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The Chair: Could we call this meeting to order, please. Thank you.

On behalf of the entire Public Accounts Committee | would like
to welcome the Hon. David Hancock this morning, Minister of
Justice.

Before we get to the formd part of the meeting in regard to the
annua report of Alberta Jugtice and Mr. Dunn’s portion, could |
please have an gpproval of the agenda that was circulated. Thank
you very much.

Also, for item 3 on the agenda that has been circulated, the
approva of the minutes of the December 3, 2003, and the February
25, 2004, Public Accounts Committee meetings, a motion is
required. MsBlakeman?

Ms Blakeman: Yes.

The Chair: Okay. Thank you very much.

Now, for item 4 onthe agenda, the approval of the draft Standing
Committee on Public Accounts report on 2003 activities that was
attached, there is amotion also required. Ms Blakeman.

Ms Blakeman: Oh, I'm sorry. | had some discusson, but I'll put
the motion on the floor so | can do thediscussion.

The Chair: Sure.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much for thework that the chairper-
son and the clerk haveput into thereport. There’ smoreinformation,
which isgrea. I'm very pleased to seeit. | notice tha on page 3
thereis a schedul e of who we were ableto meet with, but it doesn’t
detail who weweren’t able to meet with, which | think ispart of the
context of what the committee is operating under and part of our
ongoingfrustration with not being ableto have achanceto scrutinize
every department. So is it possible to add in the departments we
were not able to meet with that were still pending, that were on the
list? We always have them on thelist, but we didn’t get there.

The Chair: | don’'t seeaproblemwiththat. Whaever the commit-
tee would like.

Ms Blakeman: Well, that’s what | would ask.

Mr. Goudreau: It seems that by virtue of omission, the fact that
they’ renot there would indicate that we did not meet with them, so
one way or the other, Laurie.

Ms Blakeman: Well, if you don’'t have aproblem, I’ d prefer to have
it here than not here because our ministries change, and for those
reading these reports sometime in the future, they may not be aware
of what departments, in fact, were missing. | mean, if you were
looking back at the departments that were missing 10 years ago,
there would be 17 departments. Now there are 24.

Mr. Goudreau: Laurie, | would have no objections really.
Ms Blakeman: Excellent. Thank you very much.
The Chair: Okay. That motion is carried, and we will revise this

and giveitto you next week to circulae, or wecan just tableitinthe
Assembly. Isthat far enough?

Dr. Taft: Fair enough.

The Chair: Okay. Thank you very much.

Again, before we get to Mr. Hancock, | think for the convenience
of Mr. Hancock’ s staff perhapswe should start with introductionsof
the committee, starting with Dr. Taft this morning.

[Thefollowing membersintroduced themselves: Ms Blakeman, Mr.
Cao, Mr. Cenaiko, Mr. Goudreau, Mr. Hutton, Mrs Jablonski, Mr.
MacDonald, Mr. Masyk, Dr. Taft]

Mrs. Dacyshyn: I'm Corinne Dacyshyn, the committee clerk.

[The following staff of the Auditor General’s office introduced
themselves: Mr. Dunn, Mr. Gallace, Ms White]

Mr. Hancock: Dave Hancock, Member for Edmonton-Whitemud,
Minister of Justice and Attorney Generd. Delighted to be here and
have with us today membersof our steff, the hard-working leader-
shipteamat Justice, who virtually livein Edmonton-Centrebut can’t
vote herefor the most part.

We have the Acting Deputy Minister of Justice and Deputy
Attorney Generd, Peggy Hartman; the acting deputy minister of
strategic services, Don Mottershead; senior financial officer, Mr.
Shawkat Sabur; and program heads Gerald Lamoureux, acting
assistant deputy minister of court services, Mr. Ken Tjosvold,
assistant deputy minister of criminal justice; and Mr. Manuel da
Costa, executive director of maintenance enforcement.

The Chair: Thank you very much.

Now, before we proceed with your opening remarks hon.
minister, the chair must advisethe committeethat I’ vereceived from
acommittee member, Mr. Mason fromEdmonton-Highlands, aletter
with his intention to present a motion at today’s Public Accounts
Committee, and we will deal with thislater. At 10 to 10 or maybe
5 to 10 we have some organizational maters for the committee to
discuss.

Ms Blakeman: Can we get that motion circuleted?

The Chair: Surewe can. | don't have a copy of the motion, but |
can certainly circulate thisletter. | received this letter about 4:15,
4:30 yesterday afternoon, somewherein that time frame.

Okay. Mr. Hancock.

Mr. Hancock: Well, thank you. It's a plessure to be a& Public
Accounts. | haven't had the honour and privilege of being here for
sometime, so | trust we'll be able to have a good discussion about
the good work that’ s doneby the Justice teamin our department. I'll
begin by giving an overview of the expenditures.

The authorized budget, as you're aware, was $211.8 million,
which consisted of $210.9 millionin theapproved businessplan plus
$2.6 million in supplementary funding less $1.7 million for dedi-
cated revenue shortfalls. In the two major components to the
supplementary funding obtained and allocated to ministry programs,
$2.1 million wasfor the increased cost of saff salary settlementsin
all ministry programsand $500,000 for internal legal costsrelatedto
the Kyoto matter.

I'm pleased to advise that management and staff were able to
administer the funds provided to within .4 per cent of the authorized
operatingand capitd investment votes. Statutory spending occurred,
of course, for the motor vehicle accident claimsfund in the amount
of $25.9 million; expendituresfor theprogramwere$1.3 millionless
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than the authorized budget. Therewasa$5.5 millionincreaseto the
valuation adjustments as a provision for estimated future payment
obligations for vacation pay and allowances.

| believe afew words on the operations of each component of the
Justice system will assist in understanding the financial information
contained inthe annual report. That financia information is found
on pages 81 to 110.

Program 1, ministry support services, provides various support
servicesto the program areas. Staff in this areaare responsible for
providing strategic services such as business planni ng, performance
measurement, information technology services, human resource
programs, managementinformation, crossministry policy, financial
administrative services, and communications and media relations.
Ministry support services spending was $10.9 million, which was
$175,000, or 1.6 per cent, over theauthorized budget. Discretionary
spending in this program was limited in 2002-2003 so that surplus
funds would be available to offset higher than anticipated central
services costs.

8:40
Under program 2 our court services division provides administra-

tion, planning, and technical support to all courtsin Alberta. Those
are the Court of Appeal, the Court of Queen’s Bench, and the
Provincial Court. We also have had a Surrogate Court in the
province of Alberta, but the court structureof Surrogate Court itself
was phased out; there may be some element of that in thisfiscal year.
The services, of course, of the Surrogate Court are carried on by
Queen’s Bench.

The department also maintains a regigtry for the Court of Appeal
in the Northwest Territories. The courts maintain all court records
and accept a wide variety of documents for filing from the public,
lawyers, law enforcement agencies, and other government depart-
ments. Employees record all court proceedings, swear in or affirm
witnesses and interpreters, mark and ensure the safekeeping of
exhibits, process fines and other payments into court, perform
searches, and provide general assistance to the public and lawyers.

Court services also operates a number of law libraries, which
provide legal information to judges, Crown prosecutors, defence
counsel, and the public. Spending for court services totalled $92.9
million in 2002-2003, which exceeded the budget by $1.5 million,
or 1.7 per cent.

Inprogram 3 under legal servicesistheL egislative Counsel office,
whichdraftsall government bills, regulations, and ordersin council.
In order to prepare and compose these documents, staff consulted
with minigters, deputy ministers, board charpersons, senior
government officialsin all ministries and agencies of government.

The civil lawv divison, which is also located in program 3, is
comprised of threebranches: civil law, constitutional and aboriginal
law, and legal research and analysis. Civil law is responsible for
providing legal advice andassistanceto all government departments
and for representing them in matters before the courts and various
tribunals. The congtitutional and aborigina law branch provides
specialized adviceto the government obviously concerning constitu-
tional and aboriginal law maters. The primary regonsibility of
legal research and analysisisto provide legidative policy advice.

The criminal justice division also falls under program 3, and its
principle function is the prosecution of all offences under the
Criminal Code, the Youth Crimina Justice Act, and provincial
statutes in all Alberta courts as well as in the Supreme Court of
Canada. Criminal justice is divided into four branches. Manage-
ment and leadership services is responsible for leading policy and
planning initiatives and the organized crime strategy. Appealsis
responsible for criminal appeals to the Court of Appeal and the

Supreme Court of Canada Special prosecutionsis responsible for
providing specialized prosecutorial services in areas such as
organized crime, commercial or corporate crime, or crimes against
government. Thefourth branch, general prosecutions, isresponsible
for all other cases.

Maintenance enforcement isal soincluded under program 3. This
program, as we' ve discussed many timesin the Legidature, hasthe
primary responsibility to ensure that court orders for child support
and spousal maintenance are collected and paid to the appropriate
individuals. Altogether, actud spendingin 2002-2003 for the legal
services program was $66 million, which was under the authorized
budget by $2.5 million, or 3.6 per cent.

Program 4, legal aid. AlbertaJustice providesagrant totheLegal
Aid Society so that low-income Albertans have access to legal
servicesthey would not otherwise be able to acquire. In 2002-2003
this grant was $28.2 million, which was an increase of $1 million
over the previous year. The partnership between the Legal Aid
Society, the Law Society, and our ministry is committed to ensuring
the most effective legal services a the most reasonable cost.

Program 5 refers to the Public Trustee's office, which has three
primary roles. It acts as the trustee of last resort for dependent
adults, admi nistersthe estates of deceased personswhere necessary,
and actsastheofficial guardian by protectingthe assetsand financial
interests of missing persons and children under the age of 18. In
2002-2003 the Public Trustee’ sofficespent $8.3 million, which was
$51,000 over the budget, or about one-half of 1 per cent over their
authorized budget amount.

