18 recommendations 

that were made after the Taavel tragedy have been implemented, certainly around the 

assessment of the patient, around education of the staff, more rigour in determining the 

supervised and unsupervised passes - but yet we know there will be occasions when a 

patient may not return, so for that reason we are taking a look at the best information 

coming out of the United Kingdom and in collaboration with Justice we will have a 

recommendation coming forward. 

 

 MR. MACMASTER: Mr. Speaker, I know the government is concerned about the 

self-esteem of the patients and what could happen to them and their minds if they are 

wearing one of these bracelets. I do know that in the U.K. there is even recognition that it 

actually leads to more freedom for patients because there is a higher level of trust because 

the bracelet ensures that they are monitored 24 hours a day. 

 

 Now last week we saw another patient, who was deemed not criminally responsible 

for a crime, disappear from the East Coast Forensic Hospital. This is the same start of 

events that led to Mr. Taavel’s death. This government has a chance to improve safety. My 

question to the Minister of Justice or to the Minister of Health and Wellness is, how many 

Nova Scotians will be put in harm’s way before we get moving with more use of these 

ankle bracelets? 

 

 MR. GLAVINE: Mr. Speaker, right now we are taking a look at what are the 

ethical, the legal, the human rights, whether or not our Criminal Code structure can also be 

applied in the same way as these bracelets are used in the UK with incarcerated prisoners 

and prisoner/patients in their case. For that reason, we have to make sure that we do the 

best research on this. 

 

 I can assure the honourable member that this Minister of Health and Wellness will 

not be shy about being the first province in Canada with this GPS monitoring if it is, 

indeed, the right direction to go. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Truro-Bible Hill-Millbrook-Salmon 

River. 

 

NAT. RES. - CROWN LAND MANAGEMENT 

 

 MS. LENORE ZANN: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Natural 

Resources. Our forests built this province. For hundreds of years they have provided good 

jobs that keep our young people here at home, instead of going down the road. Our forests 

are also places of great beauty and diversity. Striking the balance between conservation 

and economic prosperity is a fine line and not everyone is going to agree upon how this 

balance can be achieved. 
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 Mr. Speaker, how does this minister expect to maintain Nova Scotia’s new 

reputation as a leader in Crown land management when he has members of his own caucus 

- the member for Guysborough-Eastern Shore-Tracadie, for example - on record calling 

Nova Scotia’s land protection targets absolutely insane and a complete farce? 

 

 HON. ZACH CHURCHILL: Mr. Speaker, I thank the member for her question. 

When the vote came to this House of Assembly on the protected land targets it was a 

unanimous vote. It was a 12 per cent target that all Parties in this House supported and 

those targets remain committed to by this government. 

 

 MS. ZANN: Mr. Speaker, I’m glad to hear that the minister now supports what our 

former government did. Actually we exceeded that target and we got 13 per cent instead of 

12 per cent. The NDP stood shoulder-to-shoulder with forestry workers and 

conservationists when the former Bowater lands came under provincial jurisdiction. We 

stood up and protected the land that we all call home. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, given that the minister has been an outspoken proponent of reducing 

our protected lands, can he explain how he plans to strike that fine line now that he is 

responsible for both the economic well-being of those who work the forest and also those 

who simply want to enjoy it? 

 

 MR. CHURCHILL: Mr. Speaker, just to clarify for the House of Assembly, I have 

never been a proponent of reducing protected land targets. In fact I voted for those 

protected land targets in this House of Assembly, along with every other single member. 

 

 Our government remains committed to those targets. What the member is referring 

to is a petition that I signed that was brought to my attention, from constituents, signed by 

over 2,200 people, who did not feel that their views were included in the consultation 

process that the previous government had laid out for those protected lands. That is a 

community that lives in a border area with those protected lands. 

 

 Differently from the previous government, we’ll make sure those views are 

considered when we move forward on these discussions.  

 

 MS. ZANN: Mr. Speaker, I thank the member for his answer. We do have a copy of 

that letter in fact and we can table that. But it does sound like a bit of a flip-flop to me. 

Being responsible for the largest amount of Crown land in Nova Scotia’s history will not 

be easy. It’s going to be a hard job and today it’s going to be even harder because this 

minister is now tasked with reducing his Natural Resources budget by 1 per cent. My 

question to the minister is, where can foresters and conservationists expect the cuts to come 

from? 

 

 MR. CHURCHILL: Thank you for the question. Mr. Speaker, we have a budget 

reduction target that we’re going to achieve within our department. We are doing that so 
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we can reinvest in the cuts the previous government made to our education system and our 

health care system. I am committed to ensuring that those budget targets - which is 1 per 

cent, that is a small amount of our budget - will not impact our land management strategy 

or our forestry products in the Province of Nova Scotia. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Sydney-Whitney Pier. 

 

COM. SERV.: BUDGET CUTS - DETAILS 

 

 MR. GORDIE GOSSE: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of 

Community Services. During the election, the Liberals promised to cut 1 per cent from 

almost every single government department. In the Department of Community Services, 

this cut equals roughly $10 million. I will table that. Can the minister please explain where 

she plans to make these cuts? 

 

 HON. JOANNE BERNARD: Mr. Speaker, I believe I answered the question 

yesterday. It will come through the administrative sections of the department and I’ve also 

committed that not one penny will affect the clients or the service providers that provide 

the superior services to the most vulnerable of Nova Scotians. 

 

 MR. GOSSE: Mr. Speaker, it was within the department. I’m looking for numbers. 

According to the minister, she plans to find millions of dollars in savings by identifying 

inefficiencies within the department. The last time the Liberals were in power they found 

many jobs to be inefficient. As a result, Nova Scotians found empty desks, disconnected 

phone lines when they tried connecting with people they once counted on for support.  

 

My second supplementary is, does the current Liberal minister’s definition of 

inefficiency also include jobs?  

 

 MS. BERNARD: Mr. Speaker, a complete review will be undergoing in the 

administrative inefficiencies of the department. We will not be cutting anything from the 

programs that directly affect service providers or the clients of the department. 

 

 MR. GOSSE: Mr. Speaker, the minister would like Nova Scotians to believe she 

will be able to magically cut and find millions of dollars in savings by cutting down on 

photocopying but the reality is her plan just doesn’t add up. My question to the minister is, 

when do the layoffs start? 

 

 MS. BERNARD: Mr. Speaker, again, we will be looking at administrative 

inefficiencies that will not affect the front-line programs or services that go to vulnerable 

Nova Scotians. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Kings North. 
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HEALTH & WELLNESS: VLT MORATORIUM ACT - FIRST NATIONS 

 

 MR. JOHN LOHR: Mr. Speaker, in 2006, the current Minister of Health and 

Wellness introduced an amendment to the Video Lottery Terminals Moratorium Act that 

brings VLTs administered by First Nations bands into the moratorium. I will table that bill 

now.  

 

 My question to the minister responsible is, does the minister stand behind his 

colleagues’ Opposition bill or has his Party’s views changed now that they are in 

government? 

 

 HON. ANDREW YOUNGER: Mr. Speaker, I know there has always been a 

confusion on which part it is but Part 1 of the Gaming Control Act is VLTs. There you go. 

So I thank the honourable member for the question. 

 

 The issue of Aboriginal gaming is far more complicated than some of the other 

parts, as the member will be aware. It is governed by the 2011 Aboriginal gaming 

agreement with the province. Obviously that is an agreement between governments, 

between the province and between the Aboriginal community, and we respect that 

agreement. 

 

 MR. LOHR: Mr. Speaker, in 2004 at the Standing Committee on Public Accounts 

the current Minister of Health and Wellness said he believed VLTs on First Nations were 

not used only by First Nations people and that the machines represented an opportunity for 

problem gamblers to gamble - kind of a loophole. I will table the transcript of that 

committee meeting now. 

 

 My question to the minister, does the minister responsible agree with his Party’s 

past position or has it changed now that they are in government? 

 

 MR. YOUNGER: Mr. Speaker, as the member pointed out, that was before the 

committee, in 2004. The Province of Nova Scotia, in 2011, reached and entered into a 

legally-binding arrangement with the Aboriginal communities of this province. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, I’m not sure whether the honourable member is suggesting that this 

government should walk away from a legally-binding contract with our First Nations. I’d 

be shocked if that’s what he is suggesting. 

 

 MR. LOHR: Mr. Speaker, I’m happy to get to what I am suggesting. A gaming 

centre with 45 VLTs will soon be opened in a residential area of Hammonds Plains. There 

are plans to add 100 more machines. The local residents opposed the centre. 
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 My question to the minister, will the government resurrect its 2006 bill or will it sit 

back and let that gaming centre go ahead, despite what the Minister of Health and Wellness 

said in 2004 and 2006? 

 

 MR. YOUNGER: Mr. Speaker, first I would suggest that the honourable member 

talk to his federal cousins since the only reason that is being allowed to go ahead is because 

of a federal decision on creating band lands in that area. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, the honourable member will be well aware that there are allocations 

of VLTs under the 2011 gaming agreement. That gaming agreement, just like any other 

agreement between the Government of Nova Scotia and an Aboriginal community, is an 

agreement in good faith. It is a contact between those parties. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, a bill before this Legislature that would change that agreement 

between the First Nations communities of this country, the First Peoples of this country and 

the Province of Nova Scotia would put this province in court for years to come. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Hants West. 

 

HEALTH & WELLNESS: RENAL DIALYSIS - REVIEW 

 

 MR. CHUCK PORTER: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Health 

and Wellness. I know the minister has been in his role for only a couple of months but I 

know from his many years in this House that he also held the role of Health Critic and he 

also understands the needs of those requiring renal dialysis in this province. I wonder if the 

minister is committed to reviewing some of the decisions made by past governments that 

do not address the needs of all Nova Scotians, especially those in rural Nova Scotia? 

 

 HON. LEO GLAVINE: Mr. Speaker, I really thank the member opposite, the 

Health Critic, for that question. It’s a very significant question. There are over 3,000 Nova 

Scotians who suffer from some form of kidney disease, over 500 who receive dialysis. 

There are three programs across Nova Scotia - one in Sydney, one in Yarmouth and of 

course the largest one here at the QE II. The QE II, therefore, is the guiding health authority 

or department that decides on what satellite communities will be established. Presently 

Kentville is the community that will receive the next satellite dialysis opportunity in the 

province. That should be in place within about 18 months and it’s going to do two things 

and that is take pressure off the program here at the QE II as well as allow more people to 

stay in the Valley as opposed to commuting to Halifax. 

 

 MR. PORTER: Mr. Speaker, I thank the minister for that response. I know he’s 

very familiar, and I certainly know how familiar he is with the decisions that have been 

made for Kentville. Now, I wouldn’t suggest for a moment that Kentville does not deserve 

to have dialysis in that area - they do, as does Berwick, where they are currently located 

and many people travel to from my area as well. 
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 There was a suggestion, however, that - we are all familiar with the Hants 

Community Hospital, I know that the minister is - in the Windsor area that has volunteers, 

a board and a foundation that has raised tens of thousands of dollars, Mr. Speaker, to 

support the purchase of renal dialysis units there. They also have staff whom I have spoken 

to who are willing to come back home to work. Would the minister consider this, given all 

of the options that have been put out there, the support that does exist and still exists, to 

review that decision for Kentville - maybe share some of that wealth, if he will, throughout 

the Valley to cover all areas and to relieve some of the physical and mental stress as well as 

the financial burdens that go along with those travelling for dialysis treatment? 

 

 MR. GLAVINE: Mr. Speaker, this is one of the health areas that we know is going 

to have greater demands in the future, just looking at the aging population, and it goes 

along with of course chronic disease, and sometimes multiple diseases that our citizens will 

have. So at the present time there isn’t a plan for Windsor, but looking at the demand that 

we will have and trying to take some pressure off the 42 beds, three shifts that go through 

the QE II, I am sure that there can be a review to get best guidance from the QE II as to the 

need and the help that may be able to be provided from other sites across the province. 

 

 MR. PORTER: Mr. Speaker, again I thank the honourable minister for that answer. 

A review is one word and I guess that’s where we can start, but I really hope that he takes 

seriously what is being offered by those folks in the Windsor-West Hants area. What they 

have to offer is something that has not been offered anywhere else, minister, and I know 

that you know that as well. So what an opportunity to seek that help and to add it to 

straining budgets. We know that they all exist, we know things cost money, but I hope 

seriously that the minister will do more than take it under review, that he will look at a 

serious plan in the months ahead to have some discussions with those people out there as 

well who deserve to be treated fairly and to take those stresses off those travelling who 

need that renal dialysis. 

 

 MR. GLAVINE: I thank the member for the question and I think all of us in this 

House know that patients who suffer kidney disease go through a very, very challenging 

disease, having to go to a centre three times a week if they’re not able to be a candidate for 

home dialysis. One of the facts that we should all know in this House about the renal 

program in our province is that we’re actually a national leader in the number of citizens 

who actually receive a kidney transplant. That is a very, very good thing that we’re able to 

speak about on a per capita basis, having the highest number of kidney transplants which 

becomes a final health delivery for many people. 

 

 That being said, we know the kind of pressure that is on renal dialysis and I 

certainly compliment the member opposite for the work he has done on this file and also 

the citizens in the Windsor area who want to see a site there. It is certainly one that can 

receive consideration and I thank the member for bringing it forward. 
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 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Truro-Bible Hill-Millbrook-Salmon 

River. 

