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REPORT
: of
THE HONOURABLE GREGORY T. EVANS
INTEGRITY COMMISSIONER

RE: MS. DIANNE CUNNINGHAM, M.P.P,, LONDON NORTH

BACKGROUND

On November 21st, the Member from Riverdale filed a request for my opinion on a matter alleging
that the Member for London North, in her role as Minister Responsible for Women's Issues, has
contravened the Members® Integrity Act, 1994, (the “Act”) more specifically Ontario parliamentary
convention. A copy of the request and enclosed documentation is attached as Appendix “A”.

Section 30(1), (2) and (3) of the Act states:

(1) A member of the Assembly who has reasonable and probable grounds to
believe that another member has contravened this Act or Ontario parliamentary
convention may request that the Commissioner given an opinion as to the matter.

(2} The request shall be in writing and shall set out the grounds for the belief and
the contravention alleged.

(3) The member making the request shall promptly give a copy of it to the Speaker,
who shall cause the request to be laid before the Assembly if it is in session or, if
not, within 10 days after the beginning of the next session.

The concept of parliamentary convention is not new althou gh it has now received statutory
recognition by being included among the provisions of the Members’ Integrity Act, 1994.
Parliamentary conventions are, in general, practical guidelines or directives concerned with the
manner in which members discharge their legislative functions and have been accepted and
approved by the Legislature as being procedures which maintain public trust and confidence in the
institution of Parliament. They recognize and support the accepted principles of fairness,
impartiality, justice and due process upon which our democratic system is based.

Probably the most fundamental convention arises when an accusation of impropriety is made by a
member against another member in the Legislature and the member against whom the accusation is
levied categorically denies the accusation. In such an event, the word of the member must be
accepted and the accusation rejected. The issue is dead unless some parliamentary process is
invoked to revive it.

If the accusation is raised in a forum outside the Assembly, where the question of parliamentary
immunity is not involved, the matter is subject to the provisions of civil law.

It is stated by many political scientists that the J udiciary along with the Executive and the
Administration are separate branches of government. Whether that statement is constitutionaily
correct in the present context is immaterial, since by long recognized convention, members do not
contact the Judiciary to influence the manner in which they should discharge their official duties.
The independence of the Judiciary has always been respected.

This issue received considerable attention in a previous administration when the Solicitor-General
of the day was accused of consulting with the police over a constituent’s possible criminal
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prosecution. After considerable debate in the Legislative Assembly, the Minister resigned her
Ministerial office. I do not consider it necessary to explore that sitaation in further detail except to
state that in my opinion the Legislature, in accepting the decision, extended the concept of the
Judicial convention to include police investigations. It also gave support to the heretofore rather
unevenly recognized convention that certain restrictions applied to members of the Executive in
becoming involved with agencies, boards and commissions under their particular jurisdiction on
behalf of constituents. This issue was first addressed by this Commissioner in 1991 and was
reported in the Commission’s Annual Report, 1991-92, Inquiry No. 6. It was also addressed in
the Annual Report 1993-94, under the title, Take Time to Reflect, and has continued to be
addressed in numerous opinions requested by members. The practice has, in my opinion, become
a parliamentary convention.

In the succeeding parliament, recognition and acceptance was given to both of the above
conventions. The Solicitor General, at that time, became involved with the police over a
constituent’s traffic violation and was forced to resign. As well, the Minister of Labour, who prior
to his appointment as Minister was actively involved personally and through his constituency office
with a host of claims on behalf of employees before the Workers’ Compensation Board. The
Minister recognized that his advocacy and that of his staff before the Board was incompatible with
his position as the Minister responsible for the Board and transferred the files to 2 colleague.

Parliamentary conventions usually evolve over a period of time. When certain situations continue
to arise and the legislators reach a consensus as to their disposition, they are then classified as
conventions and serve as precedents which may be adopted to determine future cases of a similar

nature.

FINDING QF FACT

I am not aware of any precedent approved by the Legislature which is applicable to the
circumstances related in the material provided by the Member from Riverdale.

PINION

Section 30(5) of the Act states:

If the Commissioner is of the opinion that the referral of a matter to him or her is
Jrivolous, vexatious or not made in good faith, or that there are no grounds or
insufficient grounds for an inquiry, the Commissioner shall not conduct an inquiry
and shall state the reasons for not doing so in the report.”

It is my opinion that 5.30(5) applies and that there are no grounds requiring me to hold an
inquiry.

DATED at Toronto this 13th day of December, 1995.

ﬁ, t 7 g

The Honourable Gregdry T. Evans
Integrity Commissioner
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~ Chrley

L 0w MPP Riverdale

November 21, 1995

The Honourable G.T. Evans
Integrity Commissioner

101 Bloor Street West, 4th Floor
Toronto, Ontario

MS5S 277

.Dear Mr. Evans:

I am writing to request that you give an opinion on whether the Member for
London North, in her role as Minister Responsible for Women’s Issues, has
contravened the Member's Integrity Act and, more specifically, Ontario
parliamentary convention. :

I have reasonable and probable grounds to believe that Ms. Cunningham has done
s0. Enclosed with this letter is an affidavit sworn on November 16, 1995 by Ms. Julie

- Lee of London, Ontario. Ms. Lee states: “Ms. Cunningham’s second to last comment
in this meeting consisted of a clear threat to our organizations.” It is my strong belief
that any threat from a Member of Executive Council to a member of the public is an
abuse of that Member’s position and authority. '

In your 1994-95 Annual Report, you stated: “There are instances of impropriety by
members that do not involve issues in which there is a conflict between personal
and public interests, however they do affect public trust and confidence. Some of
these situations we have characterized as Ontario parliamentary conventions,
because they recognize and support those accepted democratic principles of fairness,
impartiality, justice and due process, of which the Legislature has signified its
approval.” It is in that spirit that I request your opinion in this matter.

Yours sincerely,

i
arilyn Churley, MP

Riverdale ‘
cc: The Honourable Allan McLean

Speaker of the Legislative Assembly

® Room 215, North Wing, Legislative Building, Toronto M7A 1AS # (416) 325-3250 Vi






|, JULIE LEE, of the City of London, in the County of Middlesex, MAKE OATH AND SAY
AS FOLLOWS:

On Friday, October 20th, 1995, (between 11:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon), | attended a
meeting at the constituency office of Dianne Cunningham, our M.P.P. for London North,
along with representatives of the three London agencies serving battered women. We
had been invited to this meeting by Dianne Cunningham’s staff in order to discuss the
impact of the provincial funding cuts to violence against women services in our
community. A reporter from the London Free Press was notified about this meeting by
a representative of the London Second Stage Housing. Although all three battered
women’s agencies agreed to including the reporter in our meeting in the interests of
openly sharing information with our community, Ms. Cunningham refused to agree to
having the reporter remain in the meeting.