Program 6 refersto the provincial medical examiner’ soffice. The
office of the medical examiner investigates all unexplained natural
deaths and all unnatural deaths in Alberta. These invedigations
determinetheidentity of the deceased and the cause of death, and the
findings areused to settle estates or areused in court proceedings for
both civil and crimind matters. TheFatality Review Board reviews
al accidentd, unclassified, and undetermined deaths, including any
death involving a ward of the court, a person held in custody, or a
person ingtitutionalized under the Mental Health Act. Actua
spendingin2002-2003 for thisprogram was $4.8 million, whichwas
$17,000 under the authorized budget.

On the revenue side, turning to the revenue schedule on page 99,
the ministry’ s 2002-2003 revenues total $102 million, representing
anincreaseof $14.5million from the previousyear. You'll notethat
there was virtually no change in the overdl federal payments or in
investment income. Revenue of $34.9 million from fees, permits,
and licences was dmost $3 million higher than the previous year.
Court fee increases and changes accounted for $1.9 million of the
increase. The other $1.1 million was from volume increases in the
motor vehicle accident claims and Public Trustee fees.

Other revenue increased by $11.4 million. Of that increase $11
million was dueto increased highway traffic act fines to implement
a dedicated revenue program and court services. There was an
offsetting reduction to provincid and federd statutesrevenueof $3
million dueto decreased volumes. Therewasaone-timelegal daim
settlement for $2.7 million, and theremaining $0.7 million wasfrom
net volume increases or decreases.

In 2002-2003 we introduced and continued a number of key
activitiesand initiatives, and I'd just liketo share them briefly with
you. An example of thisisour work on the unified family court. We
have a committee established to implement the unified family court
in Alberta, aiming towards 2005-2006. It’s our hope that a unified
family court will greatly improvefamily law servicesto Albertansby
providing a single forum for the resolution of family law disputes
but, more importantly, provide for integrated services, specialized
judges, simplified procedures, and more at the front end of the
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systemto assist peoplein resolving their disputes themselves rather
than having them adjudicated.

We' vea soiniti ated numerous programs to hel p peoplesettledivil
and family law matters, as | mentioned, outside the courts. We've
started to expand our family mediation services throughout Alberta
in order to better serve the public. A JDR, judicia dispute resolu-
tion, pilot project has hel ped peopleinvolved infamily lawand child
protectionmattersin Provincial Court resolvetheir disputeswithout
atrial. Because of the success of the pilot project, JDR is now an
ongoing program in Edmonton Provincial Court, Family Division,
as of last year.

We're aso into the second year of a two-year pilot in Calgary
which requires dl persons wanting to vary existing child support
orders or do annual recdculations of orders to meet with a dispute
resolution officer before appearingin court. By making appearances
before a DRO mandatory, 70 per cent of cases are being settled
without having to go to court. This saves parents legd fees and
provides them with a more collaborative goproach to deding with
these sensitiveissues and al so, of course, keepsexpensi ve court time
free for more complex cases.

| should point out there that the success of the DRO program has
truly been a collaborative effort because senior family law lawyers
in Calgary donatetheir servicesto act asDROs. So we provide the
infrastructurefor it, they provide thelegal tdent onavolunteer basis
— half aday amonth for most of them; some put in alot more time
—and it's an extremely valuable collaboration between the bar and
the court and Judtice. We have a smilar but different program in
Edmonton, again where family law counsel are donaing their
Sservices.

Last year we also continued consultations on court-annexed
mediation, looking at wayswe can improveand possibly expand the
role of mediation in civil courts.

Thispast year wealso provided specialized new servicesfor child
victims and witnesses by opening child-friendly courtrooms in
Edmonton and Medicine Hat, courtrooms which help children who
have to testify at criminal trials by preventing them from seeing the
accused whiletestifying and making the court processlessintimidat-
ing for children.

We increased the province's smdl claims limit from $7,500 to
$25,000 to improve Albertans’ access to justice in the civil courts.
I might indicate on that that we have put in place | believe — correct
meif I’mwrong —aprovision so that impecunious|itigants can have
feeswaived in appropriatecircumstances. Theincreasewill improve
access to justice by allowing more Albertans to bring their civil
clams forward in Provincid Court, where they can represent
themselves. The informality of Provincial Court and its rdatively
straightforward procedures, along with the possibility of not having
to hirelegal counsel, will result in major cost savings to partiesand
access to dispute resolution more effective.

8:50
In closing, Mr. Chairman, Alberta Justice undertook numerous

successul initiativesin 2002-2003, asoutlined in theannual report.
| can say without hedtation that our successis dueto hard work and
commitment and leadership, and by that I'm not referring to myself
but to the senior executives in the department. We have, | can say,
exemplary peopleworking in Justicefor the people of Alberta. Our
staff achieved results by astutely managing resources, identifying
innovative savings opportunities, and streamlining operations. |
think it'sfair to say that there isno end to the pressure that the staff
in Justice face trying to accommodate the growth in the system,
trying to accommodate the changes in needs and the increasing
complexities within the available resources. It's not an easy job,

whether you're operating in maintenance enforcement, where you
constantly have huge volumes of people wanting to be in contact,
wanting to register files, wanting to find out where there files are;
whether you' rein court services, with huge growth in unrepresented
litigants, which generally means that they’'re asking staff for
assistance; or trying to figure out how to keep libraries open and
current when the cost of materials spirals; and in many other ways
right across the board. | have nothing but admiration for the work
that the staff in Alberta Justice do within the fiscal constraints that
they have to operate.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Dunn, do you have any comments to add at this time?

Mr. Dunn: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'll bebrief. Our comments
onthisministry inour current annual report arelocated on pages 213
to 217. Inthis section we make one unnumbered recommendation,
which resulted from our follow-up work completed on the mainte-
nance enforcement program. Last year, if you'll remember, we
reported on the results of work completed by our office and that of
the Ombudsman'’ s office: that the minigry had incorrectly withheld
since 1986 some $1.4 million of mai ntenance enforcement payments
from individuals.

This year we followed up that matter and reported that the
ministry had implemented a process to ensure that the applicable
maintenance enforcement payments are paid to theappropriateparty
and that the prior-year amountsincorrectly withheld, which eventu-
ally amountedto $1.3 million, had been paid. However, thisyear we
found a somewhat similar problem between the ministry and the
Ministry of Children’s Servicesfor childrenin care, and this matter
is explained on page 216 of our current report.

We also report on the follow-up work completed on an outstand-
ing recommendation that our office had made for anumber of years,
starting in 1999, regarding the amount of funds accumulatedin the
specia reservefundwithinthe Public Trustee’ soffice, which reports
to this ministry. This special reserve fund accumulated the differ-
ence between the actual rate of return earned on clients’ funds held
in a pooled common fund and the amount paid to clients by the
Public Trustee at rates set by regulation. We report that the Public
Trustee's office is invedigating what level of funding should be
retained in the special reserve fund, and adecision about the amount
to be retained in this fund will be made, we understand, by the end
of 2003.

We also reported that we had two reservations within our Audi-
tor’ sreport onthefinancid statements of theministry. Thereserva-
tionrelatingto the capitalization of fixed assets has been resol ved for
the Department of Finance, as| reported to you last week. Theother
reservation of opinion rdatesto an $81.7 millionliability for claims
under the Motor Vehicle Accident Claims Act that had not been
recorded by thisministry. | understandthat thisliability will now be
recorded by the ministry, commencing thefiscal year ending March
31, 2004.

Those are my opening comments to this committee. | and my
colleagueswill bepleased to answer any quedionsthat thecommit-
tee may direct to us. Thank you.

The Chair: Thank you very much, Mr. Dunn.

Now we will get onwith questions. Thereisquitealist develop-
ing from members who have expressed an interest in asking
questions this morning. | would remind dl members that we are
dealing with the annual report of 2002-2003 from the ministry and
also the Auditor General’ s2002-2003 annual report. If we could be



PA-18

Public Accounts

March 3, 2004

brief with our preamblesin respect of other members, | would be
very grateful.
Ms Blakeman to gart off, please, followed by Mr. Goudreau.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much. Inmy brief preamble | would
just like to say that | think that under the leadership of this minister
there have been some very interesting programs put into place and
initiatives launched, and I’ d like to thank him and theteam for their
work. | think it's good work.

Now, having said that, I’m looking on page 102 of the financial
statements. 1I've actually looked through it, and | don't see a
breakout of travel expenses. So I’ m asking the minister if he could
please provide us with the itinerary of histrave out of province or
out of country and anyone going with him, dong with purposes of
meetings that he held and the number of people and the positions of
the people that he met with.

Mr. Hancock: Well, I'm not sure to what detail it would be
appropriateto do that. Thinking to thetime frame, | can tell you off
thetop of my head the travel and who was with me for themost part.
In 2002-2003 our federal/provincial/territorial ministers meeting |
believe was in Calgary, so | didn’'t have to leave the province.
Usually, my annual trip out of the province is to a fed-
eral/provincial/territorial meeting. In previousyearsit wasin Nova
Scotiain 2001, in Nunavut in the year 2000. Attending with me at
that time would be Betty Ann Hicks and Jack Janssen from my
office, aswell as the deputy minister, Terry Matchett, and possibly
one other department official. We do that on an annual basis
wherever the FPT is. Thisyear it will be in Y ukon in October.