 

AGRIC.: FARM GROWTH - PLANS 

 

 MS. LENORE ZANN: Mr. Speaker, my first question is for the Minister of 

Agriculture. There are 3,900 farms in Nova Scotia and over the last four years our NDP 

Government has supported farmers and young farmers staying in Nova Scotia and moving 

to Nova Scotia. Therefore, Nova Scotia is the only province in Canada to see its number of 

farms actually increase. We now have 236 farms that have grown in Nova Scotia. 

 

 My question to the minister is, will he please tell the House his plans to ensure the 

growth of farms in Nova Scotia and that it continues to increase? 

 

 HON. KEITH COLWELL: I’d like to thank the member for the question and it is a 

very important question. We must grow agriculture in Nova Scotia. The numbers have 

already indicated that there is growth in Nova Scotia. We need to continue that. But we 

need to continue that on a very sustainable base, based on best business practices and I 

assure you that we intend to do that. 

 

 MS. ZANN: Mr. Speaker, thank you to the minister. It doesn’t quite answer my 

question. There was no specific answer there about what he intends to do. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, not everyone in Nova Scotia is fortunate enough to have immediate 

access to farm-fresh food, nor do they have the choice to shop at a local farm instead of at a 

chain store. I know, for instance, that the Federation of Agriculture is very keen to improve 

farmers’ lives and livelihoods by supporting locally-grown food. 

 

 My question through you, Mr. Speaker, does the minister believe that access to 

farm-fresh food is important for all Nova Scotians and does he support an investment tax 

credit for our farmers, as the Federation of Agriculture is requesting? 

 

 MR. COLWELL: Again, I’ve had those discussions with the Federation of 

Agriculture. It’s a very important question and it’s one that we have to discuss both 

provincially and federally, to ensure that could happen. It’s one that I intend to pursue but it 

will take some time. 

 

 MS. ZANN: Mr. Speaker, again I didn’t really hear any specifics in that answer so 

I’m definitely going to be very interested to see what the minister intends for the 

Department of Agriculture and for our farmers. 

 

 Yesterday we heard the Premier say that your government will only honour capital 

commitments, not program commitments as he said before the election, which leads me to 

believe that the very popular CSA program expansion will not go forward. My final 
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question is, would the minister please explain how he will increase access to farm-fresh 

foods while not expanding this popular community shared agriculture program and also 

cutting one per cent of his department? 

 

 MR. COLWELL: We intend to maintain the very important programs that are in 

place to support the growth of farming in Nova Scotia and also to make the farms more 

viable. There’s a serious business case and we’ve had discussions already with the 

Federation of Agriculture around training farmers to be more efficient, more business-like 

in their operations and that’s very important. 

 

 As we move forward the member will see that we’ve got a very aggressive agenda 

for the farming industry in the province. We hope to grow that industry, we hope to grow it 

on a solid base and a base that will ensure that the industry survives and grows and we can 

get more local product into Nova Scotia, instead of being imported from outside the 

province. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Colchester-Musquodoboit Valley. 

 

HEALTH & WELLNESS - CONTINUING CARE STRATEGY 

 

 MR. LARRY HARRISON: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Health 

and Wellness. In my former life, this has been an issue that has plagued me for a very long 

time. Seniors in Nova Scotia really had been left behind by the previous government and, 

despite recent calls by the Progressive Conservative caucus to respond to the growing 

wait-list for these long-term care facilities, nothing was really done. Now while in 

Opposition, Liberals remained silent on the issue but we have recently learned that they 

plan to come up with a new Continuing Care Strategy.  

 

So my question to you minister is, will the minister abandon the unfinished plans 

laid out in the original Continuing Care Strategy, or will he fulfil promises made to 

facilities across this province?  

 

 HON. LEO GLAVINE: I thank the member opposite for a very important question. 

I know that over the last weeks and months this issue has been profiled in the media but 

more importantly families in Nova Scotia are asking that we do have very definite plans 

and changes to improve access to care for their loved ones. There are members in our 

community for whom a nursing home, in fact, can be the best place of care.  

 

Our program will put a lot of emphasis on doing more in the home, and we’re 

talking about help and supports in the home not just hoping people will stay there. That 

being said, the current plan of replacement is moving towards going before Cabinet. We 

know there are a number of beds - basically 759 - that need replacement across the 

province and a number of aging facilities that need that upgrade. Most of those now have 
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been reviewed and some have even started with preliminary plans. We do plan to continue 

the continuing care strategy with some update and refocus.   

 

 MR. HARRISON: Mr. Speaker, the first part of the issue the minister addressed. 

There is another part to this issue as well and that is that these folks are left to the 

responsibility of family members and this puts a tremendous strain on families and often it 

leads to ill health and I know financial hardships for a lot of the households. My question 

is, will the government review the continuing care sector? Will this include addressing the 

needs of the caregivers?  

 

 MR. GLAVINE: Thank you, and indeed a question very relevant to this entire 

issue. We know there is demand for respite to provide families, who give a large amount of 

care to their parents, an opportunity to be able to have rest and recovery. During the past 

year the previous government put an additional $22 million into the home care program so 

we can get some sense of the growing demands that it requires. The more we research the 

more we hear that people want to stay in their own home and we need to put those kind of 

supports and helps in place so that the caregiver doesn’t get burnt out and gets the kind of 

relief to continue what is high quality care in their own home.  

 

 MR. HARRISON: Mr. Speaker, this is a third part to the problem. I know when I 

was in palliative care at the hospital in Truro, many people were on a wait-list for 

long-term care and although many seniors wish to remain in their own homes, there are 

instances where it’s just not possible. Now, without the proper resources and the long 

waits, seniors are often too frail to return home once they’re seen by their doctor. The 

Premier has said that he does not plan to honour the promise for new long-term beds. The 

Liberals have also not indicated whether they will live up to the remaining commitments 

under the original Continuing Care Strategy. 

 

So my question is, how does the minister expect to address the growing wait-lists 

without recognizing the needs of those who can no longer live at home? 

 

 MR. GLAVINE: Mr. Speaker, I know the current number is at slightly over 2,500 

hoping to get into a nursing home. As I’ve said previously, there is a range of frailty that 

our seniors are experiencing, and some need to be in a nursing home today. Maybe others, 

with help and support to the home, can remain there longer. Over the course of our 

government in office we will address those communities that are in need of nursing home 

replacement beds, and we will continue to take a look at some geographic areas that have 

no nursing home beds at the moment. It is of major concern in our province that we do first 

update those nursing homes that need to be replaced. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Sydney River-Mira-Louisbourg. 
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NAT. RES.: BOWATER LANDS - TIMBER HARVESTING 

 

 MR. ALFIE MACLEOD: Mr. Speaker, my question through you is for the Minister 

of Natural Resources. The forest industry in Nova Scotia is one of the oldest industries we 

have. We have seen major changes by the previous government which have had a negative 

impact on that industry. When the minister was in Opposition, he advocated for the 

Bowater lands to be used for timber harvesting. 

 

So my question to the minister is, after 56 days in government, what has been done 

to ensure timber harvesting of this land will continue as it has for years and years? 

 

 HON. ZACH CHURCHILL: Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank the member for 

that question. In Opposition and in government, we remain committed to ensuring that the 

previous western lands that were owned by Bowater are used to their greatest effectiveness 

in terms of socio-economic benefit for the people of Nova Scotia. A big part of that is going 

to be for the forestry industry. 

 

 MR. MACLEOD: Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the minister for that answer. The 

Bowater Mersey lands were independently valued at $120 million. The economic benefit 

of this land, the timber exports, and the value-added products manufactured by these lands 

increase that value greatly. There were over 300 jobs lost - when you consider the loss of 

timber into the economy, that trickles down to many, many more that have been negatively 

affected. So my question to the minister is, when will the lands be opened up for harvesting 

so the economy can start to rebuild? 

 

 MR. CHURCHILL: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, through you to the 

member for the question. I’m very sympathetic to the challenges that the forestry industry 

has been facing. Part of that has been that those western lands have been tied up. One of the 

first orders of business for me, when I came in as minister, was to encourage the 

management development process to be expedited within the department. Our hope is to 

have that process finalized in the new year and have people cutting wood on those lands 

early in the new year. 

 

 MR. MACLEOD: Mr. Speaker, I’m glad to hear the minister say that we’re going 

to have some turnaround quickly, because in an article published by The ChronicleHerald 

on February 28, 2012 - which I will table - it quoted the minister as saying that we have a 

government that sometimes is very dismissive of the concerns of small businesses and the 

employers in this province. 

 

 I guess the question I have is, your commitment, will you speed it up because the 

people need to have the work now, not later? 

 

MR. CHURCHILL: Mr. Speaker, it’s very nice to stand in this House, especially 

during Question Period, and agree with the critic opposite. The stakeholders I have been 
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meeting with primarily have been from the forestry industry. They have made it very clear, 

the challenges that sector faces are serious challenges that our department is committed to 

addressing to the best of our ability. 

 

 I came in as minister at the tail end of this management process that was being 

done. I requested that our staff expedite that process to have the lands opened up for 

harvesting as quickly as possible. Right now that date is looking like early in the new year; 

that’s the quickest that we can do it. According to a lot of the stakeholders we met with, that 

will be fine and will suffice the needs that they have in terms of supply. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Sydney-Whitney Pier. 

 

JUSTICE - BAR CLOSING TIMES: HRM COUN./CHIEF BLAIS - DISCUSSIONS 

 

 MR. GORDIE GOSSE: My question is for the Leader of the Official Opposition 

(Laughter) Oh, I’m sorry, Mr. Speaker, no, honestly my question is for the Minister of 

Justice. 

 

Last week at the Halifax council meeting, Police Chief Jean-Michel Blais reported 

to HRM that he had been in discussion with the government in hopes of changing bar 

closing times. He believes that reducing the times that bars are open will reduce a 

significant amount of crime, citing drunken and late-night violence in downtown Halifax 

as siphoning off police resources. 

 

 Will the minister provide the House with more details on the status of those 

discussions? 

 

 HON. LENA DIAB: Mr. Speaker, I too am a resident of Halifax, and I’m extremely 

concerned about violence and crime in Halifax. I think the honourable member knows, 

though, that issues that are discussed between police and council are not issues that I can 

get involved in as Minister of Justice, or as Attorney General. 

 

 MR. GOSSE: Mr. Speaker, the Halifax chief has reported (Interruptions) What 

steps has the government taken to assess the impact of cabaret licences on early morning 

drunkenness and evidence of violence in downtown Halifax? 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. The time allotted for the Oral Question Period has 

expired. 
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OPPOSITION MEMBERS’ BUSINESS 
 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable House Leader for the Official Opposition. 

 

 HON. CHRISTOPHER D’ENTREMONT: Mr. Speaker, would you please call the 

order of business, Private Members’ Public Bills for Second Reading. 

 

 PRIVATE MEMBERS’ PUBLIC BILLS FOR SECOND READING 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable House Leader for the Official Opposition. 

 

 HON. CHRISTOPHER D’ENTREMONT: Mr. Speaker, would you please call Bill 

No. 8. 

 

 Bill No. 8 - Nova Scotia Jobs Fund Transfer Act. 
 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Pictou West. 

 

 MS. KARLA MACFARLANE: Mr. Speaker, it is an honour to stand in my place to 

discuss this issue. For 50 years government in Nova Scotia has been buying jobs through 

corporate bailouts, handouts, and giveaways. It’s a system of economic development that 

no longer works - if it ever did. Millions and millions of dollars were spent with little or no 

real oversight or accountability. 

 

 Over the last four years, the NDP handed out more than $350 million to businesses 

- and what have we to show for it? We have 11,300 fewer full-time jobs over the last four 

years, and nearly 4,000 fewer Nova Scotians over the last year. You don’t build a modern, 

dynamic, 21
st
 Century economy by picking winners and losers, without a business case or 

proper documentation. You do it by levelling the playing field so that all entrepreneurs can 

do what they do best - create jobs. 

 

 During the recent election campaign, our Leader made the announcement in front 

of Scanwood. In 2010, Scanwood got $4.75 million in taxpayer dollars to keep jobs in 

Nova Scotia. The business closed and the jobs disappeared within two years. 

 

In a 2010 press release, the former Minister of Economic and Rural Development 

and Tourism said the loan “. . . will help ensure a Nova Scotian, export-based company is 

sustainable in the long term.” I will table that document. 

 

 Like so many other things, the NDP got the Scanwood bailout wrong. It’s time to 

do things differently. We must stop bailing out the jobs of yesterday, and focus on 

investing in our children and the jobs of tomorrow. The NDP gave record bailouts to large 

corporations rather than doing what it takes to strengthen and reboot the economy. 
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Many Nova Scotians have heard about the government-controlled slush fund, or 

the Jobs Fund, through the Liberal attack ads that appeared throughout the last election. 

They pointed to the hundreds of millions of dollars that the NDP threw at companies trying 

to keep the job losses under control. The Liberals, while in Opposition, were critical of this. 

Their negative TV ads quoted, “It’s time to take the chequebook away from the NDP.” 

 

Guess where the chequebook is now? I guess since they are in power they think that 

it may be handy to have $187 million at the disposal of the Cabinet. The Auditor General 

pointed out that $323 million was given out under the previous government, and this was 

done without a financial analysis. There was no transparency. Money was given away as 

though it had no value, while Nova Scotians were paying the highest taxes in the country. 