At the beginning of the meeting, the women’s agencies put forward two
questions/requests to Ms. Cunningham. We asked:

* since this government clearly intends to impose additional cuts to
battered women’s services in the near future, and our organizations
need to create a proactive and efficient plan to respond, we need to
know what the government plans to do next :

* for an additional six months funding for London Second Stage
Housing, in order that this agency be enabled to maintain safe and
secure housing for their residents, while negotiating a new, more
financially efficient model in conjunction with the other community
social service agencies for preserving service to battered women

The bulk of this meeting was devoted to Ms. Cunningham’s assertions that there
would be no additional funding, and, aithough she couldn’t tell us any details, that there
were more serious cuts to expect in the near future. She also indicated that her
government was considering an alternative model for responding to woman abuse.

Ms. Cunningham’s second to last comment in this meeting consisted of a clear threat
to our organizations. Very quickly after this meeting | took note of what | remembered
Ms. Cunningham saying to us. My notes indicate that Ms. Cunningham said the
following:



Page 2

"Within the context of this government, you need to understand that groups
or agencies that are seen not to be working with this government, providing an
oppositional voice, [at this point she made reference to Harmony House, an Ottawa
second stage housing project which has been strongly voicing opposition to the
cuts], will be audited and their funding eliminated."

SWORN before me at the
City of London, in the
County of Middlesex,

JULI

R e T T g

a Commissioner, etc.

MARGARET L. M. BU!ST
BARRISTER & SOLICITOR
73 KING ST.
LONDON, ONTARIO  NBA 3G+
(519) 642-7135
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LONDON DATTIRED
WOMEN'S ADVOCACY
— MR —

October 25, 1925

Marityn Churley, M.P.P.,
Critic for Women's |ssues,
Room #215,

North Wing,

Queen’s Park,
TORONTO, Ontario

FAXED CORRESPONDENCE: (416) 325-7111

Dear Ms. Churley:

| am writing In order to confirm a discussion which we had on the telephone this
morning. As | noted to you, | am bringing this gltuation to your attention since | believe

that It is of the utmost seriousness.

As a follow-up to the provincial funding cuts to Second Stage Housing, Dianne
Cunningham, our M.P.P. for London North, Invited the representatives of the three
London agencies serving battered women to her office at 11:00 a.m. on October 20th,
1995. A reporter from-the London Free Press was notified about this meeting by a
represantative of the London Second Stage Housing. Although all three battered
women's agencies agreed to including the reporter in our meeting in the interests of
openly sharing information with our community, Ms. Cunningham refused to agree to
having the reporter remain in the meeting.

At the beginning of the mesting, the women's agencies put forward two
questions/requests to Ms. Cunningham. We asked:

» since this government clearly intends to impose additional cuts to
battered women's services in the near future, and our organizations
nesd to create a proactive and efficient plan to respond, we need tc
know what the government plans to do next

* for an additional six months funding for London Second Stage
Housing, in order that this agency be enabled to maintain safe and
secure housing for their residents, while negotiating a new. more
financially efficlent model In conjunction with the other community
social service agencies for presarving service to battered women

A ssrvice For ¢l baltered wamen whe
sosk soppart to end the vielance in Phair livas,

69 WELLINGTON STREfT , LONDON, ONTARIOD, NéD 2K4 = (519) A32-7204 {TDD) = FAX: [S19) 670-3%08



T LA L PR D T T o

Page 2

During the coursa of the meeting, we reminded Ms. Cunningham that our
organizations, as members of the London Coordinating Comnmittee to End Woman
Abuse, had been proactively meeting, long before the announced cuts, with a view {o
restructuring the administrative and programatic structures in light of the funding crisls.

The bulk of this mesting, however, was devoted to Ms, Cunningham's assertions
that there would be no additional funding, and, aithough she couldn't tell us any detalls,
that there were more serious cuts to expect in the near future. She also indicated that
her government was conslidering an alternative model for responding to woman abuse.

Most importantly, however, and the reasen that | am writing tc you today, Ms.
Cunningham's second to last comment to this meeting consisted of a clear threat to our
organizations. Very quickly after this meeting | took note of what she said to us. Ms,

Cunningham said:

“within the context of this government, you need to understand that groups

" or agencles that are see not to be working with this government, providing an

oppositional volcs, [et this point she made reference to Harmony House, an Oftawa
second stage housing projsct which has been strongly volcing opposition to the
cuts], will be audited and thelr funding eliminated.”

Ms. Churley, | hope you understand the impact of this comment to our
organizations. | must say that the decision to come forward and make this public may
have serous consequences for my organizaton. Certainly, the London Battered
Wornen's Advocacy Centre has a mandate for confronting abuse of power in all of its
forms, however, we are not naive about the possibility that confronting this
governmentally based abuse of power carries with It a serlous threat of having our
funding ellminated. We have, however, decided that, ultimately and despite the risk, that

- we had a commitment to informing the Ontario public of this extremely undemocratic

message to our community service providers.

in addition, | think It Is very important that you understand the very vuinerable
position of London Second Stage Houstng. You must remember that they met with Ms.
Cunningham with a plea to having her assist them in surviving and preserving safe and
gecure services to their clients. They decided to come forward only after en
exiracrdinarily difficult period of deliberation about principles, commitments to battered
women, and justice. As a consequence, Mary Elien Mellanson, the Executive Director
of London Second Stage Housing. has been supported by her board of directors, (who
were in attendance at this meeting). to come forward and confirm Dianne Cunningham’s
statement as noted above.
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Our hopes, In bringing this to your attention, are the following:

* that this government be given notice that further threats against community
groups and agencies desist

* that this government be reminded that they have a responsibllity to
assuring open and frank exchange of Ideas and perspectives in a

democratic and safe environment

* that this government commit itself to undertaking its financial strategies
only after a full and comprehensive consultation with communities

Finally, 1 think it Is very Important that you understand that we are extremely
disappolinted by Ms. Cunningham's behaviour. Our organization has been consistently
in contact, in writing and on the telephone, with Ms. Cunningham and her assistants
since her election. We have openly shared information with her and let her know that
It was our intention to work with her and her government. It is, therefore, shocking and
very hurtful to come to understand that it appears that Ms. Cunningham and her
government does not wish to work with us in an open and collaborative manner, but
chooses instead to Impose fear and silence.