Also, one year since I've been in the Department of Justice, |
attended the Council of Western Attorneys Genera in Monterey,
Cdlifornia. That'sa conference where Attorneys Generd from the
United States, primarily from the western states, asthe title would
suggest, but Attorneys General fromacrossthe States meet, and they
talk about anumber of issues, many of which pertain to, of course,
U.S. interests Indian gaming policy, regulatory matters, water
matters. It's a broad agendabut also one that’s interesting both in
terms of the content of the agendaand the peoplethat one meets. |
attended that meeting on my own. My family went with me a our
expense.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you for the information the minister has
provided. If there are additional trips in this fiscal year, will he
provide the copies of the receipts and the information that | asked
for?

Mr. Hancock: No. | wouldn't intend to provide detailed receipts
unlesstherewasagovernment policy to that extent. I’mhappy to be
accountableto this committee and to the Legislature for any money
that’ sexpended, but the concept of going into detail about what was
on the breakfast menu | think isway too much detail.

Senior officials are expected to live by accountability rules. |
think we have to put some trust in them that they will not abuse
thoserules. They certainly haveto beaccountablefor their expendi-
tures, and if those expenditures are not reasonable then it's fair to
ask questions about them, but it's certanly ridiculous to ask about
detailed receipts which would detail wha one had for breakfast.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Goudreau, followed by Dr. Taft.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Certanly I,
too, want to welcome the minister to the Public Accounts meeting

this morning. | want to start by following up on Mr. Dunn’'s
comments where he recommended that “the Ministry of Justice and
Attorney Generd obtain sufficientinformation fromthe Ministry of
Children’ sServicesto ensuremai ntenanceenforcement paymentsfor
children in care are paid to the appropriate party.” It's identified
there that since 1986 about “$1.4 million of maintenance enforce-
ment payments had been incorrectly kept by the Crown instead of
being paidtotheintendedrecipient.” I'mreferring, Mr. Miniger, to
page 215 of the annual report of the Auditor General. So my
question is: wha measures has the government taken to make sure
that the monies are flowing to the appropriate party?

9:00

Mr. Hancock: Well, asthe Auditor Generd indicated with respect
to the Human Resources and Employment side — actually, the staff
has done yeoman’s service trying to match old records and make
sure that the question of appropriae payments has been cleared up.
They’re now engaged i n that same processwith Children’ s Services.

We reworking closely with Chil dren’ sServicesto determinewhat
the best method is to obtain that necessary information from Chil-
dren’s Services about children who are wards and where the
appropriate payments should go. As was noted in the Auditor
Generd’s report, accurate and timely information is essential in
order to deal with that. So we have to find and we're working at
findingamethodol ogy to ensurethat accurate and timely information
isavailable.

Wealso, | understand, have set up accountswith each of thechild
and family services authorities as client accounts so that they can
receive payments based on information supplied by Children’s
Services, and we will be reporting, of course, to Children’s Services
on amonthly basis with respect to payments made. Thekey hereis
to have systems which can provideaccurate and timely information
because children come in and out of the status of being wards of
Children’s Services.

| don’t know, Manuel, whether you’ d want to add anything to that.

Mr. da Costa: Only tha, you know, in the completion of the work
with HRE there were quite a few thousand files, most of them not
huge amounts, but when you do add them back to 1986, the total
amount of $1.3 million was transferred.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you.

Dr. Taft: One of the things that the Liberal opposition triestolook
at in these meetings is the outcomes, and so often the performance
of adepartment ismeasured through some form of client satisfaction
survey — was the client satisfied with X, Y, or Z service? —which
doesn’t necessarily tell us anything about the effectiveness of that
service | think Judtice could be an excellent example of where we
can end up being happy with a process that doesn’'t have any
particularly effective outcome.

Several placesin hereyou’ ve used sati sfaction surveys to measure
your activities: client satisfaction with the Public Trustee sofficeon
page 32, and there are a number of other examples. So | guessit’'s
more of a kind of general question here. How do you see your
department devel oping performance measuresthat arefocused more
on an actual outcome? “Have we delivered a service that leadsto a
particular outcome better?’ as opposed to “Do we have more
satisfied clients?” A satisfied client may be nocloser to justiceor no
closer to resolving a problem than before; they're just hgppier. |
know that I'm not being terificdly clear here, but I'm trying to
capture the difference between a satisfaction survey and an actual
outcome measure.
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Mr. Hancock: And that’ san extremely important question and one
that | think we struggle with. |, as you may know, have been a
strong advocatefor what | call second generation businessplanning,
which would help usto get more to appropriate measurements of
outcomes and how our actions are achieving outcomesor moving us
toward outcomes and that process where we can do measurements
both on aqualitative aswell as a quantitative analyss. | think that
too often in business planning processes you measure what is
available to be measured because you have historical data compari-
sons and those sortsof thingsas opposed tofinding waysto actually
measure successin moving toward the outcome that you'retrying to
achieve.

| would have morefaith than you inthe concept of client satisfac-
tion, whether you call it client or not. If our overarching god isto
have safe communities, surely one of the measures, one of the actual
measures of safety in the community, is how safe you feel in your
community and how safe you feel in your home. 1'd be happy to
have any input that any member of the committee or otherwisemight
have on how you can better measure community safety. Certainly,
you can’'t do it with the crime rate. | mean, the crimerate isto a
great extent ameasure of policeactivity. It'san indicator of crime
activity because presumably police activity and crime activity are
somewhat parallel. If the police engage in an extraordinary activity
with respect to drugs, for example, you can expect the crime rate for
drugs to go up because they have arrested more people.

So | think the client satisfaction surveys arein a general sensea
good indicator because people tend to be happier when their
problems have been solved or when they’ ve at least been satisfied
that their problems have been addressed in a fair way. | wouldn't
dismiss those, but | think you're right that they’re not conclusive,
and you need to have abasket of measuresto redly look. But that’s
the nature, | think, of qualitative measurement. To a certain extent
it has to be subjective but it's necessary because you can’'t do
program measurement on areas of Justice or Children’s Services or
those areas with the finite types of accounting measurements that
you normally would look at in some other areas

Dr. Taft: I’m trying to get more specific on this. Looking on page
39, we have, for example, “the per cent of clients’ satisfied’ to’very
satisfied’ withthe legd services provided by AlbertaJustice.” That
could, | assume, mean everything from the staff was polite to the
files were properly kept, all of that. That matters. That matters, but
it doesn’t tell us about the outcome. |If you were to rephrase that
measure in terms of an outcome — and you can open this to any of
your staff —what would that be?

Mr. Hancock: Well, what we' ve tried to do with respect to that —
and Peggy may want to supplement this— with other departments of
government in providing legal servicesisto becomewhat | consider
to be corporate counsel to government. In other words, rather than
being reactivetolegal problemsasthey ariseor belitigation lawyers,
we participae on the management teams in departments to assist
them in achieving their objectives, recognizing the legal risks with
respect to any areathat they might undertake and helping themavoid
legal risk where appropriate, where possible. To the extent, then,
that the client is satified with that service, you'reright: it can be
variable.

Sometimes, as | found doing a similar role in private practice,
clients don’t necessarily like the advice that they get if it doesn’t
hel p them achieve the objective they want to achieve. But if you can
play that corporate counsel role and assig peoplein understanding
what things are achievable and what are the barriersto success, what
aretherisksinherent in it so that people can make appropriate risk

choices, then you do tend to have client sdisfaction because you
haven't been a barrier to their success. Y ou’ve been helping them
to achieve their goals.

Again, in the whole legal services areal don’t know how you
measure effective outcomes. | can tell you that we have, | think
without adoubt, some of thebest lawyersin the province, we've got
exemplary congtitutiona advice, but those are subjectivethings So
the measure that you have in the private sector as well as in the
public sector is how many clientsarekeen to continueto retain your
services and have you provide services because they think they’'re
valuable? That’sthe measure of success here, client satisfaction.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Hutton, followed by Mr. Mason.

Mr. Hutton: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. To the minister andto his
staff, just for reference I'm looking at the Alberta Justice annual
report, legal services, page 106, if you could. My question is on
element 3.0.4. The criminal justice division underspent its budget
by $1.06 million, or 3.1 per cent. Could the minigter explan the
principle reasons for underexpenditure during 2002-2003?

9:10

Mr. Hancock: Well, as | indicated in my opening remarks, we
aways have spending pressures, spending pressures arising from
increased sal ariesthat arean increase over budget. Inthisparticular
year — Shawkat, you can correct me if I’m wrong — we had mgor
adjustments to salaries because there was alot of realignment that
was necessary. We finally resolved the issue with court clerksand
others. It wasnot just the negotiated increase with the civil service
that impacted the department, but we had aparticular impact in our
department. The increase in salaries was significantly higher than
the cross-government increaseoverall, so we had to account for that
and plan for that in some areas.

Criminal justice stepped to the plate by staggering the hiring in
some of the newly approved positions in crimina justice to help
create some of the surplus that was necessary to deal with that. We
had and continue to have an Alberta Justice renewal project. Part of
that renewal project was the hiring of new prosecutors to improve
theworking conditionsfor prosecutors, tolower their workloads and
deal with more issues; for example, the early resolution office. But
the reality wasthat we had to del ay some of that in order to accom-
modate the increased overall costs to the department, and criminal
justice hd ped us with that.

Mr. Hutton: Thank you. A quick supplementary —it’sin the same
area, same page, Mr. Chairman — to the minister. Could he explain
why the criminal justice division required a supplementary funding
of $169,000, though, during that same fiscal year?

Mr. Hancock: Well, the answer is part and parcel, | guess, of the
onel gaveearlierinthat whilethe overall settlement for government
was, | believe, 5and 4, | think the salary settlements for Justice were
closer to about an average of 11 per cent. So we did go back to the
Treasury Board to ask for some assistance on the unbudgeted
liability that we incurred as a result of those settlements very
necessay settlements. We had long-standing aggravation in the
department relativeto clerks, for example, and some of the necessary
realignment — | don’t have the right word with me today — in terms
of appropriate comparisons and groups. So there was a major
restructuring of the pay structure within the department in that year,
which moved usfromthe 5 and 4 per cent to, as | say, closer to an
average of 11, and we had to go back for supplementary funding to
deal with that.