 

 Now that the Liberals are in power, they have no plan to balance the budget, no plan 

to lower taxes, and there seems to be no plan to remove this pot of money from their 

Cabinet Table, despite what they had to say just a few weeks ago. I don’t think this is what 

Nova Scotians were expecting when they went to the polls. The Liberal platform seemed 

very straightforward on this issue. There were multiple times when they explained their 

plan to end corporate handouts and improve more accountability. 

 

 Were these just buzzwords and empty promises? It appears so. The Liberal 

platform says, “Get our province’s finances under control and treat taxpayers’ dollars with 

integrity after years of corporate handouts.” Just this week, we hear about the Liberal 

Government’s first handout to a corporation - not for jobs, not for infrastructure, but for 

that company to pay off a private debt. The Liberals are still planning to run a deficit, keep 

taxes at the highest level in the country, and they still want to control this 

Cabinet-controlled slush fund. 

 

The platform also says, “It’s time for honesty and character.” Either there are other 

definitions that the Liberals are using for “honesty” and “character” or this is a major 

flip-flop. Saying one thing to get elected and doing another after the election is 

unacceptable. If throwing money at a corporation worked, we would all have three jobs as 

our Leader often states. 

 

The Liberal Government claimed they would end the practice of picking winners 

and losers. They said that instead of writing blank cheques to large corporations, they 

would put their attention on small businesses, offering supports and incentives to help them 

grow in their operations. Nova Scotians have pride in their businesses and it’s time that 

government did as well. 

 

If the Liberals really planned to stop picking winners and losers, then they would 

have no problem handing the Jobs Fund over to an arm’s-length entity like NSBI who 

make decisions based on return and feasibility, not political or personal motivations. After 

all, that’s what they used to say. 
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 On May 17, 2011, when in Opposition, the now Premier said in a caucus release, 

“Politics has no place in the loan business. I believe this province’s greatest opportunities 

for prosperity are created when business decisions are made by business people and not by 

politicians.” In the same release it is noted, “McNeil noted that the Auditor General’s 

recommendations mesh very well with the Liberals’ recommendations from 2010. The 

Auditor General said that one solution to the problem-plagued fund was to place it under 

the control of Nova Scotia Business Inc.” 

 

 The 180-degree change that has happened is astounding. As we can see, the 

Liberals were very supportive of business decisions instead of political ones. Now that they 

have the benefit of controlling this pot of money, it is no longer a priority of the Party. 

 

Investment is necessary for our economy to grow. Investment can mean a variety of 

things. We believe that government getting out of the way of entrepreneurs and allowing 

them to grow is the best way to spur on our economy. This means that we need to have 

lower taxes, balanced budgets, less bureaucracy, and a focused government which will 

focus on developing the best education system in the world, ensuring that our health system 

can handle the demographic changes that will be significant in the years to come, and 

making sure that the tax dollars we do collect do not go to politically motivated causes. 

 

 We understand that lower taxes are an investment in our people and our businesses. 

The Liberals are content to keep our taxes high. In fact, they promised to keep them high. 

The Liberals will continue to run deficits, costing taxpayers even more. In October 2010, 

while in Opposition, the Premier agreed that our tax system needs to be competitive. To 

quote his release, “The biggest single obstacle to our economy is our uncompetitive tax 

system, which is driving business and jobs to other provinces . . . Without a strong 

foundation upon which business can operate, our province will continue to lose jobs.” 

 

We, as a government, need to ensure that these funds we do collect through taxes to 

ensure education and health care are world class and are not spent on the Liberal or NDP 

Cabinet Tables. Nova Scotians expect more and they deserve better. Thank you. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Minister of Economic and Rural Development 

and Tourism. 

 

 HON. MICHEL SAMSON: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, for the 

opportunity to speak on behalf of Bill No. 8. I listened with intent at the words given by the 

critic, the member for Pictou West. When you have the benefit of having sat in this 

Assembly for 15 years, it also gives you the benefit of remembering what life was like 

under former governments. I would strongly recommend to the member for Pictou West, if 

she has the opportunity, that she speak to the House Leader for her caucus, for example, 

who served under previous Progressive Conservative Governments, or even talk to some of 

her former Leaders, who may be able to give her some information as to what the previous 
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Progressive Conservative Governments did when it came to the issues of economic 

development. 

 

What’s ironic is that it was a Progressive Conservative Government that created 

Nova Scotia Business Incorporated. When they did so, they transferred all of these funds - 

there was the old Industrial Expansion Fund - over to NSBI, and within a year they took it 

back. So it’s interesting to hear now the Progressive Conservatives saying how everything 

should be transferred to NSBI and that the Jobs Fund should be transferred to NSBI. 

 

Mr. Speaker, now that we have the Auditor General’s Report, the Auditor General 

has clearly identified significant issues with the Jobs Fund. If we were to do what the 

Opposition is asking us, we’re basically just sending over a program and funding that the 

Auditor General indicated significant concerns with as it was administered by the previous 

government. 

 

As I indicated earlier, we’ve undertaken a third-party review which will be 

underway very shortly, we hope, which is going to look at all of the tools that we use, and 

not just this fund. We want to look at the tools being used in Innovacorp, that are currently 

being used by NSBI, and what is available within the Department of Economic and Rural 

Development and Tourism - and all other incentives that may be available, as well, to see if 

they are working properly and if we are getting the best value and if this is the best means 

to be able to attract and help grow business here in this province. 

 

It was with interest that I heard the member talking about the issue of high taxes. 

Obviously we are very concerned with that, and we indicated that, which is why I’m very 

pleased that our Premier is giving instructions to undertake a full, comprehensive tax 

review. We’ve seen the impact that having some of the highest taxes is having on business, 

having on families, having on Nova Scotians, and we are hoping that review is certainly 

going to be able to identify changes that we can make to allow Nova Scotia to have a much 

more competitive environment. So obviously those are things that we want to do and I 

obviously share with the member the concerns that all Nova Scotians indicated about the 

past practices of the previous government.  

 

We now know, and with the Auditor General’s review, where unfortunately he did 

not indicate that under the previous administration such decisions that involve, whether it 

be Scanwood - I believe the member mentioned in her remarks - or other such large 

enterprises, those decisions were made in the Premier’s Office. They were not made within 

the Department of Economic and Rural Development and Tourism. For the most part they 

were actually being negotiated directly by the Premier’s Office, not by civil servants but by 

political appointed staff in the Premier’s Office. 

 

 Nova Scotians expressed great concern with those types of investments, with the 

fact that they didn’t clearly understand why so much money was being invested, what were 

the terms and what was the expected outcome, which is why, Mr. Speaker, as committed 
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during the campaign, the first bill that I brought forward as minister was an Act to ensure 

accountability and transparency in financial transactions here in this province. Nova 

Scotians, from the comfort of their home, regardless of where they are sitting, can just go in 

front of their computer, click on a Web site and be able to see exactly where our 

government is investing their money. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, no other Canadian province is currently providing that type of 

transparency. So I certainly hope when the debate comes on that bill, we are going to hear 

from the Opposition as to what their position is on this Act of transparency and 

accountability for our province. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, one of the issues that we are getting confusing messages on from the 

Opposition - and I know they love to use the word flip-flop, as if it hasn’t been overly used 

in politics enough, the member referred to it again - but I’m getting confusing messages 

from the member and from her Party. In one sense the Leader said that this bill would call 

upon us to give all - as it exists - the Jobs Fund to NSBI because they are an arm’s length 

agency and they should be making decisions, but earlier today in Question Period the 

member for Pictou West criticized our government for helping a Nova Scotia company 

when the deal was done and approved by the Board of Nova Scotia Business Inc. 

 

 I’m slightly confused as to what the position of the Official Opposition is and 

whether her Leader has a different opinion than what the honourable member might have, 

but you can’t bring in a bill and debate a bill saying give all the funding to NSBI because 

they are arm’s length and that is who should be doing business and then turn around in 

Question Period and say, well, we don’t like what NSBI did on a specific business. Which 

one is it? And to try to turn it around and to say your government has done a bailout by 

helping a Nova Scotia company on the recommendation of Nova Scotia Business Inc. with 

the approval of the board. 

 

 So, Mr. Speaker, if we are talking about flip-flops, I’ve got to tell you that certainly 

seems to fall in that category where the Opposition, in day two of Question Period, is 

sending confusing messages already. We certainly are big supporters of Nova Scotia 

Business Inc. Today just before Question Period I had the opportunity to meet with the 

board personally and to thank them on behalf of all Nova Scotians, certainly on behalf of 

the Premier and our government, for the work that they do. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, these are men and women who have various backgrounds and have 

been very successful in our province, who are giving of their time to help review business 

transactions, and to give advice to government. But we can’t have it both ways, having the 

Opposition tell us that is who should be doing all economic development for the province 

and then have the Opposition come in and say, well, we don’t like this one. That was a 

bailout. 
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 Now, Mr. Speaker, I would be curious whether the member for Pictou West is 

going to contact the two other private investors and ask them whether they believe that the 

investment they are making on behalf of their clients is a bailout, and if that is what they are 

going to report to their investors, that we gave money to this company to bail it out. I highly 

doubt that that is the rationale that went into the decision by two other private partners to 

put more money into this specific business. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, as I indicated, this obviously is an issue that we’ve been working on. 

Right off the bat, let’s talk about the Ivany commission, again a commission with 

distinguished Nova Scotians who have taken time out of their busy lives to go around our 

province, to hold public meetings, to speak with stakeholders about the challenges facing 

the economy of Nova Scotia. We look forward to that report, which we’re hoping should be 

available to us in early 2014, to hear exactly some of the suggestions that they are going to 

have. Hopefully they will be indicating to us specific areas we should be focusing on, as a 

province, so that we ensure that we are doing everything possible to help grow our 

economy. 

 

 But Mr. Speaker, I guess if I didn’t make it very clear, we do not support Bill No. 8 

in its current format and, as I indicated earlier, the Jobs Fund as it currently exists will be no 

more, so asking us to send over a fund that the Auditor General has indicated serious 

concerns with and that we’ve now indicated will no longer exist, obviously we cannot 

support Bill No. 8. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, there is a sense of optimism in our province. I would hope that the 

member for Pictou West and her colleagues share in that optimism where communities, 

businesses and organizations truly do believe that there is a bright future ahead for our 

province. They do believe, and certainly with the support of our new government, that we 

are going to be able to move forward and work with the different Nova Scotia 

entrepreneurs, whether they are small business, medium business, large business, work 

with organizations and work with communities. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, Nova Scotians have expressed a great deal of confidence in our 

Premier and they have rewarded him with a majority government. We take that very 

seriously. At the same time allow me to state very clearly that we are prepared to work with 

all members of this Legislature. I know there was some discussion yesterday about changes 

made here in the House around Question Period. In my 15 years of elected office, having 

been in government and in Official Opposition and in Opposition, never before have I seen 

a government allow the Opposition to have a full two hours of debate on Opposition Day. I 

think that’s a sign of how we’re doing things differently under our Liberal Government. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, Nova Scotians asked for change and we are going to be delivering that 

change. As I indicated, in our own department we are undertaking a review of all the tools 

that we use, but certainly this bill speaks specifically to one, which is the Jobs Fund, and, as 

I indicated, that fund as it currently exists will no longer be in its current format. 
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 Mr. Speaker, with the bill I introduced yesterday, we will make all of the 

transactions that we do as a province and making investments on behalf of taxpayers, with 

their hard-earned money, available on-line for all Nova Scotians to see. It was interesting 

because when we discussed this idea and said what’s being done in other jurisdictions, let’s 

see what they’re doing, unfortunately for us - and fortunately at the same time - is that 

nobody else is doing it. We will be pioneers here in Nova Scotia for a province to be 

putting that information on-line, available for all Nova Scotians to see so that Nova 

Scotians, when decisions are made regarding investments made with their money, they will 

have access to that. It won’t require a freedom of information request, it won’t require the 

press to go running to find it. We will be posting it on-line within 30 days of that 

transaction taking place. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, one of the other pieces of that is that any amendments that are done on 

those deals will also be posted on-line. Now that’s important in two ways. First of all, in 

transparency, that will be available, but let’s also remember that the previous government 

made changes to the legislation so that any amendments they were doing did not have to be 

disclosed. So this is an even bigger step for us to not only say are we going to change the 

practice of the previous government when it comes to amendments being made but we’re 

going to put it on-line for all Nova Scotians to see, for Nova Scotians to judge. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, how much longer do I have? 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: Nine minutes. 

 

 MR. SAMSON: Mr. Speaker, I know that my dedicated, hard-working staff 

actually gave me notes here so let me actually have a look at the notes. Our new 

government is committed to creating a climate for business growth and getting Nova 

Scotians back to work. We want business to become more competitive, more 

entrepreneurial and more productive. Our vision includes supporting innovation, 

harnessing research, maximizing our advantages, eliminating barriers to competitiveness, 

and getting government out of the way of business, which I do believe might be some of the 

same messages we heard from the member for Pictou West a little bit earlier, so on many 

fronts we are on the same page. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, we are making it easier for business to grow, prosper and create jobs 

by directing more of our attention towards small and medium-size Nova Scotia business. 

Term loan guarantees under the Credit Union Small Business Loan Guarantee Program 

will increase from 75 per cent to 90 per cent, to give business better access to the capital. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, the Credit Union Small Business Loan Guarantee Program has 

approved more than 1,000 loans, worth more than $50 million. The average loan size is 

$50,000 and this program has helped create more than 2,000 jobs and has maintained more 

than 5,000 jobs. More importantly, something I am sure all members of this House can be 

very proud of, and as a credit union member all my life I’m certainly very proud of this, 
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under the management of the credit union system this program has an exceptionally low 

loss ratio of just over 4 per cent. That is an incredible achievement. It is showing that small 

business is doing exactly what it wants to do: it is creating jobs, it is making investments 

and it is paying back that money because the program is there to assist many businesses 

that the traditional banks may not have been prepared to work with. 