Sincerel

Julie Les,
Exeacutive Director

cc: President, Board of Directors, L.B.W.A.C.
Mary Elisn Mellanson, Executive Director, L.S.S.H.
Chalr, London Coordinating Committee to End Woman Abuse
Marion Boyd, M.P.P., London Centre

Note: M. E. Melianson, can be contacted at 519-686-8333
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Mariiyn Chur!ey, M P. P..

NDP Critic for Women's Issues, -
Room #215, North Wing, -
Quoen's Park, o
TORONTO, Ontano

- FAxED COFIRESPONDENCE' (415) 325-7111

- Daar Ms. Churley

 First of all, warm thanks to you and Mr. Rae on bahatf of all of the sta¥f and board
of tha London Battered Women's Advocacy Centre for your advocacy on our behalf In .
the 'legisiature In yesterday's question period. Mr. Rae’s questions were clear, ,
courageous. and refiected our concems wlth mtegr!ty : . o

. ..z 1 am attaching an article about this sltuatson which was' publ-shad in todays .
o i-London Free. Press. It is critical to note that the London. Fraeigress\ BS. unabia to print
T thils story until the haard of. directors of don ; :
' agreed to.come forward to tell their stary in pubnc.
nally ACt ad; hytharaporteﬁ&(ajter my disclos
. . qulte frig "ed ‘and wera very.hasitant 10.go;
S hape?ul that the Minister Responsible for Won

shut-down fundlng for thelr

,; , _rs thal Ms,Cunnmg ‘

that sha had apoken. to five women from that meatmg. after the meeting;

.+ herthreatening statement, | |g-aiso untrue:: Mary Ellen Mellanson polied memt

' " board after hearlng of Ms. Cunningham’s statement, and found that no member
spoke tohad had a follow-up conversation with Ms. Cunningham after the meeting. “This.
of course Is snmethmg that you should confirm d;rectly wlth Ms Mellansan. "

4 service Tar af} batteesd women whe
. seek s-pnri tv end the vialents in lhlr lives.

69 WELLIMGTON STREET , LOKDOH, GHTIIID, NED 2% v ISH} £31- 2104 {TOP) + FAX: (319) 4793918
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 Finally, lam
quite solidly, that

legistature, (labowr,
Cunningham's denia

and punishment.

| please let me kno
grati;uda for your work on

ce! M; E. Mailanson,

_London Secon

referendum, efc.),

|, our organizations b

.

an.-lﬁ ordar 1o implore you

w what we can
behalf of women Inthe provincs.

Z BN

Exscutive Dli'aoior,
d Stag_all-loualng _

Fax :51$-679-391

howaver,
gcome more vuin

a;ipact as a follow
Slricéfal

ulle Les,
gxecutive Director

8 i —

to persistin fthi_é‘;na‘n'o?.' {understand,
you have many ‘competing end Important issues &t hand In the
if this matter’ is dropped aftar Ms.

.

erable for additional targeting

.up. Again, our sincere
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LONDON BATTERED
WOMEN’S ADVOCACY
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October 26, 1885

Marilyn Churley, M.P.P.,

NDP Critic for Women's Issues,
Room #215, North Wing,
Queen’s Park,

TORONTO, Ontario

FAXED CORRESPONDENCE: (418) 325-71 11

Dear Marilyn:

As per your request, | am writing in order to provide you with a summary of those
in attendance at the October 20th meeting with Dianne Cunningham in her constituency
office. In attendance wera:

Program Coordinator women's Community House

Julie Lee, London Battered Women's Advocacy Centre
Executive Director

Mary Ellen Melanson London Second Stags Housing
Executive Director

Seven members of the Board of Directors of London Second Stage Housing

in terms of which women are willing to confirm the statement made by Dianne
Cunningham:

 Women's Cornmunity House Not making a comment - decling publicity
" Julie Lee, LBWAC. Confirming

Mary Ellen Melanson Confirming

Board of Second Stage Housing — confirmed with a motion, October 24th

— four of these women confirmed that they heard the words, two women Indicated
that they didn't hear for proximity reasons and ere not indicating they deny that this
happened, one woman Is out of the province and unavailable for comment.

L servies for oll battersd women who
soak supparl 1o and tha vislonce in their lives,

69 WELLINGTON STREEY , LONDON, ONTARID, NeB 2MA o (519) 432-2204 {TDD) o FAX: {519} 679-2913



A Frogram of Suppertive Howting
Jor Abused Wamen and thelr Children

November 10, 1895
RECENIER

Honourable Mike Hartis NOY T s
Premier of Ontario

Room 281, Legislative Building
Queen's Park

TORONTO, Ontario M7A 1A1

Dear Mr. Harris;

| am writing on behalf of Armagh, in order to request that a public inquiry be
initiated in order to openly and accountably review the statements made by your
Minister Responsible for Women's Issues, Diane Cunningham, ata meeting with
London service providers in her constituency office on Friday, October 20, 1985.
Our colleagues, who were in attendance at that meeting, disclosed that Ms.
Cunningham mad a statement which was understood as very intimidating and
punitive. Moreover, we understand that the message that was delivered was that
your government would silence any oppositional voices with the threat of removing
funding and instituting audits against community organizations who put forward
the needs of their clients. |

This is an extraordinarily troubling situation, since we are also in the position,
given our mandate, of having to voice the concerns of our constituents and clients.
Will we be listened to if we have to present challenging perspectives? Will we be

" audited if we must put forward information which might make the government
uncomfortable? Are we at risk of losing our funding if we oppose some of your
government policies? We ask these questions In all seriousness. And, in order
that these questions be attended to we must insist that you immediately initiate
some form of public inquiry to deal with the Cunnningham threat. We deserve fo
be assured that Ms. Cunningham's threat does not represent a systematic
approach being taken by your government.