PA-20

Public Accounts

March 3, 2004

Mr. Hutton: Thank you.
The Chair: Mr. Mason.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Mr.
Minister, for your excellent overview. | think the audit of your
department isrelatively clean, 01’ d liketo ask some questionsfrom
your annud report.

On page 15 of the Alberta Judice annual report for 2002-2003
there's a paragraph dealing with the aborigina population in the
justice system, and it saysthat “aboriginal people are significantly
over-represented in the criminal justice system.” 1’ mwondering by
how much and why.

Mr. Hancock: Thisis one of my favourite areas but unfortunately
not one that | can claimthat we ve had any great impact or success
on, although | think there are some very good things happening.
One of the first papers —in fact, | think it was the first paper — |
wrote in university with respect to a sociology course that | was
taking discussed the overrepresentation of aborigina peoplein the
justicesystem. If I’ m not inaccurate, | think the percentage then was
that about 36 per cent in the justice system were aboriginal people,
and they’re about 5 to 6 per cent of the population. 1n 30 yearsvery
little haschanged. The numbers arestill very similar to that.

What we are doing in the justice systemis finding better ways to
deal withtherel ationship between aboriginal peopleandthelaw. So
we have the Tsuu T'ina court structure at Tsuu T’ina in southern
Alberta, with apeacemaker and withan aboriginal judgeand with an
aboriginal prosecutor. We have Judge Bradley of the Provincial
Court, who' sdoneyeoman’ sservicein Alexisand other areaswhere
he sitsin northern Alberta finding unique ways to bring elders into
the court, to createarel ationship with the community, to have better
results in terms of how the law and the courts interact with the
community.

But we' ve got along way to go to overcome what in many cases
would be seen to be a systemic problem which has been there for a
long time, and every jurisdiction istrying to deal withit, and we can
learn from each other. | had the opportunity just recently to meet
with Dr. Cotler, who's the new federal Justice minister, who has
exhibited a high degree of interest in this area as well, and I'm
hoping that this year we might be able to focus more on the area.

In an attempt to deal with thiswe have aJustice Policy Advisory
Committee, which consists of those people who sat on the steering
committee for the justice summit in 1999 or the people that have
replaced themintheir various positions, and it includesFirst Nations
and Métison that committee. Wehad set up aparallel onefor aFirst
Nations justice advisory committee and a Métis justice advisory
committee with not much effect, but there’s some interest now in
coming back to thetable for those areas. So| can’t really give you
much morethan that, other than to say that it continuesto be, in my
view, a very serious issue for usto address, and it requires us to
address it co-operatively with the community.

Mr. Mason: Thank you.

Mr. Chairman, a supplemental question that | guess followsfrom
some of the questions put by Dr. Taft about measures. Y ou know,
I’'m looking at the strategies, and there are a couple relating to
aboriginal people in the justice system, but they are of a rather
general and, | guess, incremental nature. Why not sort of sharpen
thefocus of yoursdf and the department and the entirejustice system
by setting some gods for the department in terms of actualy
reducing the number of people incarceraed in our system from
aboriginal communities?

| would make the same argument with respect to organized crime.
Instead of having goals that deal with, you know, setting up
interdepartmental task forces and s on, why not make it a god to
put the Hells Angels out of business? Why not get alittle more
rigorous in terms of goals for the department?

Mr. Hancock: Well, | guessthe answer to that —and | don’t in any
way, shape, or form intend to pass the buck on this, but the answer
doesn’t lie, in many areas rdative to justice, in Justice per se |
mean, one of thethings | do every year is sponsor agolf tournament
for Success by Six, and we raise a little bit of money but more
appropriately rai se awarenessbecausethe preventative sideof Justice
isin helping children be successful. The preventative side of Justice
isin keeping people out of the justice system.

So there’s abit of a double edge on this thing. We do have to
provide the court services, and when we do provide the court
services, we ought to work with the courtsto makesure that what we
dotakesinto account thenature of the people who are coming before
the courts, whether they’ re aboriginal and we need to bring into play
moretoolssuch asusing cird es, making suretheeldersareinvolved,
makingsurethere sacommunity support process, native counselling
services, those sorts of issues. So we can do that, but we also have,
for example, fetal alcohol spectrum disorder, which isamajor issue
for thecourts. Wecan deal with how we deal with people who come
beforethe courts. The mentd health diversion programs: again, we
can take people out of the system and send themto more appropriate
places so that they can be hel ped in an appropriate way.

But we have to work in partnership with the other elements of
government and other participants in society because the Justice
department itself has afairly narrow focus. When we went to our
Justice Policy Advisory Committee, at the first meeting we had we
talked about mandate and brought what we considered to be the
report card from the justice summit, what was being recommended
and whereJusticewasin achieving all these goals, and thefirst thing
that one of the public members on the advisory committeeindicated
was. “What makes you think it's your job or busness to try and
achieve all thesethings? It belongs to all of us. We have to work
together as partnerson it.”

Yes, we should be sharpening our focus in appropriate areas
where we can actually do some things, but we have to also work
across government to implement the aboriginal policy framework
and to achieve success on the cross-government goal of making sure
that aboriginal people have the same socioeconomic status as dl
Albertans. That’sgoing to do alot more towards solving the justice
issuesand the overrepresentation of peopleinthejustice systemthan
targeting a specific program to keep native people out of the courts.

9:20

The Chair: Thank you.
Mary Anne Jablonski, followed by Ms Blakeman.

Mrs. Jablonski: Thanks, Mr. Chair. First of dl, | just want to say
congratulaionsto this department. | applaud you on the numerous
successul initiatives you had in the past year. | can't say enough
about theunified family court, and I’ m very anxiousto seeit become
a part of the Red Deer court servicesthat we so badly need. The
child-friendly courts deserve alot of praise, and I’'m also glad to see
the smdl claims limits raised.

Going back to just numbers now, on page 105 of the 2002-03
annual report under 2.4 it showsthat the regional court operations
have significant overexpenditures in eight of the areas in the
program. Could you please comment on that overexpenditure and
tell us why that hgppened.
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Mr. Hancock: |'ll giveyou ageneral answer, and then Shawkat can
respondin more detail. Again, it goesback to the answer that | gave
to an earlier question; tha is, weve had in this particular year
significant salary adjustments. Those, of course, operateright across
the board because we're talking about court clerks, we're talking
about peoplewho work within court services. [interjection] Okay;
Shawkat is correcting me here, which is agood idea.

Technology: overexpenditures related to information technol ogy
expenses in data processing, forms, purchases, and maintenance.
Again, that's one of the struggles we have. Theres a constant
increase in the need for technology services within a stagnant
budget.

The Chair: Mr. Hancodk, if you would like, you can respond in
written detail to the question through the committee clerk.

Mr. Hancock: | think that's the answer.

Mrs. Jablonski: Okay. Thank you.

| have asupplementary. My problem isthat — you’ll notice that
2.4.1is Lethbridge courts and 2.4.2 is Red Deer courts. Thereisa
little bit of similarity there in the numbers. However, in the
overexpenditure you're only showing an $18,000 overexpenditure
in Lethbridge but a $302,000 overexpenditure in Red Deer, so can
you account for that, please?

Mr. Hancock: | can find out exactly what that is, but |1 would
suspect that it hasto do with the fact that our transcript services for
rural Alberta arelocated in Red Deer.

Mr. Lamoureux: | believe that what happened is that in order to
balance the budget, there was kind of an implied employee vacancy
rate of around 5.5 per cent across the regional offices that was
required. Some of the offices had higher vacancy rates; some of
them had lower vacancy rates. For ingance, in Red Deer there
would have been avacancy rate lower than 5.5 per cent, resulting in
that overexpenditure. That overexpenditure was picked up by other
regional offices where there was a higher vacancy rae.

The Chair: Could you identify yoursdf, please, for the convenience
of the member.

Mr. Lamoureux: Gerald Lamoureux, acting ADM for court
services.

The Chair: Thank you very much.
Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you.
The Chair: Ms Blakeman, followed by Mr. Cenaiko.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you very much. I'll direct your attention to
page 18 of your annual report. I'd like to discuss the Calgary law
courts. Inyour annual report you detailed that during thefiscal year
under examination the government, I’'m assuming through your
department, issued an expression of interest to gather ideas about
how to build this new law court in Calgary as a P3, and you were
looking to gather information. So my first question is: what
additional reports were generated aside from the expressions of
interest that were received? What additional reports were generated
by the department to examine the feasibility of a P3? Did you
commission reports? Did you do reviews of where there had been
P3sin other placesthat involved courthouses? Did you commission

cost-benefit analysis? What other documents were commissioned
around the examination of this P3 partnership with the courthouses,
and what is the cost involved with those?

Mr. Hancock: The operation, of course, of building government
infrastructurefor Albertansfall swithinthe purview of Infrastructure,
S0 to the extent that studies were done with respect to P3s or how
P3s operate or the benefits of P3s, one would expect to see in
Infrastructure or Finance in terms of how they’re done.

Our concern from the Justice perspective isto get acourthousein
Calgary to make sure that we can consolidate the courts so that we
can have the most effective structure in place for operation, for
public access. The P3 modd was seen as amethod of moving this
project up theline, 0 to speak, because there are many demands for
capital. So, from our perspective, we worked in partnership with
Infrastructurein pursuing theconcept of a P3, but any reports of the
natureyou’ retalking about you’ d likely have to get from Infrastruc-
ture.

Ms Blakeman: Okay. I'll pursueit with them.