 

 The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that program is having tremendous success and we 

certainly want to commend everyone involved with creating that program. It was 

something we certainly were tremendous supporters of when we were in Opposition and I 

can’t tell you how proud I am, as minister, to see the type of success that it is achieving. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, we are committed to keeping our best and brightest here in Nova 

Scotia. We are refocusing incentives to get young people into the workforce. We are 

modernizing the apprenticeship system to make it more flexible and we are creating the 

Graduate to Opportunity program to help young workers get experience and be able to be 

aligned directly with employers. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, a topic which I know my colleague, the Minister of Natural 

Resources, is very fond of is that we are supporting tourism by first of all re-establishing 

the Yarmouth ferry. (Interruption) I mentioned he was very enthusiastic about that. That 

was probably one of the most disastrous decisions made by the previous administration in 

looking at the devastating impact it had to the economy of southwest Nova Scotia, the 

economy of Nova Scotia. For many Nova Scotians, while we call it the Yarmouth ferry, 

they see it as a vital link for our province and it is a provincial ferry. I can’t tell you how 

proud I am that simply within weeks of forming government and entering this department 

and working with the Minister of Natural Resources and working with the Premier and all 

of my colleagues, that we are able to sign off on an agreement to restore that service. 

(Interruptions) 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. The honourable Minister of Economic and Rural 

Development and Tourism has the floor. 

 

 MR. SAMSON: Mr. Speaker, I know there is a great amount of enthusiasm around 

re-establishing the ferry. I had the opportunity to speak to the Tourism Industry 

Association of Nova Scotia and I know that it was extremely well-received. In fact at one 

of the receptions I got to meet Mayor Pam Mood, the Mayor of Yarmouth. I had spoken to 

her on the phone but it was my first chance to see her in person. Needless to say, she is quite 

enthusiastic and quite happy on behalf of the residents of the Town of Yarmouth to see that 

service being put back in place. 

 

 We are working strategically with our partners in rural communities. We are 

creating higher-quality products and experiences. We will be improving signage 

throughout our province in support of our important tourism industry. 
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 As I mentioned earlier with the Jobs Fund, the review done by the Auditor General 

confirmed our worst fears when it came to the types of investments being done by the 

previous government. The deficiencies that were identified in the program were alarming. 

Allow me to state once again that the majority of the deals that the Auditor General 

identified were not negotiated by the civil servants within the Department of Economic and 

Rural Development and Tourism - they were negotiated in the Premier’s Office by 

politically appointed staff. That is what happens when you have those types of decisions 

being negotiated in the Premier’s Office. 

 

 I want to say that ever since I stepped foot into my department, I have been 

extremely impressed with the professionalism, the dedication, and the determination of the 

staff within the Department of Economic and Rural Development and Tourism to help 

grow our province and help move our province forward. I want to say to all of them that 

I’m extremely proud not only to be their minister, but to work with them as we move this 

province in the right direction. 

 

 I want to tell you, Mr. Speaker - as you are probably aware, and as the Premier has 

indicated - the Premier took time out of his busy schedule to come meet the staff of my 

department. Because of the amount of staff and the office structure, we basically had to 

have two gatherings to allow him to come to speak and meet with the staff. The feedback 

has been incredible. One of our employees with 20 years of experience said, I’ve never met 

a Premier before, and I’ve worked for governments for 20 years. The fact that the Premier 

reached out and came and personally shook their hands, thanked them for their service to 

the Province of Nova Scotia, and asked them to work with us in growing our province sent 

a tremendous message. It showed great leadership. It’s something the Premier has done in 

departments throughout government, which I know he will continue as he goes throughout 

the province, because of the fact we have civil servants who work in every area of our 

province. 

 

 That is the type of optimism that we’re seeing from the civil service, it’s the type of 

optimism we’re hearing from chambers of commerce, it’s the type of optimism I saw at the 

Tourist Industry Association of Nova Scotia, and it’s the type of optimism that we are 

going to harness and work with all of our stakeholders and all Nova Scotians to move this 

province in the right direction to ensure prosperity in our province. Merci. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Chester-St. Margaret's. 

 

 HON. DENISE PETERSON-RAFUSE: Mr. Speaker, it’s a privilege to speak on 

this bill. It’s interesting, though, that the minister forgot to mention how optimistic those 

individuals who were fired by the Premier are feeling at this time of year, close to the 

Christmas holidays. Merry Christmas from the Liberals. 

 

 This bill being introduced by the PCs highlights some very important information. 

While in Opposition the Liberals said over and over that they would change the way 
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government interacts and assists business in Nova Scotia. How short do the Liberals think 

the memories of the people of Nova Scotia are? During the election, what did they tell 

people? We’re not going to give money to corporations. I heard that. I was at the doors, and 

people said, well, the Liberals are not going to give money to corporations. So we got one 

of those flip-flops immediately. 

 

 Even though this is not a government bill, it does blatantly point to the fact of how 

many times they have flip-flopped back and forth within their first 50 days of government. 

They called for all sorts of reform in economic development; they said that Cabinet 

shouldn’t be involved in making decisions around corporate loans; and they said that they 

would not give to corporations. You can’t be any clearer in your message - we will not give 

to corporations. And yet that has changed already.  

 

 The minister referred to the Auditor General’s Report, but he forgot to also mention 

that the Auditor General actually was against and discouraged the Cabinet being involved 

in these decisions. So what is different? That is what I ask. What is different is when they 

were over here they just said the words, the perceived political words that would get them 

over on the other side. That’s what it was all about. 

 

 Then they talk about they came forward with this wonderful bill of transparency - 

well, that information has always been available to Nova Scotians. I have to agree that it 

makes it much easier if you can click a button and you can see the information there, but 

it’s going to be very interesting to watch what type of information gets put on-line. We 

have things called the Privacy Act. We have businesses in major competition with each 

other and it’s very challenging, they don’t want all their information to be out. So are they 

going to deter the interests of major corporations coming here? But what does it matter if 

they deter that interest? They said they were not going to give any money to corporations. 

 

 It doesn’t matter if you put the information on-line to make it transparent. The true 

reality is the Liberals said, we are not giving money to corporations. The point is not at all 

about whether it’s transparent, the point is the fact that on this side of the House they said 

over and over again that Cabinet should not have control. Cabinet should not have control, 

but when we get elected, we are not going to give money to corporations. You know what? 

Nova Scotians know that and they will remember that. 

 

 This bill does deal with who should administer programs. Granted, perhaps it’s an 

interesting question, but you know where our concerns are? Our concerns lie with the jobs 

and the strategies going towards jobs. It will be fun to watch to see how well they do. It will 

be; they are now in the position of pressure to see how well they do.  

 

 It’s also interesting to look at the fact that it wasn’t that long ago that the members 

of this House, in particular the member for Richmond, will remember the whole issue with 

the families and the businesses in the Strait area while they were holding their breath about 

the issue and concerns of the Port Hawkesbury Paper and the support that they needed - a 
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great deal of support. It wasn’t just only about the jobs of those in the plant, it was about the 

jobs in the community because it has a domino effect and it trickles down if people are 

losing their jobs in a major plant. But did we hear much from the minister at that time? 

Very little.  

 

There was no rallying to help the people in that area; there was no rallying to put 

money in that plant to allow people to have a job and make a decent wage for their family. 

There was no support; it was silent. The reason I focus on that is because we have to ask: 

would NSBI have made the same decision? We knew at that time it was the right decision 

to make and it was a quick decision that had to be made, and it was successful because that 

plant now has turned around and that community has turned around because of the support 

that we gave when we were in government. 

 

 But it doesn’t matter, all that I say here today because once again I just have to 

remind Nova Scotians the fact is it was less than 50 days ago that there was an election and 

it wasn’t that long ago in the Spring sitting of this House that the Premier that we have 

today and the minister that we have today said very loud and clearly, we will not give 

money to corporations. If you don’t understand what that means, please repeat after me, we 

will not give any money to corporations. So I guess what the Liberal election slogan was all 

about when they said about trust, I guess what they really meant was trust us to flip-flop. 

Trust us to flip-flop. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Leader of the Official Opposition. 

 

 HON. JAMIE BAILLIE: Mr. Speaker, I’m very pleased to rise in support of the 

bill. I wasn’t going to do this, but I do want to start just by commenting on some of the 

remarks made just a few moments ago by the Minister of Economic and Rural 

Development and Tourism, who went out of his way to really misrepresent what the 

Opposition PC caucus is attempting to accomplish here today. I can’t help but find how 

ironic it is that that minister wishes to misrepresent all about over here when it comes to 

economic development and this big fund. 

 

 The position that we hold is the same one that we held before the election and now 

we also hold it after the election and are prepared to bring a bill before the House. That’s 

ironic because it’s the position he and his Party used to hold, the same one, but now that 

there’s actually a bill here and he’s over there on the government side, he’s changed his 

position. The great irony is we have a minister who will misrepresent a position that he, 

himself, used to actually believe in - or said he did - before the election was called. This is 

an example of how the people of Nova Scotia will be telling this government, we will judge 

you by your actions more than your words, particularly when your words are so different 

from what they were just a few months ago. 

 

 Let me just be clear what we want to accomplish very consistently, all of us here in 

the PC caucus. We want to stop the bad old way of bailing out large companies with 
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taxpayers’ money. We though the Liberals were there with us. They said they were, but 

now they’re not. Now, the first test of the Liberals on this issue did come up just recently 

with the loan in question to Origin BioMed of $1 million. That’s a lot of money in a 

province where the average income is around $30,000 a year - $1 million of taxpayer 

money. Yes, of course it went through NSBI, we know that. And they moved it on to 

Cabinet - of course they did, because they’re operating under the old rules, the old rules of 

the NDP. Which, among other things, don’t require any job guarantees, that real jobs 

actually get created or saved. 

 

 Do you know how many people are working at this company today? There are five 

- $1 million, five people. The NDP used to think that was a good deal. Apparently the 

Liberals also think that’s a good deal, but we have time and time again in our history seen 

how that has worked out for taxpayers, after losses and losses and losses in money and in 

jobs.  

 

 Now, the great flip-flop here is not on our side where we said no, we should not be 

doing things the same old way which just loses money and jobs. Yes, they should be made 

on a business case basis and yes, NSBI is the place where business case decisions are made. 

But it is the duty of a government to set strict guidelines about the use of taxpayers’ money. 

That was the fault that the Liberals had with the NDP: that they would give money away, 

hundreds of millions without any job guarantees. What comes before the Liberal Cabinet 

and that minister in their first two months of office? A $1 million giveaway and no job 

guarantees. Now, that minister had a choice at that moment; he had a choice. He could say 

that’s the way it used to work, but we were against that and so we’re not going to go with 

that old way anymore. We told the people of Nova Scotia to trust us to make sure there 

were job guarantees in place before we approved any money - and there are none in this 

case, none. 

 

 So his choice was to flip-flop and go along with the old way because he’s now 

comfortably in his government chair, or to do what he said he would do when he was 

campaigning for Nova Scotians’ votes and say no to the old way, no to $1 million with no 

jobs attached, no, that’s the old way and the Liberals clearly believe something different - 

or we thought they did - that we will always ensure that there are jobs to go along with that 

money and put in place those guidelines. And then he would be true to his word, he would 

be true to his Leader’s word, and he would be doing exactly what we are consistently 

requiring that the government do in this bill, which is to put strict guidelines in place about 

further giveaways of taxpayers’ money and make them on a business case decision, and tell 

NSBI we are hands-off as politicians, you are hands-on, but here are the rules. 

 

 I guess under this minister there are no rules, just like the NDP. There are no rules, 

give it away. 

 

Mr. Speaker, that’s what he did, so the real flip-flop is over there. We’re very 

consistent over here. The real flip-flop is over there and if there’s any difference of opinion 
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between a member of this House and his or her Leader, it’s also over there because his 

Leader, our new Premier, said we will not give away money without job guarantees. One 

transaction later that minister gave away $1 million without any job guarantees. The best 

he could say is he hopes, and those are his words, he “hopes” it works out and we keep 

those five jobs - $1 million spent on hope. 

 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the government also used to say in Opposition, they wanted 

decisions to be made on a business case basis. Well, hope is not a business case. That’s the 

problem. I am sure that every single government of all three colours that has been in office 

over the last 50 years, when they handed away money, hoped it worked out. And that’s 

what’s wrong - hope is not a business case. Now, the minister says, well, there are private 

investors too. Well, do you know what? They can do whatever they want with their own 

money. In fact, many private investors openly say we are taking a high risk here with our 

own money and we know we’re going to lose a lot of the time, but once in a while it will 

work. You can call that hope too - but that’s their money. 