P.O. Box 52581. 1801 Lukeshore Blvd. West, Mixsiasauga. Ontario L5J 436 Tel: (905) 855-0299 Fax: (M)5) R55-3189
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in addition, Connie Boles, a member of the London Second Stage Housling board
Is prepared to be publicly named In confirming the statement by Dianne Cunningham.
She can be reached at 519-885-8300, extension 5643 (Child and Adolescent Centre,
Victoria Hospltal). At this point, the other members of the board, who confirmed the
statement, fee! that it is too risky to be named, other than as a whole board of directors

in solidarity.

Again, (end | know that you know this), | must make a hearty plea for this issue
to stay in front of the legisiature. You must understand that we are an even more

vulnerable position today, than we were yesterday.

Sincerely,

<1

Executive Director

cc: M. E. Mellanson, Executive Director,
London Second Stage Housing
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Dear Mr. Harris:

| am writing, on behalf of the London Battered Women's Advocacy Centre, in order
to request that a public inquiry be initiated in order to openly and accountably review the
statements made by your Minister Responsible for Women's Issues, Dianne Cunningham,
at a meeting with London service providers in her constituency office on Friday, October
20th, 1985. This was a meeting called by Ms. Cunningham focused on reviewing the
impact of the funding cutbacks to violence against women services In the London area.
| attended on behalf of the London Battered Women's Advocacy Centre, along with the
Executive Director and seven members of the board of directors of London Second
Stage Housing, and a representative of a London shelter for battered women.

As you know, given that this matter has been raised on three dilfferent occasions
during question period In the Legislative Assembly, Ms. Cunningham made a statement
at this meeting which was understood as very intimidating and representative of an
extremely undemocratic approach to working with community organizations. From notes
that | made directly following the end of this mesting, Ms. Cunningham told us that:

Within the context of this government, you need to understand that groups
or agencies that are seen not to be working with this government, providing
an oppositional veice, [at this point she made reference to Harmony House, an

- Ottawa second stage housing project which has been strongly voicing opposition
to the cuts], wiil be audited and their funding eliminated. -

Mr. Harris, | am sure that you wlil understand that the need for an open and
constructive dialogue between government and communities has never been so
important. These difficult economic times require a commitment to openness and
sharing of information by every partner in order to plan for and accommodate, on the
basls of reasonability and shared expertise, the decreased availabllity of funding. This
is why we are particularly shocked and troubled by Ms. Cunningham's apparent threat.

A service for all battered wamon whe
seek support 1o and the viclence In their lives.

6‘ WHUNGTON sri![' . I.OHDOH. ONTARID. W&B AKd « 1RV 229.90A0 fYTRAAY . BAY. JEVOL /WA AANS




Hon. Mike Harris, cont'd. Page 2

You have. asked us over and over again in recent months, as representatives of
the community base of Ontario, to take on our measure of accountability and
burden with respect to the difficult economic cholces faced by this government.
We are asking that you do your part to ensure that the government's work is
undertaken within a framework that guarantees an open, frank and honest
exchange with community organizations.

Sincerely,
Kimberly Cunan, M.S.W,
Executive Director

cc. Hon. Bob Rae, Leader of the Third Party
Hon. Lyn McLeod, Leader of the Opposition
Ms. Julle Lee, London Battered Women's Advocacy Centre



ONTARIO ASSOCIATION OF INTERVAL & TRANSITION HOUSES
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OAITH FAX BULLETIN

To: The Honourable Mike Harris, Premier of Ontario
From: The Ontario Association of Interval and Transition Houses

Date: November 6, 1995

Numbecr of pages, including this one: 4
Dear Mr. Harris:

On behalf of the Ontario Association of Interval and Transition Houses (OAITH) 1 am
writing to

support the call for an formal inquiry into allegations that Dianne Cunningham, Minister
Responsible for Women's Issues, has threatened to audit and eliminate services--specifically
services in her own area of London--which take an oppositional view of current cuts to
abused women's services in Ontario.

I had already faxed a letter to Ms. Cunningham on October 26 regarding this incident, but 1
have not received a reply at this time. That letter s attached here for your information.

OAITH is very concerned about these allegations. It is shocking that women's services for
survivors of violence should come away from any meeting with the Minister Responsible for
Women's Issues in Ontario feeling that they have been subjected to tactics of threat and
intimidation, regardless of what actually may have taken place. Clearly, the message sent 1o
the women in London, whatever the wording, was not onc of support and respect for their
work and commitment 1o abuscd women and their children.

As I noted in my fax to Ms. Cunningham, this is not the first time that I have been informed
that services for abused women have bcen given a clear signal that opposition to current
provincial funding cuts to abused women might be punished by further funding cuts. A
number of services have told me that they have received that message cither {from civil
servants handling their funding contracts, or from MPPs and employees of MPPs in your
Government. It should not be necessary for anyone 1o point out to the I’remier of Ontario
that this is absolutely inappropriaie in a democracy.

We believe that the only way to clear up the London incident, and any others that may come
to light, is for you, as Premier, to order a full inquiry into this matter in order to address the
concerns of legitimate services altempting 1o save lives and end violence in this province. In
addition, it is imperative that this Government reassure all government funded services that
they have the same rights as anyone else to voice concemns on behalf of women and children
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It is important that you understand that our organization, along with the others
represented in the meseting, have been consistently in contact, In writing and on the
telephone, with Ms. Cunningham and her assistants since her election. Wa have openly
shared Information with her and let her know that it was our intention to work with her
and her government. Certalnly, there were occaslons where, because of our
responsibliity to represent the stated needs of abused women, we had 1o present
troubling and challenging information to Ms. Cunningham, However, wa never expected
that our attempts t0 work things through would be met with such a silencing message.

In addition, we are further distressed given that Ms. Cunningham has outright
denied that she made this statement. Furthermore, she has stated that an open and
public review of this serious matter would be a "waste of money". Mr. Harris, we have
heard from many, many other community service organizations across the province who
are similarly concerned about this matter. In particular, there is a concern that you and
your government clearly indicate that Ms. Cunningham's statements are not
representative of your government’s approach to working with the community. Therefors,
such efforts aimed at openly resolving this matter are not, in the least, a waste of money.

It Is critical, given the hard work that we must ali do at present, that you take on
& leadership role In restoring trust in order to form the basis of an open, frank, honest
and productive partnership with community agencies across the province.