This issue, the whole concept of a P3 for a courthouse, has not
been without its detractors. So given that you have just stated that
your department was interested in how to make the courthouse part
of it work, what did you generate? Did your department generate
any papers or discussions? Did you meet with groups of people
aside from the expressions of interest? Or perhaps you could
provide the expressions of interest for us.

Mr. Hancock: The documents relating to the expression of interest
and the subsequent RFP are certainly, | think, public documents |
can check on that, but | don’'t see why they wouldn’t be public
documents, and 1I'd certainly be happy to make them available if
that’ s the case.

We have an advisory committee which we, again, participated
with Infrastructure in setting up to bring stakeholders and the
community together to discuss both the needs and how it might
operate. That's an ongoing committee that meets periodically, as
well asacourt committee to meet more often with Infrastructure and
Justice and others with respect to making surethat the plans and the
project meet the requirements. Aswell, there’s ongoing participa-
tion directly with the courts with respect to their utilization needs.

So there has been a lat of work back and forth and alot paper.
With respect to specific reports | can't identify for you a gecific
report. But there's certainly been alot of consultativework and alot
of consultative documents put forward, including the evaluation
team which was put together, which consisted of the experts which
Infrastructure brought in relative to court structures, relative to
financing, relative to anumber of other areas. | think there weresix
evaluative teams which were put in place to review the expressons
of interest and to do the evaluation of them and to determine which
oneswould beincluded in therequest for proposal cdl and to do the
subsequent evaluationsthere. So thereisalot of paper around this
project, as you might expect, but to my knowledge, subject to
checking, | don’t think | could point you to aspecific report that was
prepared, if that’swhat you' re looking for.

9:30
The Chair: Thank you.

Mr. Cenaiko: Good morning, Mr. Minister. On page 73 of your
annua report you look at the Anti-terrorism Act, and the second
paragragph discusses or talks about that within the annual report
covering the first year of operation, there were no incidents of
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investigative hearings or recognizance with conditions cases before
the minister. That was for the year 2001-2002. Are you aware of
any investigations of thistype with regard to 2002-20037?

Mr. Hancock: No.

Mr. Cenaiko: No? Okay.

The other question related to thisisalso the fact that Snce 9-11 |
know the province has done al ot of work regardingand ensuring our
approach to antiterrorism. What's Justice's role? | couldn’t find
anything in here regarding that, so | jus wanted to know: what’s
your ministry’s role in providing a safer Alberta regarding anti-
terrorism?

Mr. Hancock: WEell, other than the normal role that we would have
relative to the participation of Crown prosecutors and the courts, et
cetera, we did provide aco-ordinating role for government in terms
of the legidation that was brought forward, because the legislation
impacted — well, | shouldn’t say every department — many depart-
ments. So Justice carriedthelegidation, if you will. | serveand my
deputy serves on the intergovernmental committee relative to the
whole project, and as | say, we had a team within Justice who
worked to pull together the legislation which was brought forward
to make sure that the various acts of government which fall in a
number of different departmentswereamended appropriately to deal
with the issue.

The leadership on antiterrorism falls within International and
Intergovernmental Relations and the Solicitor Generd, but we're
part of the team and, of course, play the normal rolesthat you would
expect from Crown prosecutors and others in the system. We co-
ordinated the |legid ation and otherwiseare participantsin the cross-
government team.

Mr. Cenaiko: Thank you very much.
[Mr. Goudreau in the chair]

The Acting Chair: Thank you.
Dr. Taft, followed by Mr. Cao.

Dr. Taft: Thanks, Mr. Chairman. 1’d like to return to the very first
questions, around spending on travel and that sort of thing. The
response from the minister was that he would not provide detailed
receipts here, so this is in many ways a question to the Auditor
Generd. Inrepresentingthe public and the public’ sinterestintrying
to hold the government accountable, we raise questions in the
Legislaturein question period. Intherewe' redirected to raisethem
through Written Questionsand Motionsfor Returnsor through FOIP
and often get very little back there, or we're sent to raise questions
inthePublic Accounts Committee, wherethey get bounced again, so
we end up in thiskind of closed circle where we can’t get informa-
tion. Wherein the process of accountability do you see the public
and MLASs as representatives of the public able to hold ministers
accountable on the details of expenditures if those ministers hold
back information?

[Mr. MacDonald in the chair]

Mr. Dunn: I’ll respond to that, Mr. Chairman. The question was
asked for my response.

I'll direct everyone again to my annual report from last year. In
response to that, starting at page 289 we did ook at expense reports
for MLAs and we did look at expense reports for ministers, and this

minister was certainly included in that examination. As| reported
last week, we'll be following up on the recommendations tha were
made and that had been implied to us had been adopted and
corrective actions taken. We'll be following that up very shortly.

In response to your request - that is, where do we receive
informaion? — you’ re aware that there is a report that is prepared
and tabled annually in the House that does describe MLA expendi-
tures. We did make a comment about the usefulness of that report
which talked about the timeliness of the annual report. We had
recommended that the timing beimproved. We understand that the
last report that was tabled was the 2001-2002 report, and no report
has been tabled thereafter. | do understand from a preliminary
follow-up that information is being gathered and tha that report
should be ready relatively shortly, but that report will rdate to the
2002-2003 year. That will betabled sometime, | understand, during
the spring gitting of your Assembly.

Our recommendation was that a reasonable target is to table the
report together with the ministry annual reports about six months
after the fiscal year-end. That's what we're recommending. In
preparation to do that, as| mentioned, the Speaker of the House has
communicated with each MLA, which would then include each
minister, to do their expense reports on a monthly bass. We'll be
following up to see what the impact of that correspondencefromthe
Speaker of the House hasbeen. In addition, in order to darify how
these expenses are to be tabulated, whether they belong to the
Legidative Assembly Office or to the government and therefore are
ministry expenses, further guidance about how those expenses
should be accumulated and supplied was issued this year and posted
on the web site of the LAO.

If you're asking if thereisfurther information that other jurisdic-
tionsprovide, it' saquestion which1’m not yet capabl e of answering
because | haven’t made a cross-jurisdiction comparison as to what
other jurisdictions do right now regarding information around
ministers’ or MLAS' expenses, other than that this onereport seems
to be common throughout all jurisdictions But | can't provide to
you, Dr. Taft, a comparison to what other jurisdictions are doing
right now.

Mr. Hancock: | think that's a very good synopsisof what needs to
be done. The issue of expenses is an important one, and public
officials and minigers and ministries ought to be accountable and
have to be accountable for expenditure of public resources. There
have to be clea guidelines, and those guidelines have to be fol-
lowed; we get audited. But itisinappropriate, in my submisson, to
pull out a specific expense on a gecific date and waveit aroundin
public and ask for accountability with respect to that particular item.
In doing so, it somehow suggeds that there was impropriety, and
that's unfortunately what happens with the type of information
requests that have been coming forward.

The questions are: do we have good senior public servants and
people who are accountabl e for the public money they spend? Are
there appropriaterules? Arethose rulesbeingfollowed? That'sthe
purpose of auditsin my view, to enaure that therules arethere and
that the rules are being followed, but we ought not to be using the
draggingout of individual expensesto bring either elected officials
or the public service's reputations into digepute just merely by
asking them the questions.

Dr. Taft: Well, my supplemental would refer to page 291 of the
Auditor General’ sreport where it says, “We found that in a number
of casesthe support for expenses did not providesufficient informa-
tion to readily determine if payment was appropriate.” My concern
isthat | believethe public hasareasonable and reasonably extensive
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right to know how their money is spent. Whilethe systemsin place
address process, I’'m not convinced and | don't think the public is
convinced that they address the substance of how the money was
spent. So we certainly might have all the processes followed —in
other words, thenumbersadd up and whatever appropri ate sign-offs
were given — but the public does have aright to know, becauseit is
their money, exactly what the money was beng spent on. Simply
being told that the process and procedureswerefollowed accurately
isnot adequate. We' veeven asked questions about what processand
procedures there are, and we have been shut down on even those
kindsof questions. Soif we cannot hold ministersto account in this
forum, where dowe do it?

9:40

Mr. Hancock: The public has an absoluteright to know that their
money isbeing spent appropriaely. That hasto be donein acontext
where there can be some understandability. You can’t possbly
expect an accountability down to, say, X number of dollars was
spent on ameal, who atended at the med, and what the result of that
meeting was, because things don't operate in that finite away. We
have to operatein . ..

Dr. Taft: But they do. In the real world they do.

Mr. Hancock: No, in the real world they don’t. In the real world
whenyou’ reengaging inbusiness, you build rel ationships, you work
with people, you have meetings. Sometimes you can document
finite results from those meetings; sometimes it's a mater of an
ongoing process. So that, quite frankly, is an unfair and unreason-
able way to provide for accountability.

Y ou’' ve got afar more gppropriate way, in my humble submission,
to provide for accountability, to determine whether the actions and
the expenditures are reasonablein nature based onthe overall results
that are being achieved, not in a minute-by-minute or a finite-
expense by finite-expense manner but rather on a basis of whether
the people involved are acting reasonably in terms of: are they
following the rules, are their expenses reasonable for the purposes
that have been stated, and are we achieving results? And you can't
do that on aminute-by-minuteanalysis. Y ou'vegot to do that onan
overall basis.

If | took a trip to Nunavut for a federal/provincial/territorial
ministers’ meeting, | can tell you that the costs of flying to Nunavut
are exorbitant, particularly so if you didn’t know exactly when the
meeting was going to be so you couldn’ t arrange for the travel on an
early basisto get cheap flights, if indeed thereare any cheap flights.
| can tell you that just making that trip is a judgment call. What
message do | send if | don’t go to the federal/provincial/territorial
meeting because of the costs involved based on the expected result
that I’ m going to get from that meeting? And | can tell you that that
sometimes is very darn little.  It's not to say that fed-
eral/provincial/territorial meetings aren’t important, but sometimes
you don’t move the yardsticks very far.