 

No private investor puts in place job guarantees, Mr. Speaker, because that’s not 

their job. Their job is to take risks and to hope it works out, and hope they win enough of 

the time to pay for the ones that don’t. But that minister is not the head of a private 

investment fund; he is responsible for the taxpayers’ money - and the taxpayers deserve 

better than the old ways. They deserve better than the same old excuse that we hope it 

works out. What the taxpayers deserve is that the government puts in place strict guidelines 

over their money, that they get a real return in dollars and jobs, because this province needs 

jobs. (Applause) 

 

So once again we have a situation where Nova Scotians in the run-up to an election 

very clearly were unhappy with the way things were being done. And, do you know what, 

Mr. Speaker, not just with the way things were being done in the last few years, they were 

unhappy with the way things have been done for a long, long time, particularly when it 

comes to the way the government goes about encouraging jobs. A lot of people in this 

House went out on the campaign trail and said we agree it’s time for change - and the 

people of Nova Scotia wanted to vote for change, but not just saying that you’ll change, not 

just pretending that something will change, not just changing the name of a fund. They 

wanted real change. That change will be judged by the actions of the minister and this 

government, not by their words. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, you can walk around and say “Hi” to everybody in your office and tell 

them how much you appreciate them, and I agree that that’s a great idea, but I can tell you 

from my own experience running the credit union that people look to their leaders - 

whether they’re a CEO or a minister or a Premier - to see how they act, what values they 

live by, what principles are important to them. Those become the principles and values of 

the entire organization. The worst one you can violate is to say one thing and do the 

opposite, or to say do as I say, not as I do, as we’ve seen earlier in this House today. That’s 

the kind of leadership we’re seeing already from this government. 
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 For all those civil servants who are happy that somebody newly-elected walked by 

and shook hands, that’s great, but I can assure you, they want to have a government that 

actually leads by example and action, not just words. 

 

 The real issue, of course, now that we’ve cleared that up, is that the way that 

governments have gone about trying to encourage job creation for a long time has not 

worked. It may have worked 50 years ago, when the Stanfield Government started to 

encourage and incent new businesses to come here. It may have worked then, but it’s long 

past time to cast the old ways away and find a new way for a government to go about 

creating jobs. 

 

 In the last four years, under the previous government, almost $600 million of 

taxpayers’ money was gifted or granted or given away in forgivable loans in an attempt to 

create jobs. Mr. Speaker, do you know how many jobs were created? Minus 12,000. Now 

there’s an investment in hope: $600 million to lose 12,000 jobs. Now if that’s not an 

example of why something has to honest-to-God change for the better in the way that this 

province is run, I don’t know what is. 

 

 When the minister sat over here I thought he agreed, because he said the same 

thing. But the first business giveaway that comes to his desk - no job guarantees, $1 million 

- that’s fine, stamp it okay and off it goes. Mr. Speaker, there’s no change. I guess that’s the 

point: there’s no change. 

 

 This whole flip-flop theme that we see, this is one example. We had another one 

earlier today, where a government that said they were against blatant patronage and hiring 

of friends of the government, the first real appointment they have to make that is part of the 

Public Service, and they engage in the worst kind of patronage. There’s another flip-flop. 

 

 Mr. Speaker, here we are, and everyone wants to co-operate. We want to 

co-operate, but there’s got to be some limits. There’s got to be some guidelines. One is that 

the government sincerely wants to make things better. I heard the minister brag that he has 

allowed us to debate Opposition bills for two whole hours, as if that is some historic 

breakthrough. Well, the breakthrough comes when a really good bill actually passes 

through this House, no matter what side it comes from. Here is an opportunity. 

 

 The minister thinks that when it comes to taxpayers’ money being given away, that 

really all taxpayers want is for them to be more transparent about it, as if rubbing our noses 

in these kinds of giveaways in public is a step forward. Well we are of course supportive of 

more transparency, but doing the wrong thing in a more transparent way is not a great step 

forward and let’s just recognize that.  

 

 You know what would be a great step forward, Mr. Speaker? Doing the right thing 

in the first place, which is to stop doing things that don’t work, like handing out gobs of 

taxpayers’ money without any job guarantees attached and hoping they work.  
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You know, this province once owned a heavy water plant. It cost $100 million, and 

you know how much heavy water it actually produced, not a single drop. But I bet they 

hoped it would work out. It’s still on our debt today. This province once owned a cruise 

ship. I don’t know how many of the members here will recall that but this province once 

owned a cruise ship, the Mercator One, I believe was its name. It was long before my time, 

I just want to point that out, but I have heard the province once owned a cruise ship and do 

you know how many ports of call that cruise ship ever called on? Not very many, it cost 

many millions of dollars and it’s still on our debt.  

 

 At the moment the province owns half of a windmill manufacturer - not very many 

jobs there - and Mr. Speaker, I think we are all still waiting for the first windmill to come 

out of that plant and we are going to be waiting for a while the way things are going. That 

money is on our debts. I could go on and on about the examples where this has not worked. 

Millions and millions and millions of dollars over the years, have added to the debt in the 

hope that something would get better and we have fewer people working than before. 

That’s the problem.  

 

 If the minister is so opposed to making things better in the ways that this bill does, 

by requiring a little business sense in the way the province doles out all this money, well 

that’s good to know. If the minister is so opposed to providing tight cost controls and 

guidelines to Nova Scotia Business Inc. when they are making these decisions that’s 

unfortunate, but also good to know. If the minister said he wanted job guarantees before 

another dollar would be spent when he was in Opposition but now, when he actually sees 

this very thing come before his desk, says oh well, we don’t require job guarantees, 

seriously, then that is the most disappointing and the most important of all to know.  

 

 Mr. Speaker, it’s time that we actually did find a way to move forward. I realize 

I’ve just given the House a bit of a history lesson about these kinds of giveaways, and it is 

interesting to look back, and I will say as Leader of the PC Party we can look back far 

enough that all three Parties have done these kinds of things in the hope that they would 

work, but they no longer do.  

 

The real opportunity here today is not to look back at the cruise ships, at the heavy 

water plants, and so on, it is to look forward. It is to look forward to a day, Mr. Speaker, 

when Nova Scotia has job-creating climates that don’t even need a government to pay off 

companies to come here or stay, by getting the fundamentals right: by getting our taxes 

down like the HST, which is so hard on everyday Nova Scotians; by saying no to more 

power rate increases so no more jobs are shipped out of province because we pay the 

highest power costs in the country; by dealing with the layers and layers and layers of red 

tape and regulation that hold our businesses back.  

 

 If we could get Nova Scotia into a leading position, or even an average position, on 

those fundamentals so that private investors truly did want to come here and start 

businesses and create jobs, then our own entrepreneurs, homegrown, get a chance to grow 
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and prosper and employ our fellow Nova Scotians. Wouldn’t that be a better day than what 

we have now, where government after government pulls out the chequebook in the hope 

that a job might be created when a new company comes here or a large company needs a 

bailout?  

 

 We’ve talked about this in this House before. I know in my time here, we’ve been 

raising it over and over again. I thought that the Liberal Party was with us on that. Now, 

uniquely, they get a chance to prove it with their actions. Instead of saying, this bill is a step 

forward, it’s what we said before the election, let’s move it along, the minister gets up and 

says he’s opposed to the bill, he criticizes us for bringing it forward, he makes up some sad 

difference of opinion he thinks he sees, when in fact the flip-flopping and the difference of 

opinion are on his own side.  

 

 The real contrast is not even that, it comes back to that fundamental issue of trust - 

are you doing now what you said you would do before the election? In this case, for a Party 

and a Leader and a minister that had so much to say, including on TV ads, that they would 

stop doing this at the very first opportunity they had, to stop and say, we’re not going to put 

this through without some kind of job guarantee. They let it go through. 

 

 What the minister didn’t say in the time allotted to him was, how many jobs are we 

getting for our million bucks? Are we getting any? Where is this business going? Is this 

ever going to get paid back? Are the taxpayers going to get their money back at some 

point? The reason he didn’t say that is because he didn’t require it in the first place. So 

somewhere out there tonight, there is a happy private lender who made a loan to a 

struggling business in the hope of getting it paid back with a little return, that was very 

worried that they were not going to get their money back. They wanted to get paid out and 

run away from this deal because they knew it was in trouble. In this minister they found 

someone that was willing to give them a break with our money. Thank you. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable House Leader for the Official Opposition. 

 

 HON. CHRISTOPHER D’ENTREMONT: Mr. Speaker would you please call Bill 

No. 6. 

 

 Bill No. 6 - Elections Act. 
 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Kings North. 

 

 MR. JOHN LOHR: Mr. Speaker, it’s my pleasure to begin to speak on this bill to 

amend the Elections Act. I know that every member in this House is familiar with the past 

year and the issues that arose from the uncertainty of when the election would or would not 

be called. This Elections Act is intended to address that issue. I know that this bill, I 

believe, was brought before the House several years ago and again we would bring it 

before the House.  
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 I would like to just talk about some of the circumstances in the past year. Some of 

you will realize that some people were nominated up to two years before the election. In 

fact I know members of our own PC caucus who spent the better part of the past year going 

door-to-door in election mode. We had at least three occasions in which it looked like an 

election was going to be called. In one circumstance I know that one of our PC candidates 

rented an office about five or six months before it was necessary and actually had incurred 

the expense of having that office unnecessarily for that length of time. All of these 

inconveniences were apparently to convenience the government of the day - our past 

government - who used the tool of tinkering with the election date as a political tool to try 

to get a more favourable circumstance, not realizing that both the public and the media had 

grown weary of the game and it actually worked against them. 

 

 That indecision on their part led to all sorts of circumstances in your life and in my 

life. One circumstance for me, personally, was we had a wedding to go to in July, a young 

man in Belgium. The young man had been a Rotary exchange student in our home 10 years 

prior and we had booked that trip that week to go to Belgium for a wedding, his wedding. 

This young man had a big impact in our lives. We had promised him that when he got 

married we would go to his wedding and 10 years later we fulfilled that promise but, 

having booked that trip, I wasn’t certain whether I would be able to go or not. 

 

 The results of that young man having come into our home 10 years ago was that we 

consequently got involved in the Rotary Club and since then have had two exchange 

students from Madrid, Spain, in our home, an exchange student from Thailand in our 

home, an exchange student from Japan in our home, an exchange student from Holland in 

our home, and also two of my four sons were privileged to be exchange students, one 

having gone to Brazil - I forgot to mention that we also had a young man from Brazil also 

in our home. But my oldest son was able to go to Brazil for a year as an exchange student 

and my third oldest son was able to actually spend a year in Belgium, in the same area 

where this young man had come from. Consequently, we were able to visit him several 

years ago also. 

 

 Going to this wedding was an important milestone in my family’s life and not 

knowing if that election would be called sort of cast a shadow over that. We felt relieved 

when it finally came and went and we were successfully able to go on that trip. 

 

 I’m sure that all of you would have similar stories about the uncertainty around the 

election date. Not only did it present difficulties for you, as candidates, but also for 

volunteers. I had my campaign manager who had company coming for the whole month of 

August and, as a result of that, we acquired, we picked up a co-campaign manager because 

of that issue. So for not knowing the date of the election, it caused us multiple issues. 

 

 Not only that but it caused issues for Elections Nova Scotia. Elections Nova Scotia 

hires a number of part-time people for the period of the election and the difficulty for them 

is knowing when that period will take place and proper planning for that, so they would 
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benefit from having more certainty in the process. Furthermore, I will point out that we are 

the only province that does not have this feature in our Elections Act. Every other province 

in Canada has a fixed election date, so we are the last province to be introducing this 

legislation. 

 

 I would like to point out that our members across the floor have said that they are 

quite proud of leading our country in areas of transparency and in other areas. I would like 

to suggest that being the last province in the country to adopt fixed election dates would be 

great, but it would be a shame on us if we can’t get this done and get this through. 

Furthermore, as I mentioned already, it did not serve any good political purpose for the 

Dexter Government to tinker with this and raise the ire of the public and the media. 

 

 Furthermore, I want to talk about issues that I had on my farm. As many of you 

know, I’m a farmer, I mentioned that the other day, and the busiest time of year for us on 

the farm is August/September. From about the 10
th

 of August to the 25
th

 of September is 

when we harvest our summer savory and we work very hard during that period. We have 

two men working on tractors out in the field bringing the savory in; two men, myself and 

another man, in the farmyard processing this product.   

 

Not knowing the date of the election, we were hoping that we would get through 

that time period without having an election called. As all of you realize, the election was 

called in mid-September. At that point it wasn’t expedient to try to replace myself. So 

during the election actually, for a good part, up until about the 25
th

 of September, I was 

getting up in the morning and working on the farm from 6:00 a.m. until 10:00 a.m. and then 

going out door-to-door until dark, as all of you did. (Interruption) So did that help me? My 

good friend is saying maybe that didn’t hurt my political chances but, nevertheless, it was a 

tough go and if we had simply had some certainty in that process of knowing when that 

election would be called, that would have been a great asset to me personally. 

 

 So not only is it important to us I believe as candidates, I do believe that it does not 

serve the government of the day any particular purpose in using the ability to manipulate 

the date, or to try to seek a better favour, and I think that it was obvious that the best before 

date on the previous government had already come. Maybe they weren’t aware of it but the 

public was, and dragging out that process hurt them. I believe that it is a bill that we should 

pass. I know there is talk about modernization in government, and to me we’re well behind 

the times if we have not modernized in this way. 

 

 So once again I would like to reiterate that it is again to say that we are the only 

province that has not enacted this legislation. I know that the Liberal Party, when they were 

in Opposition, brought forward this same bill, I believe some three years ago, for a fixed 

election date, and now we as a House have an opportunity to pass this bill and clear up this 

issue and bring us up to the standard of the rest of Canada, and to take this step into the 

modern world, into the 21
st
 Century. As it is, it is part of the past century, using the timing 

of the election to advantage the government of the day. 
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 So I would like to again reiterate my support for this bill and to say that in our 

personal lives, in our campaign teams’ personal lives, in the life of the province, in many 

different ways, this would benefit our province and would make planning for the election 

and would make all of those things easier. Furthermore, it would also assist the media. That 

was a familiar theme during the election that the media had also grown weary of this 

prolonged pre-election period and, again, in that sense, the ire of the media did not assist 

the government of the day in prolonging the calling of the election. 