SlncerelQ’
‘ -
el

\r.> e \\5
Julie Lee,

Exacutive Director

cc:  Dianne Cunningham, M.P.P., London North
Bob Rae, Leader of the Third Party
Lyn McLeod, Leader of the Opposition
Marliyn Churley, M.P.P. -
Marion Boyd, M.P.P,, London Centre
Mary Ellen Melanson, Executive Director, L.S.S.H.
Board of Directors, L.B.W.A.C.
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To: Dianne Cunningham, Minister Responsible for Women’s Issucs
From: Eilcen Morrow, OAITII Lobby Coordinator
Datc: October 26, 1995

Number of pages, including this one: 2

Dear Ms. Cunningham:

On behalf of the Ontario Association of Interval and Transition Houses (OAITH) I 2m
writing to express our shock in hearing that you have wamed women's services in London,
Ontario about opposing Government policy, and further, that you have specifically mentioned
Harmony House, a member of our Association, and one of the representatives who met with
you last week in good faith, in that regard. '

There is no reason whatsoever for women in London to put their services on the line by
misrepresenting such an exchange, particularly in the climate of fesr and anxiety within the
anti-violence community which we outlined clearly for you in our meeting on October 19. It
is extremely discouraging that women in Ontarlo could come away from any meeting with
the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues with anything less than a feeling of total
support. It is shocking, indeed, to hear that abused women’s services feel intimidated and
threatened by the Minister who is appointed to be the voice of women in Ontario.

(I must also tell you that this is not the first time I have been told that women's services have
been warned not to Jobby against the Government. I have personally heard from several
services which have been “reminded” by MCSS program supervisors that their contracts with
the Minsiry of Community and Social Services does not support lobbying activities.)

In addition, we are also surprised 10 hear Minister David Tsubouchi deny that functions of
MCSS are slated for shifting to other ministrics and municipalities when we clearly heard
from you at our meeting Jast week that work with abused women and their children may -
have to be done by “other jurisdictions” and “other systems, for example, hospitals” as you
stated 10 us, even though we “might not like it." :

 We would like you to please clarify in the Legislature what your role is as Minister
Responsible for Women’s Issues in Ontario so that women in the province are clear about
where you stand on issues of concern to abused women and their children. We also ask that
you immediatcly promise, publicly and on the floor of the Legislature, that the Battered
Women's Advocacy Centre, London Sccond Stage Housing and Harmony House in Ottawa,



experiencing violence, without fear of reprisals that will ultimately be paid by the wonien
and children who need shelter and counselling in Ontario.

Unti} a full inquiry can be established, we also request that you immediately stand in the
Legislature and publicly reassure all women's services and organizations in Ontario that
voicing opposition to Progressive Conservative Government policy or program decisions will
nof result in any retaliation whatsocver, and that women's services for abused women and
their children have the right and responsibility to spcak out in support of women and
children who are subjected to violence and abuse in Ontario.

Already too many services for women and children may have been irreparably damaged and
silenced by funding cuts and insidious reminders of the consequences of opposition. An
immediate inquiry into allegations of misuse of power by the Minister Responsible for
Women's Issues is necded now to put this issue 1o rest and restore confidence. We,
therefore, look forward to your speedy response to our concerns.

Sincerely,

Afee—pErra>

Eileen Morrow, Lobby Coordinator,
For the Lobby Committee of OAITH.

L o

Lyn Macleod, Leader of the Opposition

Bob Rae, Leader of the NDP

Marilyn Churley, NDP

Elinor Caplan, Liberal Party

Battered Women’s Advocacy Centre, London
Harmony House, Ottawa

(If you don't receive all of the pages, please call us at 416-977-6619)

Stop Violence Against Women Now
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Premier Mike Harris,

Room 281, Legislative Building
Queen's Park,

Torento, Ontario

M7A 1A1
November 6, 1995

Dear Premier Harris,

Quetzal Family Homes is a Second Stage Housing Program, located in the town of Simcoe, in the
Region of Haldimand-Norfolk. We are writing to express our extreme concern with the tactics of
intimidation currently being used by your government to silence opposition to cuts to community
services. We are speaking about the comments made by Dianne Cunningham, Minister Responsible
for Women's Issues, at a meeting with London service providers in her constituency office on October
- 20, 1995. Our colleagues, who were in attendance at that meeting, have stated that Ms. Cunningham
made a statement which, in effect, threatens service providers who voice opposition to the govemment

with audits and removal of funding.

As Premier of Ontario, we hope that you will take this issue extremely seriously. It threatens basic and
fundamental principles of democracy when community groups are expected io work with the
government in an environment clouded with threats. It is most certainly your responsibility to ensure
that the government is not using these tactics in its work with the community. It is our hope that your
government is committed to working in collaboration with the community in an environment of cpen and

honest communication.

The ONLY way for this govemment to demonstrate good faith and integrity in dealing
\gmtheolgmumly is to commence a public inquiry into the comments made by Dianne
unningham. l

Sincarely, |
3
T -
RS I

Cheryl May Joanne Lake Gwen Smith  Phyllis Lonsbary Irene Fergue  Sandra Thompson
The Staff of Quetzal Family Homes ‘ '

269 Metcalfe Street South, Simcoe, ON N3Y 511 Phone{519)428-7596 Fax(5]19)328.2724



as well as all other women's services, will not suffer any retaliation from the Govemment of
Ontario as a result of exercising their democratic right 10 opposc any government policy and
decision they choose on behalf of women and children experiencing violence.

Sincerely,

/&ge_ﬁ%m@

Eileen Morrow, Lobby Coordinator,
For the Lobby Committee of OAITH.

ce:

Marilyn Churley, NDP

Elinor Caplan, Liberal Party

Battered Women's Advocacy Centre, London
Harmony House, Ottawa

If you don’t receive all of the pages, please call us at 416-977-6619)

Stop Violence Against Women Now
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Bob Rae, Leader of the Third Party

Marilyn Churley, NDP Critic on Women's issues

Julie Lee, Executive Director, London Battered Women's Advocacy Centre
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blows, you're sadly mistaken. We all have ridings to go
home to, ! also want to have a country to go home to,
and that’s what’s at stake here.

Let me ask the minister, then, one more time. This
House has passed resolutions, and the member for
London North was in the House on several occasions. We
passed motions in this House supporting the Meech Lake
accord, we passed motions in this House in support of the
Charlottetown accord—

Mr Gilles Pouliot (Lake Nipigon): Unanimously.