So, you know, you can't sort of take alook at those sorts of things.
If | have a meeting with someone — we had, for example, the
ministers of justice from B. C. and from Manitoba in Alberta this
year for what we call ablue-sky meeting, and we did the same thing
last year in Vancouver. Now, if you wanted me to detail the exact
results that came out of that meeting, I’'m not sure that | could do
that in away that would satisfy you. But | cantellyou ...

Dr. Taft: Yes, but the public has aright to know how their money
is spent.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Hancodk, Dr. Taft.
Mr. Cao.

Mr. Cao: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank you very much to the
minister and his staff and to the Auditor General for being here. |
can say as a representative of my constituents that | have great
confidence in the judgment and the outstanding service from the
Justice department staff in their work and in ther protection of our
tax money. Also, | havegreat confidencein our Auditor General in
hisjob of providing usinformation so that we can makethe govern-
ment accountable. That’s my opening statement.

My questionisthis. Thisis about the Justice department. We're
talking about trust and confidence and the peaceful living of our
citizens. Justiceiscarried out and justiceis accessible, so those are
the key points that I'd like to focus on. My question from my
constituentsis regarding maintenance enforcement. | just want to
ask the minister: how do you ensure that maintenance dollars are
sent to the right person and that they are used correctly for the
purpose of the child’s welfare?

Mr. Hancock: Well, I'll make an overarching statement, and then if
our executive director, Manuel da Costa, wants to supplement, he
can.

Our mandateis not in terms of how people use the money. Our
mandate is to fecilitate the enforcement of the court order. We're
only engaged, so to speak, if there has been a court order or an
agreement that provides for maintenance to be paid, and then we
have to operate within the confinesof that court order. It'sup to us
to find the best way to collect if payment it being made on a
voluntary basisor sometimeseven if it is being made on avoluntary
basis but the parties wish to register with maintenance enforcement
to have maintenance enforcement’ s assigance in the facilitation of
payment being made. So our role is to enforce the order, not to
determine whether the money is gppropriately spent or to interfere
in the lives of the people who get the money in terms of how they
spend it.

Obvioudly, there may be some concerns and some circumstances
of that nature. Oftentimes that’s pat of the conflict that our
maintenance enforcement branch has to deal with because people
who were paying the money sometimes question whether it’s going
to the right place But the fact of the matter is that the courts
determine how much and what’ sappropriate, and our roleisto help
the enforcement of those mantenance payments, either to assist
partiesin doing it or to enforceit if they’re not doing it voluntarily.

Mr. Cao: Thank you. My supplemental question. | brought up the
accessbility tojustice, and last year we talked about court interpret-
ers, so | just want to follow up. Wha is being done for the court
interpretersin termsof farness of pay rdativeto their qualifications
and the quality of their services?

Mr. Hancock: I’m going to ask Gerald to supplement, if he can, on
thisone. This has been a particular concern for us and an area that
we haven't been able to do much with in the past. We do need to
have qualified and competent interpretersin court. The schedulefor
payment has not kept up, and we've been trying to meet that
demand.

Gerald, | don't know whether we' ve achieved successin that area.

Mr. Lamoureux: No, we haven't done anythingto this point, but it
isone of our renewal projects. We've got a project looking at this
specific issue to see what we need to do to make the system work
better, to co-ordinateit better, to look at what we're paying people
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to make sure that we can improveit. So that is one of our ongoing
initiatives right now.

Mr. Hancock: As | indicated in earlier answers, there is a finite
amount of resources availableto us, and there is a constant struggle
within the department to manage those resources and make sure that
they're used in the most effective area This is an area that still
needs some work, but primarily it's amoney area.

Mr. Cao: Okay. Thank you.

The Chair: Thank you very much.

Mr. Hancock, in the time that we have left — Mr. Masyk certainly
has been very patient here, and he's been on the list to ask a
question. It has been atradition of thiscommitteethat any quegtions
that are outstanding are put on the record and the office will respond
to the committee through the clerk.

Mr. Hancock: We'd be very happy to respond to any questions
which are put on the record, or indeed if anybody wishesto send the
questions, I'd be happy to respond to the clerk for the record.

The Chair: Okay. Thank you.
Mr. Masyk, would you like to read your questionsinto the record,
please?

Mr. Masyk: Yeah. Thank you.

The Chair: Are there other members that would have questions as
well? Okay.

Mr. Masyk: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. To the minister on behal f
of all my constituents They’ re very pleased with the promptness of
responsesfromyour ministry onal fronts. I’'mgoingtocombine my
questions because they're both kind of tied. On page 106 of the
report, on lega services, the civil law division shows an
underexpenditureof $1.651 million. Could you explainwhat caused
the underexpenditure and, on that same line, Mr. Minister, same
page, why the civil law division required a supplementary funding
of $564,000?

Also, | wanted to make acomment with respect to students at law,
if they could play arole in the expanded scope of small daimsfor
both people in dispute. | notice that in our constituency officeswe
have alot of pamphlets, and | try to promote students at law, but |
waswondering in what scope or wha rolethey could play in regard
to something of a smaller nature.

Thank you.

9:50

The Chair: Thank you very much.

Mr. Hancock, if you could, through the clerk to the committee, we
would be grateful.

Mr. Goudreau, briefly.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you very much. Very, very quickly, my
question is more to Mr. Dunn, following Dr. Taft's comments on
MLA expense accounts and various ministries’ expense accounts.
My question is: what is the relationship between your office, Mr.
Dunn, and the Ethics Commissioner’s office, and what reporting
system do you have between the two of you?

Mr. Dunn: I'll reply in writing.

The Chair: Okay. Thank you very much.
Briefly, Dr. Tdft.

Dr. Taft: Thank you. I'll beasbrief as| can. On page 104 there's
alineitemfor communications. I’mwondering if the minister could
provideinwritinginformation on the number of staff coveredfor by
hisdepartment who are working on communi cationsand the number
of staff coveredfor by the Public Affairs Bureau working as assigned
to his department in communications, with the budgets for both.

Mr. Hancock: Happy to respond in writing.

The Chair: Thank you very much. Again, to the committee through
the clerk.
Mr. Cenaiko has one more question.

Mr. Cenaiko: Thank you very much. Mr. Minister, one questionon
page 104. Element 1.0.4, strategic services, shows a $715,000
overexpenditure. Canyou providethe reason for the overexpendi-
ture? Again on page 104, dement 1.0.6, management information
services, shows a $685,000 underexpenditure. If you could just
maybe provide the reason for the underexpenditure, I'd appreciate
that.
Thank you.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Masyk also hasanother quegtion.

Mr. Masyk: Thank you, Mr. Chair. In the 2002 recommendations,
on page 217 of the report, the Public Trustee determination and
planning of the level of funding required to meet the legisative
purpose of the special reserve fund, what are the department’ splans
for this reserve fund?

The Chair: That would be the Auditor General’ s report; correct?
Mr. Masyk: That'sright.

Mr. Hancock: Again, we'll be prepared to respond to tha in
writing, but | should just indicate that the Auditor Generd has
indicated what’ shappening inthearea. Certainly, | agreewith him
intermsof what he said earlier in the meeting and would advisethat
one of the mgor impetuses we have isthe new Public Trustee Act,
which | trust will be introduced to the House next week, that will
modernize the act, which hasn’t been modernized, | think, since it
was brought into place in 1949. So that is the mgjor step forward.
We've done acomplete review of thePublic Trustee Act, and we'll
be bringing a new act to the Legislature next week.

The Chair: Thank you.

Now, there was one additiona member, and this is the final
opportunity to get questions on the record becausewe have a couple
of matters yet to deal with. Very briefly, please, Mr. Cao.

Mr. Cao: I'll make it very quick. Minister, on page 106 of your
annual report, withreferencetoitem 3.0.5 regarding themaintenance
enforcement program, there is an operating budget overspend of
$645,000. | would like to know the reason.

Thank you.

The Chair: Thank you very much. Now, those of coursewill come
through the clerk to the committee.
At thistime on behalf of all members of the committee wewould
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like to thank you, Mr. Hancock, and your staff and Mr. Dunn for
your timeand your attention thismorning. Y ou can feel freetoleave
if youwould like. We have acouple of mattersto discuss, organiza-
tional matersand Mr. Mason’s motion. So if you want toremain,
you're welcome. If you'd like to leave, please feel free to do so.

Okay. We have two items |eft to deal with on the agenda today.
The first is the notice that | was given yesterday aternoon by the
Member for Edmonton-Highlands Mr. Mason, in regard to his
intentions this morning in the Public Accounts Committee. A
motion has been circulated to all members of the committee by the
clerk, and | guesswe can deal with this motion first.

There has been a speaking list. Mr. Hutton and Mr. Goudreau
have indicated that they would like to speak to this motion, but first
we' d better allow Mr. Mason to formally present this motion to the
committee.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. | appreciatethis.
I move the following motion.
Beit renl ved that the Standing Committee on Public Accountsurge
the Executive Council to ask the Auditor Genera to conduct a
special duty investigation, pursuant to Section 17(2) of the Auditor
General Act, into theeffectiveness of the more than $400 millionin
provincial expenditures under Bovine Spongiform Encephalopathy
(BSE) compensation and recovery programs during the 2003-04
fiscal year.
If | may spesk to that very briefly, Mr. Chairman.

The Chair: Yes. Please go ahead, Mr. Mason.