 

 So again, Mr. Speaker, I would like to reiterate that I believe that for many different 

reasons we should support this bill to modernize our Elections Act to set fixed election 

dates. 

 

MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable Minister of Finance and Treasury Board. 

 

 HON. DIANA WHALEN: Madam Speaker, it’s a pleasure to rise today and be part 

of this debate on fixed election dates. I’m very pleased that the issue is at hand here today, 

because as members of the House know the Liberal Party had brought in a similar bill in 

the past. We had raised the same issue around getting in sync with the rest of the country 

and moving forward and really modernizing our approach to elections. In this instance, 

unlike the previous bill that was just debated, I think we’ll find the government side of the 

House and the Progressive Conservative bill match - we’re on the same page in this case 

and so I think that’s a good start. 

 

 It’s always a pleasure to rise and be part of the debates that take place in this House. 

There are a lot of times when we might vehemently disagree with each other to one degree 

or another and other times we do see where there’s a meeting of the minds. Certainly, in 

looking at the notes that were prepared to remind me of this issue, the first point that jumps 

out at you is that we are the last province in Canada not to set fixed election dates or to set 

some parameters for that. 

 

 That being said, I did want to talk a little bit about the bill, itself, Bill No. 6, which 

sets out a fairly prescribed formula of when the date would be. It says quite clearly that it 

would be the second Tuesday of October every four years - so after an election is held it 

would be the next time we get to the second Tuesday of October. The problem with that 

that we see is that there is no flexibility around that, so in looking at this bill - and I do say, 

in principle we support this bill - we’d like to see a bill go forward that would have a little 

more flexibility built in. 

 

The reason for that is that certainly we know our municipal elections always take 

place in October, and in Nova Scotia every four years we have municipal elections. The 

last one was a year ago, so it was 2012, but there are times when it might actually overlap 

and, definitely, September or October is the election time for the municipalities. And we 
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don’t have any control over when the federal elections are being held, so there is the 

possibility that a federal election could be underway at the same time. 

 

 What we really feel is that - and I’m sure members of the House would agree with 

me - there’s a lot of confusion around different elections and who does what. If you had 

two elections running concurrently in an area, in a riding, I can just predict to you there 

would be a lot of confusion and I imagine even fewer might come out to vote, because they 

always say people are always at my door - either you never come to their door or they 

complain you’re always at my door. I’m not sure which is the worst. I just think people 

would not be very receptive to having two elections running concurrently. 

 

 What we would like to see in a bill that would set fixed election dates would be to 

set a range of dates. Again, there was a little bit of acknowledgement about that in the bill 

because the bill does say, in the fourth clause, that the Chief Electoral Officer can choose 

another date if the actual day of the election would fall on the same day for municipal, 

federal, or our provincial one. But it says then the Chief Electoral Officer would have to 

choose one of the seven days following the Tuesday that would be the ordinary polling day, 

so it would mean you would have a separate election day but you would still have 

overlapping elections, the four to six weeks of campaigning would still be overlapping and 

we just feel that would be the wrong way to go about it. 

 

 I think when you’re having an election it’s really important to try to have people 

and the voters be able to focus on the issues, focus on what each Party is offering and what 

their platform is and have the opportunity to absorb that and be part of the discussion, to 

participate in candidate debates and so on. Having two levels of government having an 

election at the same time, I think would be a big mistake. 

 

 What we would be looking for - as I said, in principle we support the bill - would be 

amendments to this bill that would allow it to reflect either the ability to move to the next 

season, perhaps you move to the Spring, or move it into a range where you could say within 

a three-month period you might have that - as all of us being Canadians know we don’t 

usually go to the polls in the middle of the winter. That’s not a good idea, and if you’ve 

ever tried to hammer in signs in the winter, it’s not good for anybody or for our volunteers 

which the member for Kings North, who introduced the bill, certainly had made comment 

of how important our volunteers are, and recognizing the time and commitment that they 

put in too. 

 

So it isn’t just about the Parties and the candidates; it’s about all the people that are 

engaged in the electoral process, and each and every one of us, as we know, values the 

volunteers. We’ve heard a number of the inaugural speeches in the House, the replies to the 

Speech from the Throne, coming from new and returning members. Invariably people are 

so grateful for the time and financial support, and moral support that we get from people in 

our communities. That is an important thing to remember as well. 
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 We didn’t want to have any kind of an overlap on elections, so we’d just like to put 

in a safeguard for that. That would be very important. Madam Speaker, I had an 

opportunity to speak to our Leader as well, to the Premier, and I believe he has had a 

chance to speak to the Leader of the Official Opposition. I think it’s a positive thing that 

there are times when we can reach across the floor of the House, come to an agreement and 

possibly see a bill pass from the Opposition bench and I think that’s important. 

 

I have spent 10 years in Opposition, and like other members of the House I have sat 

on both sides of the Opposition side. I know it can be very frustrating when you have good 

ideas, you’ve soundly researched them, you know they would be a benefit to the province, 

and they often fall on deaf ears. I may be wrong in saying that I don’t believe there was a 

single Private Member’s Bill passed under the four years of the NDP majority government. 

I don’t know if anybody here can correct me - I’m sure maybe the Clerks know. Was there 

one? 

 

 AN HON. MEMBER: There was. 

 

 MS. WHALEN: Ah, very good. Was it yours? Oh, very good. Was it a local bill? 

Perhaps it was a local bill. The reason I reference this - and if it was only one in four years 

that’s very few - but I reference a time when Opposition was shut out. The majority 

government said, we’ll do it our way, thank you very much, and we don’t need your ideas, 

and we don’t want to really engage in anything you have to offer. I think it’s a 

counterproductive thing to do that. I think it’s negative. I think it sends the wrong signal to 

the province, to the people of Nova Scotia, that when things are a good idea we should be 

able to reach out and do that. 

 

I know minority government is an easier time to have that happen and my first two 

sessions in the Legislature, in 2003 to 2006 and 2006 to 2009, were minority situations in 

the House and I did have a number of bills passed. Not a lot, but there were bills from the 

Liberal benches passed. I’m very pleased that my bill to make booster seats mandatory 

passed - I think it was in 2005. And that one was a safety issue for children. That’s one that 

surely we can agree on when we look at that. The Transportation and Public Works 

Minister at the time, to my surprise really, just said, that’s a good idea, we’ve been looking 

at it, we think we should do it, let’s do it. And my bill was passed. I think that sends a very 

good sign to all members of the House. 

 

 I mention that because certainly what we would like to see is a time when we can be 

productive. Again, I go back to the fact there will be times when there are strong 

disagreements between Parties, but I think when something like this is brought forward 

that has to do with modernizing our elections and bringing us on the same page with all 

provinces in Canada, there is a lot of reason to do that. 

 

 Madam Speaker, I wanted to talk - I don’t have very much time and I know how 

quickly it goes by - I did want to talk a little bit about the voter engagement. One comment 
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that I’d like to make is that as we change the dates in the Act, it may be an opportunity to 

consider some other aspects of the Elections Act that could be modernized, some other 

things that we could add in that might be worth talking about today. As you know, all of us 

have come from an election period. We have official agents and others who have worked 

on our campaigns, and in fact a new Chief Electoral Officer in the last campaign. That was 

the first provincial campaign that they’ve been in charge of. There may be ideas that we 

should be rethinking, bringing back again and considering the introduction of. 

 

 I was mentioning to the Minister of Economic and Rural Development and 

Tourism a committee that he sat on not that long ago, I think it was around 2008 or 2009, 

and that was an all-Party committee to review participation in the democratic process. That 

committee travelled around the province. They held meetings in different corners and 

different communities and spoke to people. They had staff support, there were notes taken, 

and there was a report written at the end of the day. I attended the session here at Province 

House - that was for the Halifax region - and there were some very interesting points that 

were raised. I remember particularly a number of academics who came to speak. They 

were academics at Dalhousie and other universities, who study political science, who look 

at voter engagement, and who consider ways that other places are doing better at getting 

people to participate and vote. 

 

 I haven’t checked on this most recent election, but in my previous two elections, in 

2006 and 2009, my area of Clayton Park - Halifax Clayton Park was the name at the time - 

had one of the lowest turnouts in the whole province. It was about 50 per cent in my riding, 

and in one of the elections it was the lowest. I think Halifax Needham came in very low, as 

well, in one of those elections. It’s really sad when 50 per cent of the voters get out to vote 

in a provincial election and 50 per cent stay home. 

 

 I know it isn’t for lack of a lot of activity on the ground and the campaigns being 

hard-fought, so there’s something we’re missing in that engagement with our voters today. 

I think civics is an issue that had come up, how we can engage more young people to be 

involved in politics through helping them know more about it, so that they don’t say to you 

on the doorstep, I don’t know enough about it, so I’m not going to vote. I’m sure we’ve all 

heard somebody say that to us, if not many people, during the election. 

 

 There’s no reason in this day and age, with Google and the Internet and all the other 

myriad amount of information that’s out there, that people would say that, but they do. So 

I’d like us to have a look at that report that came in about 2008-09 from that committee, to 

look at democratic engagement and the process in Nova Scotia and see if there were some 

other ideas. 

 

 Madam Speaker, it’s interesting to note that the previous government, the NDP 

Government that sat here not very long ago, did nothing with that report. There was no 

effort to look at it or introduce any of the reforms that were in that report. I think in all 



366 ASSEMBLY DEBATES WED., DEC. 4, 2013 

 

seriousness, we should look, because a lot of Nova Scotians took time to participate, and 

it’s an issue for all of us. We can’t allow the amount of participation to continually erode. 

 

 I was impressed - I heard the new member for Pictou West reference in her opening 

speech 70 per cent or over 70 per cent participation, and that would be the highest in the 

province, or one of. That’s really encouraging, but wouldn’t it be nice if all the ridings in 

Nova Scotia had that kind of participation? A smaller community gets better engagement, 

no question. 

 

 We’d like to look further at this bill. I really just wanted to signal that we have an 

interest in looking at this bill, provided it had amendments to perhaps extend it to a few 

other subjects in the Elections Act, and also to make provisions for flexibility around the 

date. 

 

 With that, Madam Speaker, I know my time has elapsed, and I thank you for your 

time. 

 

 MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable member for Sydney-Whitney Pier. 

 

 MR. GORDIE GOSSE: It’s an honour and a privilege today to speak on the 

Progressive Conservative Bill No. 6, the Elections Act. My honourable colleague, who I 

was elected in 2003 with, pointed out some interesting facts. If you look at this year alone, 

we have three provinces that have fixed election dates in 2011, which means that the 

federal government will be going in 2015, along with the Province of Alberta, the Province 

of Manitoba, and the Province of Prince Edward Island. All of those three provinces are 

fixed election dates for 2011, which means that the federal government is going in 2011, 

the province is going in 2011, and you have municipalities in New Brunswick that are 

going in 2011. 

 

 You said that there could be two levels of government. There could actually be 

three: municipal, federal, and provincial - could you imagine the stress and the resources of 

political Parties and volunteers and constituencies to try to muster up three levels of 

government in a span of that time? 

 

 I notice you also pointed out that the provision in this bill talks about how they’ll 

move it back seven days or so. You’re absolutely right: if the fixed election date is the 

second Tuesday in October and they move it back a week, well, you could already be in a 

campaign for 30 or 35 days, which would mean that you are overlapping, you would be 

knocking on the door, running provincially, federally, municipally. Sometimes people in 

Nova Scotia just don’t understand or seem to know what level of government you 

represent. We have such a low turnout in this province for young people who are going to 

the polls. I think that we have to look at fixing that aspect of it, too, getting young people 

involved, getting people involved in the election so we can get better turnouts here in the 



WED., DEC. 4, 2013 ASSEMBLY DEBATES 367 

 

Province of Nova Scotia. Will fixed election dates help us get turnouts better in the 

Province of Nova Scotia? I don’t think it will. 

 

 We’re the last province in the country to look at fixed election dates. I think it is a 

step forward for us to do that but if you look in Parliament just recently, the honourable 

member for Clayton Park West, now the Minister of Finance, is absolutely right. We sat 

through a minority government in 2003, a minority government in 2006. What would have 

happened in that case if you had fixed election dates and the government fell and there was 

a vote in the House of Commons? Would the Lieutenant Governor come and say, I’m 

going to appoint another government because the Legislature is at a standstill? You know, 

that can possibly happen because bills are not getting done, the business of government is 

not getting done, in a minority government situation, which is absolutely right. They never 

lasted past the three years. 

 

 So if we look at that aspect of it in a minority government in the future - we may 

have minority governments again, we’ve had two just recently - if it does happen, you are 

going to look at if that government falls, what provision is there in this bill when the 

government falls? I don’t see anything in either bill, the one that the Liberals introduced in 

Opposition and this bill here, that makes a provision for when a minority government, 

when that happens in a minority government, how do we look at that? 