Mr Rae: Unanimously in the latter case, without a
single dissenting voice; there were a couple of dissents
over Meech Lake. I want to ask the minister directly, is
she saying that the position of the government of Ontario
is less than it was in the Charlottetown accord? And if
that's the case you might have had the courtesy to tell us
before the last referendum.

Hon Mrs Cunningham: ['d like 1o make it very clear
to the leader of the third panty, and a former Premier of
this province, that every member in this House is inter-
ested in the future of this country. We all want Canada to
move forward, together with the citizens of this great
country, to be competitive and to reach out to other
members of our society.

"d also like to make it clear that for whatever reason
the member has asked this question today, I can say to
him sincerely, on behalf of this government, that we have
appreciated his involvement throughout his whole life in
this issue. We look at him as one of the leaders in
advising all governments across this country. [ think that
was known as we watched him on television on that night
and we were very proud to have him there. =

We would expect him to continue in good faith in
advising us in government as we proceed along this very
important course, and that is to create an even better
Canada and to move forward with all the citizens of this
country and with their support, especially here in the
province of Ontario.

The Speaker (Hon Allan K. McLean): New ques-
tion, third party.

Mr Rae: To the same minister on a different subject,
and 1 can assure the minister that I will be returning to
this: The reason I'm discussing it is because I think it’s
time for the whole country to come to terms with the fact
that our very future is at risk and it's something that we
alt have to talk about. There's no merit in not talking
about it.

1430 e
"MINISTER'S COMMENTS

Mr Bob Rae (York South): I would like to ask the
minister a different question, and it relates to the ques-
tions that I raised with her last week concerning the
meeting that took place in London on October 20.

Given the fact that there are a number of women here
today because they heard the minister's answers the other
day and wanted to get a chance to hear them here
again—the minister has denied in the House that she said
words which have been attributed to her in correspon-
dence with the member for Riverdale. I'd remind the
minister that the remark attributed to her is this statement:

“Within the context of this government, you need to
understand that groups or agencies that are seen not lo be
working with this government, providing an oppositional
voice [at this point she made reference to Harmony
House, an Ottawa second-stage housing project which has
been strongly voicing opposition to the cuts] will be
audited and their funding eliminated.”

The minister has denied that she made those state-
ments, and there are several people who insist that that is
in fact what she said. I wonder if the minister now can
teil us what suggestion she would have, given this very
strong difference of opinion between two people atend-
ing the same meeting, of how this issue can be effectively
resolved.

Hon Dianne Cunningham (Minister of Intergovern-
mental Affairs, minister responsible for women’s
issues): [ don't think it can be effectively resolved. 1
don’t think those kinds of statements can be effectively
resolved.

{ centainly know that my intent in meeting with that
group was to work with them to solve a problem in
London, and [ intend to do that.

As far as the reference of the group to Harmony House
is concerned, 1 certainly met with a representative as part
of another group a week ago and I intend to meet with
them as per requests from the Ottawa members. I'll be
meeting with them tomorrow.

Mr Rae: Given the fact that we have a group of
people who attended a meeting who insist that they heard
the minister say that if they were to continue in opposi-
tion to the government, their organizations would be
audited and their funding would be eliminated—which is
a remark, I'm sure the minister would agree, intimidating
in its very nature and can only have the impact of creat-
ing a terrible climate for public policy and for the future
of the relationship between thousands of agencies and the
government of Ontario—I wonder if the minister would
agree today to have her remarks and the subject matter of
that meeting of October 20 referred to a committee of
this House so that in fact it can be possible for us to see
who's there.

Hon Mrs Cunningham: All | can say is that the
member of the third party is in a very nasty mood, and |
would suggest that he knows better than this. I've been
elected since 1973, I have always encouraged public
participation and debate. I have also encouraged people
to speak out against policies they don't agree with. |
should say right now that I think, and people have heard
me say this over the years, that one of the greatest
problems we have in democracy is that people are not
involved.

The end result of that meeting. in our notes—and I'm
not about to debate this in the House—is that I left them
with the challenge of speaking out. I will be meeting with
the president of the London second-stage housing board
and their executive director at an appropriate time, and
that is after we have taken a look in all communities at
how we can consolidate the programs and keep our
second-stage housing alive. That’s our intent and that's
what we're working on now.
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Mr Rae: [ want to assure the minister that I'm in a
wonderful mood today. I think members opposite can
accommodate that. I've had words to say. I hope the
minister isn't suggesting that if I ask questions she finds
uncomfortable, that means I'm in a bad mood. No, it
doesn’t. It means I'm doing my job.

I'm in a very cheery mood. I would say, in a mood of
complete cheeriness, that we have a group of people who
represent agencies that receive funding from the govern-
ment of Ontario. They are reputabie people, people who
take their job seriously. They were at a meeting in which
they heard you say something which is completely
different from an account which you have now given.

In every other experience in which I've been involved
in this House, with several different governments, when
vou have such a clear question of a different accounting
of a conversation that took place, it is immediately
referred to a committee and there is an opportunity for
the committee itself to hear from all sides.

I'm simply asking the minister, if she's so clear on
what she said and so clear that nothing else was said,
what would she have to fear from a committee hearing
from her and hearing from a group of people who say
that's not what she said? What’s your problem?

Hon Mrs Cunningham: I don’t fear anything. As a
matter of fact, I just think it’s a total waste of time, and
I don't think the taxpayers should be spending money on
irrelevant situations where you have no proof except one
person and the few women—

Ms Frances Lankin (Beaches-Woodbine): No, no,
more than one person. They are all here, Dianne. Look at
them.

Mr David 8. Cooke (Windsor-Riverside): Try nine,
Dianne.

Hon Mrs Cunningham: When you talk about
intimidation, I suggest that any member of this House,
when they disagree with what's being said in this House,
can phone up a group of people and bring them to this
place. That’s up to you, if you want to do that. I don’t
feel intimidated in any way and I wouldn’t intend to
intimidate anybody else.

My job is 1o look at all of the funding, to coordmate
where possible and to make a decision without bias on
the best projects for the job and the best institutions that
provide the most services for the public of Ontario, who
are working very hard to pay their taxes, and a lot harder
as a result of your five years in government.

AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE

Mr Bruce Crozier (Essex South): Mr Speaker, |
have a bit of a problem in that the minister to whom I'm
going to address my question is not in the House.

The Speaker (Hon Allan K. McLean): You can
address it to anyone you wish,

Mr Crozier: [ was going to give the Minister of
Finance a couple of minutes.