Mr. Mason: | have provided members of the committee with the
Consolidated Beef Industry Action Plan, which wasadopted at aRed
Deer conference of thebeef industry about two and ahalf weeksago.
| would draw members’ attention to a section in this report on page
9, which should be marked with alittle yellow strip. It talks about
the margins of meat packers. It saysthat

packer margins are 200% higher than one year ago and 107%

higher than what is currently the case in the US.

Theindustry witnessed further pricedistortions created by the
loss of a functioning market when the government implemented
cash support programs to the industry in2003. The packerssimply
discounted the price they were prepared to pay for the cattle by the
amount of the government support payment. A common criticism
of the programsfrom producers was that the money never reached
the producers, it went to the packers

| want to just indicate for the committee’s information who the
Beef Industry Council is. It comprises most if not all of the major
beef organizationsin this province, and they had a summit meeting
to deal with this problem, as | mentioned, in Red Deer. I'm just
trying to find the list of the organizaions that bdong to it. It
includes the cattlemen’s association. It includes organizations that
represent both the cow-calf operations and the feedlots and the
marketing organizationsin the beef industry.

Clearly, members of the committee, there is a serious problem
with this expenditure of $400 million to support the beef industry.
The beef indudry istelling us that the smaller operations — that is,
the producers for whom this program was intended — are still not
benefiting substantialy, and many of themare either going bankrupt
or are on thevergeof bankruptcy. So that crisshasnot abated. The
packer margins have tripled, and the price of beef in the grocery
store hasnot come down.

So, clearly, thisis aprogram that needsto be looked into. | felt
that it would be useful to have Mr. Dunn and his staff have alook at
this program as we approach the end of the fiscal year. It might be
timely to have alook at it once the books are closed for the year.

The motion asks the Executive Council to consider this, so it would
not be a decision of thiscommittee but rather a recommendation to
Executive Council for their consideration because they have the
authority under the Auditor General Ac to order a special duty
investigation.

Just to conclude, Mr. Chairman, we've seen effective oversight of
the federd government’s financial dedings by their Standing
Committee on Public Accounts and by the federal Auditor General.
By working together, they have looked into a number of matters
relative to problemsin the spending of taxpayers’ money in Ottawa,
and | think the people of Canada have been very appreciative of their
work.

10:00
| guess tha in terms of accountability there are different dimen-

sionsto it. There's the dimension of the opposition holding the

government accountable, but there’'s also a different dimension,

which that committeein Ottawa has shown, which isthe dimension

of the legislative branch holding the executive branch accountable.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Chair: Okay. Thank you, Mr. Mason.

It's past the time set in the agenda. May | have a motion to
continue, please? Ms Blakeman. Thank you.

Mr. Hutton, please, in regard to Mr. Mason’s motion.

Mr. Hutton: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. |’ ve always had the utmost
respect for the hon. Member for Edmonton-Highlands in the past,
but this morning I'm alittle disappointed that he has chosen to (a)
invitethe mediaand (b) for obvious reasonsto grandstand alittle bit
on this issue. He is assuming there is a problem and, therefore,
wants to bring this to the Auditor Generd’s attention.

But this committeeis charged with the review of ministries with
the assistance of the Auditor General, to look at public accountsin
thepreviousyear, whichwouldbe 2002-2003. Thereareappropriae
venues to ask the Auditor General and the Deputy Premier, the
minister responsible for agriculture and rural development. Thisis
not the place, and | just would ask the members here to reject this
moti on outright and get on with our day.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Goudreau.

Mr. Goudreau: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. | nterestingly,
| want to acknowledge the presence of the presshere thismorning as
well. I've been herefor just about three years now, and it’sthefirst
timethat I’ veseen pressin thisroom, so certainly | want to wel come
them.

Yesterday during question period | think the hon. minister of
agriculture indicated that she has asked her staff to look at the
situation, and personally | feel very comfortablewith that particular
decision. She'sindicated to usthat hopefully by maybe as early as
tomorrow or even by Friday wewould have at |east an indication of
what she has found through her staff.

| need toindicatethat the Alberta Agriculture staff —and I’ ve been
involved with them both personally and in businessfor 27 years—is
extremely professional in their nature, and to indicate yesterday that
maybethey would beinvestigatingthemsdvesis, to me, quite hurtful
and a discredit to them. Certainly, | can say that the Alberta
Agriculture staff do a very, very good job. They're very dedicated
tothepublic. They have shown that over thelast many, many years.
They’ve administered many programs directed at farms and farm



PA-26

Public Accounts

March 3, 2004

families, and they’ ve shown that they’ve done agood job with it in
the past.

I’'msurethat if you go back inthe Auditor General’ s program and
reports, you would find that, you know, the monies were directed
where they were supposed to be directed. This year we also have
indicationsthat our producers, the cow-calf producers—at least, I'm
gettingthat from my constituency — received as much if not morefor
their calves than they had received the previous year. It indicates
that something did go reasonably well.

Thelast couple of commentsthat | want to say arethat, you know,
Mr. Mason identified thefact that in the States the margins were 107
per cent higher. He doesn’'t show what they were previous years,
whether that margin is a consistent margin or whether it's only a
margin for this particular year. The other comment tha | need to
say, aswdl, isthat we've just received this revised draft only afew
minutesago. We ve never had achanceto study it. Itisadraft; it's
certainly not afind report. | would suggest that we wait until after
the minigter has filed her report before making a decision at this
table, and | would agree with my colleague Mr. Hutton that we delay
a decision on this motion.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Cao, followed by Ms Blakeman.

Mr. Cao: Thank you very much. Mr. Chair, to me this subject
matter is very important to Albertans. In fact, it's a disaster, an
emergency situation, so when the society isin adisaster situation, an
emergency, al of usshould need to pull together and deliver first
and foremost the service, the help.

| want to elaborate a bit here. When | see a child struggle in
water, | jumpinand help. When | see aperson caught in afire | try
toruninandpull that person out. Sol can never imagine reviewing
or questioning either my motive or my method while I'm still
running in there to help. | will never imagine politicizing such
assistance.

What I’d liketo say hereis that there are people in my constitu-
ency that work for the industry, ether producers, marketers, or
processors. The money that we spend isto sustain theindustry asa
whole, so you have to look at an integration aspect. To methat is
important, and my constituents are very, very grateful that they still
have jobs during this critical time.

But talking in relation to the motion here, we are looking at the
Auditor Generd’ swork for 2002-03, and his normd work would be
looking at auditing 2003-04, and | don’t see any emergency in
looking at thingshere. The emergency isto help people right now.

Thank you.

The Chair: Thank you.

All members assembled have expressed an interest in speaking to
this motion, so we're going to hear from Ms Blakeman briefly and
then Mary Anne Jablonski, please.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you. | wantto notethat in the motion that has
been moved, there is no disparagement of any individual or depart-
ment that iscontemplated in the wording of the motion. Neither did
| hear any disparagement of any individual or any department when
the member moved the motion.

| need to direct my question to the member who moved it, that
being the Member for Edmonton-Highlands. |s there urgency in
bringing forward this motion now? This committee isassembled to
examine publicaccountsastabled, which currently arefrom thetime
period the 1st of April, 2002, to March 31, 2003. Y ou are asking for
an extraordinary action to be taken. |s there urgency to be taking

that extraordinary action? Otherwise, this would be contemplated
under the following year's Auditor Genera’s work. So that’s my
question. He's mentioning that we're inside of the fiscal year and
that he wantsthe invegigation done, but I’m wondering if hefeels
that thereis urgency and tha’s part of his argument.

Thank you.

The Chair: Mr. Mason, briefly, please.

Mr. Mason: | do believe there's urgency on a number of fronts.
First of all, thewindow inwhich thiscommitteemeetsisfairly short.
It only coincdes with the sitting of the Legislature, so if it's going
to be dealt with, it needsto be dealt with during that period & the
very least. Secondly, this goes as a recommendation only to
Executive Council, who would make thefinal dedsion. Sothereare
some time lagsinvolved there.

Findly, according to news reports I've seen, it looks like the
federal government is looking at another program, and | would
remind members that the design of this program — it was a joint
federal and provincial program, but alot of the responsbility for the
design of this program lies with the federd government. Now, the
federd government may as part of its election rollout strategy have
asecondplan. Certainly, if thereare deficienciesinthe effectiveness
of this plan, it's important to highlight that before the federal
government commitsto expend even more money. So those are my
reasons, Mr. Chairman.

10:10

The Chair: Thank you.
Mary Anne Jablonski, followed by Mr. Gary Masyk.

Mrs. Jablonski: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. AsMr. Goudreau has
aready pointed out, the minister of agriculture, the Hon. Shirley
McClellan, has already agreed to address these concerns, and | feel
that it'sonly right and it's important for her to be given the time to
do what she saysthat she' sgoing to do. So | would not support this
motion.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Masyk.

Mr. Masyk: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | also won't be supporting
it. Thesimplefact isthat theindustry already has enough fear iniit,
and | wouldn’t want to promote any morein that regard. Also, at the
sametime we have to restore confidencein thisindustry. We have
a consumer and we have a supplier, and when the consumer has
moreneed than the supplier, then the priceis going to go through the
roof, and then you' re going to have afamily of 10 wanting one roast
and only onesupply of it. We can’t goin that area e all.

ThisBSE absolutely blindsided theindustry, and the government
isdoing what they canwhen they can and trying to get some mileage
out of it financially and, at the sametime, to stabilize the industry.
So this is way too premature Plus, there's nobody here in the
department to defend such a motion, and it may not be necessary.
But there' s definitely alot of work to do with respect to BSE, and
it's bigger than this.

Thank you.