 

 I’ll read something, Madam Speaker:  

 

“[D]espite the apparent widespread support for the idea, fixing election 

dates under Canada’s system of parliamentary government is no easy 

matter. Indeed, to truly fix the dates so there can be no possibility of 

government manipulation is impossible, at least not without a radical and 

probably unachievable reform of our parliamentary system. As well, while 

fixing the election dates might solve some problems, it could create others 

even worse. For that matter, there is some confusion about why the present 

system needs reform. Some people who call for fixed-date elections seem 

to be really arguing for a limit on the time that can pass between elections. 

However, such limits already exist. This, then, raises the question: What is 

the problem for which fixed-date elections are the solution?” 

 

 Again, I say that the problems could be around minority government; the problems 

could be around making sure that we have the time there to do that. Like I said, we need to 

encourage people of all ages to vote. Voting is a very important part of democracy. 

Recently in Nova Scotia in 2008 we had the D250. We all can remember that, those that 

live here in a democracy. We celebrated 250 years of democracy - the longest serving 

democracy, I think, in Nova Scotia from 1758.  

 

I’m just wondering about this bill. I mean it’s apparent that we are definitely going 

to move, as the last province, into a fixed election date but in this bill here I don’t see any 
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meat on the bone in this one here. There would have to be some type of - there would be 

lots of amendments. If this bill were to move into the Law Amendments Committee, I’m 

afraid there would be so many amendments to look at all the different things. But there 

would be a lot of amendments and otherwise. In Section 29A(3) “. . . the Chief Electoral 

Officer shall choose another day in accordance with subsection (4) and recommend to the 

Governor in Council that ordinary polling day be that other day, and the Governor in 

Council may make an order to that effect.” 

 

What I’m saying in the sense that if we have fixed election dates in a minority 

system and the government falls, does the Lieutenant Governor of Nova Scotia decide who 

will be the governing Party of the province? Is that a possibility? Is that a possibility if a 

minority government happens? It would fall on the Lieutenant Governor’s plate, I think, 

the way the legislation sits now. He would determine who would govern the Province of 

Nova Scotia because everything would be at a standstill. 

 

 We support this bill going forward and support any bill that comes forward with 

fixed election dates, but some of the issues that we have to look at - maybe before we 

discuss that, this bill should go to the Committee on Assembly Matters where we would 

have members of all sides of the House and the Liberal Party, the Progressive Conservative 

Party, and the New Democrat Party sit down and look at a good bill. Let’s make it a very 

strong bill.  

 

 HON. DIANA WHALEN: Is that the one that never met? Assembly Matters? 

 

MR. GOSSE: That’s right, absolutely. I chaired that so I should have known it 

never met. (Laughter) It’s interesting, and minister, I could explain why it never met 

because I couldn’t get any co-operation on all sides of the House. (Interruption) I’m not 

going to point fingers there, there or here, but that is the Committee on Assembly Matters - 

and not that I didn’t try for that committee to meet.  

 

I think it’s important when you’re looking at changing election dates or doing that, 

is having Assembly Matters meet, with members from all Parties to sit down, and it would 

make it good for the Province of Nova Scotia and good for the voters to make sure that we 

do have fixed election dates. But make sure that we cover all the provisions in the Elections 

Act to make sure that we get it right. If we’re going to do it, let’s get it right the first time. 

 

 Canada’s parliamentary system is based on not a separation of balance of powers 

but on a responsible government. Responsible government is about all members of the 

Legislative Assembly having a hand in making sure that we get it right. If we’re going to do 

this, let’s get it right. I guess why parliamentary Assemblies that have set election dates 

nevertheless provide some fail-safe measures to avoid such a deadlock like I spoke about. 

 

 I also talked to other parliamentary Assemblies, I’ve travelled quite a bit in the last 

three years to all the Canadian Parliamentary Associations and talked about some of the 
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issues around fixed election dates and talked to members in Quebec who just recently 

passed theirs in 2012, talked to my friend the Deputy Speaker there, François Ouimet; 

talked to other members in Prince Edward Island, the Speaker there, Carolyn Bertram, 

talked about they’re just moving into that; and Dale Graham in New Brunswick, the 

Speaker there.  

 

 I looked at what they felt, what was it like for them to go into fixed elections 

because we were the only province that didn’t have it, and they said the problem with that, 

Gordie, is that we start campaigning two years out. The campaign starts two years out and 

if the fixed election date now is 2017 for the province, the campaign will actually start in 

2015. It’s not sitting around waiting about when the government’s going to call the 

election, you’re positioning yourself and you’re starting the campaign almost two years 

out, so you’re constantly in the mode of campaigning - which would probably be good for 

a lot of members in the Legislative Assembly to be on the doorsteps when there’s no 

election.  

 

That’s what I like the most. I just don’t canvass on election day, I canvass all the 

time. I canvass on Wednesdays and Saturdays and people are saying, what are you doing 

here, Gordie, there’s no election for three years. I’m just here to see if you have any issues 

in the constituency; it’s what I’ve always done. Waking people up on Saturday morning, no 

election and they don’t know if it’s a federal election, municipal - what’s this guy doing on 

my doorstep? An interesting scenario, I had somebody say that guy knocked on my 

doorstep on a Saturday morning and there’s no election, you know what? My wife and I 

didn’t vote in the last election, but I’m going to vote for that guy just because he came here.  

 

That’s how you do things, you work hard as an MLA but I think that if we’re going 

to do a bill like this, Bill No. 6, if we’re going to look forward to doing this bill as the 

Election Act, there will be a lot of amendments in that, and I think that all Parties should sit 

down and say let’s get this right. If we go in 2017 we won’t have to worry about the feds, 

they’re going in 2015; we won’t have to worry about the municipality because they’re 

going in 2016. So we’re actually in a good rotation because 2015 will be the feds, 2016 will 

be municipal, 2017 will be the province, so we’re in a good situation now. (Interruption)   

 

Well, I just spoke about that, I’m not going to repeat myself on that. (Interruption)  

 

 Madam Speaker, here we go again with a backbencher asking . . .  

 

 MADAM SPEAKER: Order, please. Please direct your comments to the Chair 

please. (Interruption)  

 

The honourable member for Sydney-Whitney Pier, with one minute left. 

 

 MR. GOSSE: I know that new change around asking ministers questions and now I 

got backbenchers asking me questions.  
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If you look at that, I think that we have to work together to make sure that we, as 

parliamentarians, do the right thing here, get this bill right, make sure we have fixed 

election dates.  

 

 How do you stop Parties from fundraising or collecting money, like - and there’s 

another issue, when do you go out and start fundraising? Should I be out next week 

fundraising now for the next campaign in 2017? When do you build your war chest up 

again as a Party? When are you allowed to start - is that in the bill, when you’re allowed to 

start raising money? Those types of things - when are you allowed to start campaigning? 

 

 As a former Speaker I remember when they first started about taking partisan 

advertisements - I notice that has been in the news lately (Interruption) Thank you. 

 

 MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable Leader of the Official Opposition. 

 

 HON. JAMIE BAILLIE: Madam Speaker, I just want to say quickly I do appreciate 

the comments of the member who just spoke, the member for Sydney-Whitney Pier. He 

said there was no meat on the bones; I accept that criticism. I did think it was a shameless 

attempt on his part to draw attention to how much weight he lost during the election 

campaign and his svelte, new figure, but if that’s what he needs to do to get attention, then 

I understand that. (Laughter) I know he had some questions about what happens in a 

minority government and so on and I’ll attempt to answer that quickly in my brief remarks.  

 

 I also do want to say very sincerely that I appreciate greatly the comments of the 

Liberal member who spoke, the Minister of Finance and Treasury Board, and her obvious 

sincere desire to see greater voter participation, to see more people involved in our system. 

I share that completely and ultimately, that’s what the goal of bills like this one are about. I 

know we can work together to make this important improvement to our electoral system. 

Let me just say, side by side with her comments, to all Nova Scotians that it is important to 

vote. It is a right and a privilege. It was fought for. People died for it. It may not be a perfect 

system of government, but it is the best system of government on the planet, and it belongs 

to people who participate. 

 

 There is an old saying that in a democracy the rules are made by people who show 

up. Well, we need more Nova Scotians to show up. We need far more Nova Scotians to 

show up. And when they don’t show up, they are still sending us a message in their own 

way, which in too many cases is that they don’t believe the system works for them, they 

don’t believe it’s worth the time to vote, as little time as it actually takes with all the new 

ways we make it easier for people to vote, and that is a shame. We all have a duty as people 

who believe in our system to make it worthwhile, including - as the Finance Minister 

pointed out - to encourage it in our schools and to encourage young people to learn the 

system. 
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 I will say just as a brief anecdote, and I hope others do this and I suspect they do, I 

have two daughters at home and have taken them to the polling station in every provincial, 

municipal and federal election since they were born. I take them behind that little 

cardboard screen with me and I put that little pencil in their hands and I show them exactly 

where they’re supposed to make their vote, (Laughter) Someday they will make their own 

voting choice and I totally respect that, and it may be anything really. I may argue with 

them, but I will respect that it’s their right to make that choice. But at least by example, and 

all Nova Scotians who are parents or grandparents should do this, we have gotten them into 

the habit of going to vote and showing them how important it is. 

 

 This is a very appropriate time to be discussing this bill in my opinion. We just 

went through an election. There is no election on the horizon for four years in all likelihood 

- unless about 10 of them come over here - so in all likelihood there’s no election on the 

horizon. So there’s no advantage to be gained. There’s no reason to suspect somebody’s 

motives if they want this date over that date because it’s imminent. It’s a great time for us 

to actually deal with this. And, of course, on both sides we’ve expressed an interest in 

co-operating, we have an area of common interest here and general agreement, so let’s 

seize that opportunity to make this small improvement in our political system.  

 

I agree there’s much more that needs to be done, but we can do this one, and I 

sincerely hope we do, and that’s why I appreciate the wise words of the Minister of Finance 

and Treasury Board and her willingness to work together. Whether there are Liberal 

amendments to a PC bill or PC amendments to a Liberal bill, I think that together we can 

come up with the right combination. I’m sure she will show the same openness when her 

first budget comes forward in the Spring and we bring forward all of our amendments then 

as well. 

 

 I do want to point out quickly that this bill of fixed election dates was brought 

forward by Liberal members previously and by the PC Caucus previously, as part of a 

larger bill in our case, called the Modernizing Government Act. Because this is the home of 

democracy in our country and British North America more broadly. It ought to be the place 

where we lead on democratic reform, not trail. That’s why it is so striking that Nova Scotia 

is the last province in Canada to deal with fixed election dates, when we used to be a leader; 

now we’re a follower. Well it’s time to get caught up and be a leader again. That’s why, as 

part of the Modernizing Government Act, we propose this and other reforms. Because we 

want to create a modern, dynamic and a 21
st
 Century democracy right here in our province 

alongside a modern and dynamic economy, and this is one way to do it. 

 

 I know there have been some comments about exactly what the date should be. 

Should it be the Spring, should it be the Fall, should it be the first week of October, the 

second week of October? You know what, Madam Speaker? Honestly, we’re not fixated 

on the exact date. Somebody’s got to put a proposal out there and that’s what we’ve done, 

but if there is a better date out there - great. Let’s go and move the bill along and find that 

better date. (Applause) 
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 In fact, Nova Scotians themselves may have something to say about it. They may 

have something to say about it themselves, because in the election experience that Nova 

Scotians just had, I can tell you what I heard from voters - and I’m sure others heard this - 

that last Spring, when the four year mark came around and election fever was so high, 

many, many Nova Scotians who don’t follow this every day - and of course they have busy 

lives but they do keep an eye on us - were surprised that there was no election last Spring 

because they knew it had been four years. We grew up, we went to school, we followed this 

a little bit. We thought that government had to go to election every four years or so. And the 

answer is, well, generally that’s true, but they don’t have to, they can drag it out if they 

want to. Or on the other side - not recently - but there have been examples where 

governments called elections very, very early to try to get some advantage from some event 

that gave them a chance to get re-elected earlier than four years, at great expense I might 

add.  

 

Nova Scotians are telling us, and they were telling us in the Spring, and they told us 

all summer, as people waited and waited and waited: this isn’t right. This isn’t right that a 

government can hold us up like this. When they’re ready to pass judgment on their 

government, favourably or not, they have the right to pass that judgment. They believe 

that’s every four years, and we should make it the law that it’s every four years because that 

is an improvement on the current system. 

 

We’ll find a date, I’m sure together we can find a date that works. We know that the 

federal government has fixed election dates, that the nine other provinces have fixed 

election dates, that municipal governments have fixed election dates, so we’ll find our 

space in the calendar that makes sense. I know we will. We can’t let something like that 

hold us up. It’s something that we can work on together.  

 

Now I did hear one member ask what happens in the case of a minority 

government. The bill does actually cover that. It covers it very quickly, but it does say that 

nothing in the bill takes away from the powers of the Lieutenant Governor. That means 

specifically that in the case of a minority government, where that government loses the 

confidence of the House, the Lieutenant Governor in his or her power, as they always have, 

can choose to issue the writ of election and cause an election to happen, which is normally 

the case; although the Lieutenant Governor does reserve the power to call on another Party 

that may be able to gain the confidence of the House to form a government. Those powers 

remain in place. The Government of Nova Scotia is continuous. It does not stop at election 

time. That power resides in the Crown through the Lieutenant Governor.  

 

There have been a few occasions when the first minister in our country, the Prime 

Minister or the Premier, has gone to the Lieutenant Governor and asked for an election and 

been denied it. It was a long time ago, but we had a whole crisis about this. About 80 years 

ago, when Prime Minister Mackenzie King, a Liberal Prime Minister, was defeated in a 

minority government of the House, and he asked the Governor General to call an election. 