Interjection: He’s here.

The Speaker: Proceed with your question.

Mr Crozier: Minister, we all know that over the past
18 months insurance premiums in this province for

automobiles have skyrocketed. Rates published just ast
week show that they've increased 12% over the last
quarter, and we had average increases of 11.5% or
thereabouts in 1994.

I know for a fact that the current government would
agree with me that these increases are due in large parn to
what we refer to as Bill 164. The minister recognized this
problem, as a matter of fact, because last July [8 he
appointed his parliamentary assistant to review this
current legislation.

I would therefore ask the minister, even though vou've
appointed your parliamentary assistant to look at the
current legisiation, will we see jegisiation either to amend
or to repeal Bill 164, and when?

Hon Ernie L. Eves (Deputy Premier, Minister of
Finance and Government House Leader): | thank the
honourable member for the question. He's quite aware
that the member for Mississauga West has indeed been
reviewing the entire issue of automobile insurance in the
province of Ontario. [ am happy 1o report to him that in
the last three months the parliamentary assistant has met
with well in excess of 100 different groups about
automobile insurance. Yes, we will be bringing forward
legisiation to deal with the auto insurance situation in the
province of Ontario, and hopefully by no later than next
spring.

Mr Crozier: The minister knows well that January 1,
1996, is a crucial date when it comes to Bill 164. We're
not talking about a tax decrease for rich Ontarians; we're
talking about decreased auto insurance premiums for
every automobile owner in this province. That includes
the little people, Minister.

We have had consultations, as your government has
had, over the past year. I don't know why it's going to
take you any longer. If this isn't great legislation, that
needs—you know, all the drafting errors we had iast year.
We have the information at hand.

You know that January 1, 1996, is the crucial date.
Why won’t you bring in legisiation before that time to
reduce insurance premiums for the auto owners in this
province?

Hon Mr Eves: Actually, we had planned to send this
issue out for deliberation by an all-party committee of
this Legislature during. the winter break—I'm sure the
honourable member would concur with that—at the
conclusion of the parliamentary assistant’s deliberations
with stakeholders in the industry and the public.

The honourable member wants something done. He
just got through criticizing the route the government took
on Bill 7 for not having public hearings, and now he
doesn't want public hearings on the auto insurance bill.
I don’t understand where they're coming from.

As a member of the party that introduced Biil 68 into
this Legislature, which probably led to the greatest auto
insurance premium increases in the history of the prov-
ince, he should be the last person to be talking about that.

1440
SERVICES FOR ABUSED WOMEN

Ms Marilyn Churley (Riverdale): My question is for
the Deputy Premier. Today marks what is traditionally
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NDP had in place. with no one representing the justice
area at all.

Mr Rae: The question for me is that in announcing
the new appointments, the minister told taxpayers that the
people were appointed with a background in policing and
criminology and forensic psychiatry, in areas of expertise
that would assist in deciding who should and shouldn't
get parole.

If the minister has waved a piece of pie around, I'm
happy to have a look at the pie chart; I'd be delighted to
see the pie chart.

But I think the issue is why, in making the announce-
ment he made last week in the House—just as ministers
have been making announcements today and we'll now
have to go back and look again at every single announce-
ment that’s made as to what is not said—why would the
minister not have said, “Among the people whose
appointments I'm proudest of is my own campaign
manager”? Why wouldn’t he have said that?

Hon Mr Runciman: We announced, I believe, 34
appointments and we highlighted five or six or seven in
the justice area.

Mr David 8. Cooke (Windsor-Riverside): [ can see
why you left this one out.

Hon Mr Runciman: I'm not about to make any
apologies for the appointments we made. These are
outstanding people.

The leader of the third party, who's asking this ques-
tion, has no reason to feel proud about the appointees his
government made to the parole board of Ontario. He
simply has to recall the Wein report. Why was the Wein
report instigated? Because of decisions made by parole
board appointees appointed by the NDP. I don't want to
get into details here, but certainly the leader of the third
party has no credibility whatsoever when dealing with
appointees to the parole board—none whatsoever.

Mr Rae: [I'm delighted to see that the old Bob
Runciman is back. We were starting to wonder about the
statesman on the other side, and now we realize that
Halloween is over and the mask is off.

The question I have to ask the minister is once again
the same question: Why, in making the announcement,
would he not have had the countesy and the straightfor-
wardness we always associate with his name to be
upfront and say, “The appointment I'm proudest of is not
some former chief of police, it's not some professor of
forensic psychiatry, but it’s my own campaign manager
in Leeds”? Why wouldn’t he have just said that? I
haven’t heard an answer to that guestion.

Hon Mr Runciman: I am proud of the appointment.
This is a woman who has over 25 years of community
service, voted as the citizen of the year in her commun-
ity. This question is coming from the man who appointed
his own campaign manager as secretary of cabinet. He
polluted the public service of Ontario with a political
appointee, and he has the gall to get up here today and
ask me a question like that. Unbelievable.

1500
MINISTER'S COMMENTS

Mr Bob Rae (York South): In the absence of the
Premier, I direct my question to the Deputy Premier.

Yesterday, I asked the minister responsible for women's
issues whether or not she was willing to have the gues-
tion of her remarks at a meeting, attended by a number
of women in London, made the subject of a committee
discussion so that committee members themselves could
assess the credibility of the minister's comments and the
credibility of the statements made by a number of women
who were present.

In response to my question, the minister said no, and
outside she said, “I don’t think the taxpayers should be
spending money on irrelevant situations where you have
no proof except one person und a few women.” Those
remarks are in quotation marks. She said it as well in the
legisiature.

If a person from the public, meeting with the minister,
says she clearly heard the minister say that if she con-
tinued to remain in opposition to the government's
policies, her organization could be audited and funding
for her organization could be eliminated, would you not
agree with me, Deputy Premier, that that remark could be
perceived by the person hearing it as intimidation?

Hon Ernie L. Eves {Deputy Premier, Minister of
Finance and Government House Leader): I'm sure
that anybody with any experience in this House knows of
times we have been involved in meetings and there are
many different interpretations different people put on
words said during meetings. If we referred every single
meeting that every single member or cabinet minister had
with somebody who disagreed with his or her interpreta-
tion of what was said, it would be a huge waste of the
taxpayers’ money.