The Chair: Dr. Taft, briefly, followed by Mr. Cenaiko.
Dr. Taft: Thanks, Mr. Chairman. | don’t think that anybody is

questioning that the government should have stepped in and helped
the industry. | think it's a question of how that was done. Four
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hundred million dollars is a staggering amount of money. It's
enough to have built that hospitd in south Calgary. It's enough,
probably, to have paid out the unfunded aspect of the teachers
arbitration. It's a tremendous amount of money. The government
found that outside of budget in a few months, and it's come and
gone. Soit isan awful lot of money.

| find myself wondering about some form of a value-for-money
audit. Was this$400 million valuably spent? What did we get for
that? If we can’t as a Public Accounts Committee makethis kind of
reguest, then it just reinforces, in fact, earlier debate. It feels like
there’s just a closed circle here in which there’'s no way for the
public to penetrate to hold government and cabinet to account.
Question period doesn’t work. Public Accounts Committee doesn't
work. FOIP limps aong. We should be setting an example here,
people, of accountability. Thisis$400 million—thisisahospitd in
amajor urban centre— and where has it gone? What did we get for
that? Why can’t we ask that question?

So that’s my speech. | do notice that we're actually urging “the
Executive Council to ask the Auditor General.” My question to the
Member for Edmonton-Highlands why not ask the Auditor General
directly?

Mr. Mason: Because, Dr. Taft, wedon't have that authority under
the act.

Dr. Taft: So we're hamstrung again.
Thank you.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Cenaiko and then Mr. Dunn, of course.

Mr. Cenaiko: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. This is an extremely
critical and extremely important issue. Thisgovernment supportsits
agriculture producers, who put thefood on our tables every day. |
think that the program that came out wasextremely important to the
livelihood of, | believe, it's nearly 57,000 ranchers farmers,
producersin our province. | think it'sbeen stated in the Assembly
aready that the Deputy Premier is going to be conducting areview
regarding the program, regarding any issues that may be out there.
Aswell, you know, the Auditor General will begin hiswork for the
year 2003-2004 in three short weeksfromnow. Sol don't think we
need a new motion to have the Auditor General do the job he's
supposed to be doing, which will be in some three or so weeks.

| don’t think we need a special motion. | would have a problem
and aconcern regarding the fact that if we start bringing motions to
thistableto causeinvestigations, we're going to causeinvestigations
for anything under the sun. | think there's a processin place. We
have a responsibility as the Public Accounts Committee to review
and question the prior year’ s audited financid statementsfrom each
ministry, and that’s our role. Our roleisn’t to start investigations
here or there.

Thank you.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Dunn, have you anything to add at this time?

Mr. Dunn: For those of you who have the last yea’s Auditor
Generd’s report with you, turn to page 327. In there you'll see
where | have quoted certain extracts from my act. Section 17(1)
talks about: “the Auditor General shall perform such . . . duties as
may be specified by the Assembly.” So that’s under special duties.
Section 17(2) talks about: “. . . shall perform such special duties as
may be specified by the Executive Council,” and that is why, Dr.
Taft, the motion was made the way it was.

Thethree special requeststhat have ever been made of my office,
to the best of my knowledge and belief, were the oneson NovAtd,
West Edmonton Mall, CKUA. Ronda, are you awareof any others?
Those three special dutieswere requested of my office, and areport
has been made.

I've listened very carefully to what has been said here today, and
| appreciaeall thecommentsthat have been made. Followingup on
the last comment made by Mr. Cenaiko, he is absolutely right; we
have not yet commenced the March 31, ' 04, year-end audit. When
we do that, of course the primary emphasisthat will be put into this
typeof issueand programis: wereyou supplied correctinformation;
wastheinformation that has been supplied to the House accurate and
complete? Sowe' Il belookingintothat. Wewant to make surethat,
in other words, no other monies that went into this program were
described as something else or that any other monies that went into
other programsweredescribedasBSE. Sowe' Il belookingintothat
area.

We do have on our programthisyear food safety. In that regard,
we are going to be looking at any new programs that would impact
food safety. So we've aready had our entry meeting with the
ministry of agriculture and made them aware that we re going to be
looking into food safety. In that regard, we were also commenting
that we'll be looking into this program regarding the dollars that
have been spent and ensuring that the dollars that have been spent
are properly described to you the MLASs through their ministry
annual report.

So I've heard what you' ve said heretoday. We had not planned
on doing a specia investigation, but in the normal course of our
work, we would be ensuring that the information that was supplied
through the ministry’s annual report and through our annual report
was accurate and compl ete and then brought to your attention when
we do our next annual report.

The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Mason to close discussion onthis. Thereis another itemon
the agenda.

Mr. Mason: | wonder if | could put a question to the Auditor
Generd beforel close, Mr. Chairman?

The Chair: Go ahead, but please be brief.

Mr. Mason: The question iswhether or not your work plan for next
year includes avalue-for-money audit on this program?

Mr. Dunn: We were not going to do a special effort around this
program but rather ensure that dl the information that was being
supplied by the department wascompl ete, accurate, and comprehen-
sive as supplied through their annual report and whatever was
supplied into the House.

Mr. Mason: Thank you very much.

Mr. Chairman, based on that answer, | believe that thismotionis
infact necessary. That saysthat there’ sgoing to be routine examina-
tion of the accounts of the government and that there s not going to
be a specid effort to examine whether or not this program actually
did what it was supposed to do or ended up in the pockets of the
people that were supposed to get it. So this motion is absolutely
necessary.

Now, | spoke earlier about the committee’ s work in Ottawa, and
| think that committee and the Auditor General there have become,
you know, very heroic figuresin many sensesto the Canadian public
for the work that they have done by working together. What has



PA-28

Public Accounts

March 3, 2004

been necessary for that to work has been for the government
members on the committeeto co-operae in getting to the bottom of
things, and in fact that has happened in Ottawa.

Liberal Members of Parliament have co-operated with their
opposition colleagues on that committeeto get to the bottom of some
of theseisaues, and tha iswhy | am so disappointed to hear all of the
government members here today say that they're not going to co-
operate. I’ve heard lots of reasons, some stronger than others.

If peoplefed it's premature, well, we have afew more meetings.
We meet once aweek. |'d be happy to have a government member
move amotion that we pogpone this motion until after wehear from
the Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural Development, and then
we can come back to it once we' ve heard what she has to say.

10:20
An Hon. Member: Question.

The Chair: The question has been called. Now, thosewho support
the motion that has been presented to the Public Account committee
thismorning by Mr. Mason, please raise one hand. Those opposed.
The motion is defeated.

Thank you, that concludes. . .

Dr. Taft: Mr. Chairman, is that vote recorded?

The Chair: Sure.

Mrs. Dacyshyn: Yes, itis.

Mr. Mason: Yes. We'd like it recorded, please.
The Chair: Okay. That vote will be recorded.

[For the motion: Ms Blakeman, Mr. Mason, Dr. Taft]

[Against the motion: Mr. Cao, Mr. Cenaiko, Mr. Goudreau, Mr.
Hutton, Mrs. Jablonski, Mr. MasyK]

The Chair: Now, we also have another matter to deal with this
morning, and that’s arranging the schedulefor, hopefully, the visit
of the Premier representing Executive Coundl. An update to all
members. The vice-chair has approached the Premier's office.
There iscertainly a date open.

It has been a tradition that there is flexibility with the hon.
Minister of Finance. The budget is obviously in the spring of the
year, and her schedulefor obviousreasons can bequitetight. So the
hon. minister hasto reschedul e her appearance beforethe committee
on March 31.

| will report to you hopefully next week asto whether the Premier
can make that date or not. The vice-chair has approached the
Premier’s office, as | said, and we will keep you updated on that.
The schedule is going to continue up to and induding the 31st of
May, as has been organized, but hopefully we will find time to
accommodate the Premier and his busy schedule as well.

Ms Blakeman: I'm sorry. |sthe date that is under consderation,
then, March 31?

The Chair: Yes.
Ms Blakeman: Wednesday, March 31. Thank you.

The Chair: Okay.
Now, arethere any other questions in regards to that?

Mr. Goudreau: It has not been confirmed as of now?

The Chair: That's correct. It has not been confirmed. Hopefully,
we will have confirmation by next meeting, next Wednesday.
Wehad one moreitemto discuss, and that wasthe suggested dates
for theinformal meetingwiththe Auditor General that we discussed
last week. It looks like Tuesday evening, April 27, is the best date
for themgority of members. Canyou either seemeinformally inthe
Assembly, or let me know by next week whether that is. . .

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Chairman, lunchtime. . .
The Chair: Lunchtime is better for you?

Mr. Goudreau: Y eah, lunchtime would be much preferred gener-
aly. We'vegot standing policy committees meetings on Monday
nights and Tuesday nights.

The Chair: Okay. Lunchtime Tuesday, April 27 is certainly an
option. If members could just let me know or let the derk know. Is
that fair enough?

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Chairman, I’ ve got one more comment.
The Chair: Yes. Mr. Goudreau, you have thefloor.

Mr. Goudreau: Mr. Chairman, thank you very much. | noticed last
time that we did surpass our time by about 20 minutes and now
we' ve surpassead it again by 25 minutes. | recognize the importance
of the Public Accounts Committee, but all of ushavebusy schedules.
I’ malready missingan appointment by being here thismorning. We
need to be very, very conscientious about our time. Our timeisvery
important, and we need to regpect that.

| suppose we could entertain a motion someways in the futureto
extend these meetings so we can organize our cdendars, but for the
time being, our meetings are scheduled from 8:30 to 10, and we
should respect that.

The Chair: Okay. Thank you very much, Mr. Goudreav.

Before we go, next meeting, next Wednesday, the Hon. Stan
Woloshyn, Minister of Seniorswill be here.

Can | have a motion for adjournment?
Mr. Cenaiko: You haveit.

The Chair: Thank you.

[The committee adjourned at 10:24 am.]