But, just for the history of it, Sir Arthur Meighen, who was the Leader of the Progressive 
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Conservative Party, or the Liberal-Conservative Party as it was called then ironically, was 

able to show that he could get a majority of the House to support him and form a new 

government. And so the Governor General of the day declined the advice of his first 

minister and called on a new government to be formed. 

 

 Now, Nova Scotians and Canadians today, in 2013, they’re not very keen to see that 

happen. They want to choose the governments themselves, but nothing in the bill takes 

away from the power of the Lieutenant Governor to make sure that the government is 

continuous. I guess that was my main point, and I’m sorry for veering off into history. 

 

 Madam Speaker, this is a great chance for us to change the rules of our great 

historic democracy together, which is the way that they should be changed. It’s a contrast 

to the way the conventions of Question Period were changed yesterday, where it was done 

unilaterally. That’s a bad example, because Nova Scotians expect that when it comes to 

changing the rules of how their House of Assembly works, how their great democracy 

works, that no one Party, whether a majority or not, should have the total say. That’s only 

fair, in the spirit of fairness. That is what we should have happen. 

 

 Here we are with a chance to do something right and a chance to do something 

together and a chance to show Nova Scotians that this great democracy can still be made 

greater, and that working together can make it happen. So I encourage all members to 

consider that as we look at this bill in the days ahead.  

 

 MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable House Leader for the Official Opposition. 

 

 HON. CHRISTOPHER D’ENTREMONT: Madam Speaker, that concludes the 

business for the Official Opposition today, so I will call upon the Deputy Government 

House Leader to call the business and hours for tomorrow. 

 

 MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable Deputy Government House Leader. 

 

 MR. TERRY FARRELL: Madam Speaker, I move that the House do now rise to 

meet again tomorrow from the hours of 2:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. Following the daily routine, 

the government business will be second reading of Bill Nos. 9, 10, 11, and 12. Following 

this, if time permits, we will do Address in Reply to the Speech from the Throne. 

 

 I move that the House do now rise. 

 

 MADAM SPEAKER: The motion is that the House now rise to meet again 

tomorrow at the hour of 2:00 p.m. 

 

 Is it agreed? 

 

 It is agreed. 
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 Would all those in favour of the motion please say Aye. Contrary minded, Nay. 

 

 The motion is carried. 

 

 The adjournment motion was submitted by the honourable member for 

Fairview-Clayton Park and reads: 

 

 “Therefore be it resolved that this House of Assembly take the time to mark 

December 6, 2013, as the International Day for the Elimination of Violence Against 

Women.” 

 

 ADJOURNMENT 

 

 MOTION UNDER RULE 5(5) 
 

 MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable member for Fairview-Clayton Park. 

 

INTL. DAY FOR ELIMINATION OF VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 

(12/06/13) - MARK 
 

 MS. PATRICIA ARAB: Madam Speaker, I’d actually like to make a quick 

correction to that title. December 6
th

 actually marks the National Day of Remembrance and 

Action on Violence Against Women. 

 

 MADAM SPEAKER: Certainly, noted. 

 

 MS. ARAB: This Friday marks the 24
th

 Anniversary of the massacre at École 

Polytechnique in Montreal, Quebec. This was a tragedy that shook our country. Many of us 

remember hearing the news of the Montreal shooting, and while some of us were a bit too 

young and may not have understood the full impact of this event, we knew that it was a 

time when we held our loved ones a little tighter and for a little longer. 

 

 The 1989 tragedy also made our country and our society look at ourselves and 

question our values of equality and respect for our fellow citizens. The shooting in 

Montreal was an act of misogyny. There is no way around it. Mark Lépine targeted his 

victims because they were women. He took the lives of 14 people because they were 

women. 

 

 We can thankfully say that this is a rare act and we have come a long way when it 

comes to women’s equality in Canada and Nova Scotia. However, it is also important to 

recognize how far we have to go. December 6
th

 marks the National Day of Remembrance 

and Action on Violence Against Women. I am proud that our Liberal Government has 

committed to taking steps to address sexualized violence against women and will be 
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developing a three-year strategy with the community to both meet victims’ needs and do 

much-needed prevention work. 

 We are also committed to increasing core funding for community organizations 

that work with women who are victims of violence such as women’s centres, transition 

houses and second-stage women’s centres. We are also committed to investing in more 

affordable housing initiatives so that women and their families aren’t forced to return to an 

abuser to keep a roof over their heads. We need to work with communities to find solutions 

that are practical and accessible to women and girls, and we also have to invite our men and 

our boys to be a part of the conversation on how to prevent violence. (Applause) We have 

to be ready to teach our children what a healthy relationship looks like and give our young 

people the tools to have healthy relationships and treat each other with dignity and respect. 

 

 Women in communities have been working to raise awareness about equality for 

years. Would December 6
th

 be forever remembered as a tragic anniversary for our nation 

had we addressed this before? The question we have to ask is, how can we prevent 

tragedies like this from happening again? How can we end violence against women so that 

families don’t have to get the tragic news that they won’t be able to hold their sister, their 

mother, their daughter, their aunt, their friend, again. For the memory of the women who 

were tragically murdered in the Montreal shootings, for those women in Nova Scotia who 

have tragically lost their lives to violence, we have to take a stand. We look forward to 

working with all Parties to advance the equality of women and girls and put an end to 

violence against women. 

 

 MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Colchester-Musquodoboit Valley. 

 

 MR. LARRY HARRISON: Madam Speaker, members of the House know that in 

1999 the United Nations designated November 25
th

 as the International Day for the 

Elimination of Violence Against Women. That day was marked this year by the Transition 

House Association of Nova Scotia with the announcement that the first Education Bursary 

from the Pamela Gerhardt Endowment Fund had been awarded. The intent of the 

Endowment Fund is to recognize and support women who have used Transition House 

services, to encourage and support their efforts to further their education, and to honour 

their struggle in overcoming the impact and the effects of domestic violence. Going back in 

my own career, in 1995 - actually around 1989, I’m sorry - we had what we called the Fire 

in the Rose program. It was a nationally funded program, and there were five places in the 

country chosen to do this. It was against violence, any kind of violence, but certainly 

violence towards women is what we really focused on. 

 

 Now, I know that all members of the House support this kind of program, whether 

it be the Fire in the Rose, Transition House, or whatever. It is certainly a wonderful legacy 

for Pamela Gerhardt and gives hope to women who have that experience. While December 

6
th

 is the International Day for the Elimination of Violence Against Women, the aim of that 

day is something that we should aim at every day of the year. (Applause)   
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December 6
th

 is known as the National Day of Remembrance and Action on 

Violence Against Women. It does mark a very, very tragic day in our history. That’s the 

day in 1989 that, again, Marc Lépine executed 14 women. The National Day of 

Remembrance and Action on Violence Against Women was established in 1991. Not only 

is the day meant to honour the lives of the victims of the Montreal massacre, it is an 

opportunity to reflect on violence against women and discuss ways in which we can all 

fight it. 

 

Unfortunately for far too many girls and women, violence is a sad reality and I’ve 

dealt with them; I’ve actually got some of them into the transition houses in my area. On 

average, every six days a woman in Canada is killed by an intimate partner. On any given 

day in Canada more than 3,300 women, along with their 3,000 children, are forced to sleep 

in an emergency shelter, just to escape that domestic violence. Every year in Canada up to 

360,000 children are exposed to that domestic violence. Can you imagine what they must 

see and the example that must get shown? 

 

 In Nova Scotia we’ve very fortunate to have dedicated groups committed to ending 

violence against women and helping victims. Many of these groups belong to the 

Transition House Association of Nova Scotia. Their purpose is to work with each other, 

seeking organizations and the three levels of government, to address barriers that prevent 

women and their children from living free of violence and abuse. Because of these groups, 

there is hope for women who have been victims of violence and also for their children. 

 

 I note that the Liberal election platform promised to invest in transition houses and 

women’s centres, starting next year. I am hopeful that this is an election promise that 

government takes very seriously because that funding is very much needed, very much 

needed. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

 

 MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable member for Truro-Bible Hill-Millbrook- 

Salmon River. 

 

 MS. LENORE ZANN: Madam Speaker, on December 6, 1989, a young man acting 

with a lethal combination of misogyny and a gun killed 14 innocent women in Montreal. 

Here in Nova Scotia, in Canada, and around the world, women, girls, youth, and very 

young children are subjected daily to many forms of violence. Sexism, bullying, abuse, 

cyber violence, racism, and pornography are just some examples. There is also a demand 

for graphic images of sexualized torture of women and children, which are obtained from 

users of the Internet. In fact, an incident happened here in Nova Scotia just in 2011. I refer, 

of course, to Raymond Lahey, the 71-year-old former bishop of the Archdiocese of 

Antigonish who, when caught at the airport in Ottawa, had hundreds of sexualized images 

of children and torture on his laptop. 

 

 Given that Healthy Relationships is a program that promotes awareness about the 

difference between violent relationships and healthy relationships, I believe that it is 
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important for the Province of Nova Scotia to support this important program which, at the 

present time, is offered by women’s groups and centres around the province. In particular 

in Antigonish, the women’s centre there provides that to 10 different high schools. They 

feel that, at this point in time, there is not enough money to deliver the program properly 

right across the province. They say we need a trainer in each community to help train 

students so that they understand and fully integrate the education about what is abuse, what 

is cyberbullying, what is sexually accepted, and what is not accepted in society today. Kids 

today need to be taught by adults and oftentimes adults are abusing these as well. 

 

 Our NDP Government established the sexual assault interdepartmental action plan 

to help deal with the serious problem of sexual assault in our province. Our government 

was the first to establish something like this, and a lot of good work was done by many 

people over the past couple of years. However, I’m told that the sexual assault action plan 

is now on hold. So I can’t urge the current government enough to take a look at this and 

please keep it going, and put some money and support into the women’s centres across the 

province so that they can help the women and girls in our communities and help to train 

students to understand all of these important topics. 

 

The women’s centres that I’ve spoken to all believe that we need core annual 

funding for their centres in order for them to operate properly. Again, I would ask for this 

current government to please listen to that plea. 

 

The other thing I wanted to say is that freedom from femicide and other forms of 

gender-based violence in Nova Scotia, Canada, and around the world has yet to be 

achieved, because some acts of violence that women endure continue to remain invisible.  

I speak here of torture perpetrated by private individuals or groups. These are called 

“non-state actors.” For example, there was one woman in my constituency of Bible Hill 

who recounted such torture, and she was marginalized for over 25 years. She tried to tell 

people, and nobody listened. I have a copy of her story for those who would like to read it. 

 

 Also, I have a pamphlet written by two of my constituents, Jean Sarson and Linda 

MacDonald, who have written about non-state torture and the importance of us learning 

about this and its importance. We need to change the Criminal Code of Canada, they say, 

because at this point non-state torture is not recognized, and therefore the people who are 

victimized by such actions are not protected. 

 

 They say at present the Criminal Code of Canada is discriminatory in that persons - 

very young children, youth, or adults - who suffered from non-state torture from parents, 

husbands, mothers, other strangers, who they don’t know if they’ve been kidnapped - they 

cannot seek justice for the torture that they’ve survived. The Criminal Code of Canada does 

not permit them equality under the law, because Section 269.1 only permits individuals 

who have been tortured by officials - meaning police, military, or representatives of 

governments - to seek legal redress for torture victimization. 
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 I believe that the time has come to promote among our political peers the need for a 

private member’s bill to be introduced federally that would modernize the existing 

provisions relating to torture in the Criminal Code of Canada, in efforts to eliminate legal 

discrimination and promote equal access to justice and redress. Without specifically 

identifying non-state torture as a crime in the Criminal Code of Canada, no criminal data 

identifying that such torture occurs can even be collected, thus disregarding the human 

dignity of persons who have suffered victimization. 

 

 In closing, I would just like to say that in this day and age, the fact that women and 

children are still suffering from violence, when young women’s bodies are found stuffed in 

gym bags floating down a river in Cape Breton, Nova Scotia, and when young women are 

found in walls, in crevices, in the trunks of cars, something is wrong with our society. 

Something is terribly wrong and we need to teach our children respect for one another, for 

their parents, for women, girls, and children so that we can live in a safe society that is full 

of compassion, kindness, and love for one another. 

 

 I also believe that seeing adults such as ourselves, if we start to bully each other in 

the House and the kids come in to watch that, does not set a good example. I hope that all of 

us can listen to that and pay attention as we proceed with our proceedings. Thank you. 

 

 MADAM SPEAKER: The time allotted for the Adjournment motion has expired. I 

wish to thank everyone. 

 

The motion is carried. 

 

 [The House rose at 6:14 p.m.] 
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NOTICES OF MOTION UNDER RULE 32(3) 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 140 

 

By:  Mr. Allan MacMaster (Inverness) 

 

I hereby give notice that on a future day I shall move the adoption of the following 

resolution: 

 

 Whereas Reg Maloney, a well-known Mi’kmaq leader and past Chief of the Indian 

Brook First Nation, passed away yesterday; and 

 

 Whereas Maloney served as Chief for 20 years and after retiring in his 70s went on 

to serve as a Councillor on the Band Council; and 

 

 Whereas Maloney has a reputation as a great man and a great leader with a strong 

commitment to his community;  

 

 Therefore be it resolved that all members of this House of Assembly send 

condolences to the family and friends of Reg Maloney and remember and honour him for 

his service to his community.  

 

 