Mr Rae: This is an issue about which the Deputy
Premier in a previous role, in which I remember him very
well, I think would have recognized the difference
between a difference of opinion, between somebody
taking issue with something somebody says, which is
common in politics, and someone coming away from a
meeting feeling that the person in question, a minister,
has intimidated them and their organization and has in a
sense indicated that if someone continues to remain in
opposition to the government, their very position will be
threatened. :

This is not simply a difference of opinion between a
couple of people. We now have not only the woman who
wrote the letter, Ms Julie Lee, who's the executive
director of the London Battered Women's Advocacy
Centre, we also have Mary Ellen Mellanson and Connie
Boles of London Second Stage Housing who agree
completely with the account Ms Lee has given in the
letter she sent to us and which I sent over to the minister
the other day.

Just to remind the minister, what she said is, “Within
the context of this government, you need to understand
that groups or agencies that are seen not to be working
with this government, providing an oppositional voice,
will be audited and their funding eliminated.”

Those are very threatening words. Either the minister
said them .or she didn't. She’s told the House that she
didn’t; other people insist that she did. Why not have a
committee of this House discuss whether or not the

~ minister abused her power in this way?
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Hon Mr Eves: The minister has stood in her place in
this House, said that she has met with many groups
besides this one, that she did not threaten or intimidate
anyone and that she continues to fund the London
Battered Women's Advocacy Centre.

Mr Rae: If it were just one person, you'd say fire,
one person. It's several people who were at a meeting, all
women, coming forward saying: “This is what we heard.
This is what we believe the minister said. This is what
we heard the minister to say: that if we keep this up, we
will be audited and our funding will be eliminated.”
Those are words of intimidation. Those are words which
lend themselves to an abuse of power.

{ would have thought that it's in the interests of the
minister. If the minister is very clear that she didn’t say
it and the minister is absolutely emphatic that nothing
like this happened, what is the problem with sending this
to a committee so the committee can hear from the
women who were there. as well as from the minister. to
try to clear the matter up? What have you people got to
hide over there?

Hon Mr Eves: The minister has answered the ques-
tion in the House, as the honourable member knows. She
has said that she has not made these remarks.

As I said at the outset, in answer to his very first
question, if we had a legislative committee investigate
every time somebody in a meeting with a minister said
they said something, it would be a gigantic waste of
taxpayers’ money and committee time.

CHILD CARE

Mrs Sandra Pupatello (Windsor-Sandwich): My

question is for the Minister of Community and Social
Services. Minister Tsubouchi, I'd like you to confirm or
refute today’s Toronto Star article outlining that you are
considering the implementation of a voucher system for
child care in Ontario. _

Hon David H. Tsubouchi (Minister of Community
and Social Services): Very simply, the particular articie
refers to some sort of report. Clearly, no report has ever
been delivered to me.

Mrs Pupatello: The minister clearly campaigned on
being supportive of child care in Ontario. During the
campaign, you touted an earning and learning program.
Since taking office, however, you've eliminated 14,000
day care spaces and you've threatened the elimination of
the wage-enhancement grant for child care workers.
There are a number of things you’re doing to threaten
child care across Ontario. In fact, two weeks ago the
minister received a letter from Minister Axworthy,
federally, encouraging a meeting to look at a partnership
for child care because we all recognize the need for it.

You have touted the fact that you're in support of child
care. Clearly, there is something going on in your
ministry that's outlining a voucher program that is
outrageous and threatens the whole child care industry. It
seems to me that you're not aware of it or you're not
prepared to stand up today and say you are supporting
child care and will back it with some kind of initiative.
Will the minister kindly give me an answer other than the
$1,200-a-day consultant answer; that’s not the one we're

looking for.

Hen Mr Tsubouchi: First of all, this government is
in favour, has spoken for clearly in terms of good qualsty
and affordable care for our children. We do that by
providing choice to the communities. There are a number
of issues there. I'm going to deal with the main issue as
opposed to the scattered issues in that statement.

Frankly, we have a two-phase approach, We've already
completed the first phase. What it did was we stopped the
conversion of child care spaces, which did not create one
single child care space in the province but had a huge
cost to it, this program. In fact, by March 1997 this
initiative will have saved 320 million.

Secondly. we are welcoming the private sector back in
the child care area. We are levelling the playing feld,
and we are increasing parental choice.

Inrerjections.

Hon Mr Tsubouchi: We have a second phase here,
if you wouldn't mind me just commenting on it for 2
second. The ministry is in the early stages right now of
doing an overall review of the child care area, because
obviously the system doesn’t work and we have a
commitment to the child care area. This review 1s going
to be done under the able leadership of my parliamentary
assistant, Janet Ecker.

The Speaker (Hon Allan K. McLean): New ques-
tion; the member for Windsor-Riverside.

Mr David S. Cooke {Windsor-Riverside): I have a
question to the same minister. Mr Minister, I know you
don't always read documents before you sign them, but
this morning 1 am sure that as part of vour regular routine
you would have taken a look at the press clippings and
you would have seen a reference in the Toronto Star
article to a cabinet submission that's being prepared, a
document within your own ministry, with regard to
converting the system we currently have of direct funding
of child care centres in this province, a system that has
been in place for over half a century.

I am sure you would then ask your officials where that
document is and what the status of it was and that you
would review that document. Can you confirm that there
is a document that exists about your system for child care
in your ministry?

Hon Mr Tsubouchi: I've answered the question
already, but if you want some more clarification in terms
of what we are doing, we are levelling the playing field.
It’s very important for us to provide parental choice to
the community. Frankly, the system that was working
before, you know, it's all going to come out under this
overall child care review that we're doing. We will see
the inconsistencies of the prior government. We're going
to go for a system that really works for the taxpayer in
the province of Ontario.

Mr Cooke: Obviously this minister has a philosophy:
“If 1 don't ask anything, I don't have to read anything,
and then it can go on my signing machine and I don't
need to know anything.”

This is a very important issue. For over half a century
governments have provided regulation and direct subsidy
for child care centres to improve the quality of child care
in this province. If we're moving to a voucher system in

END
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Dianfié Gunningham
says it would be a
waste of time, money.

By Greg Van Moorsel
RQuecen’s Park Bureau

TORONTO.— Women's Issues
Minister Dianne Cunningham
Wednesday rejected an NDP call for
a publie inquiry info an accusalion
she told some London women's ad.

_ vocates that groups which speak

out against governmdnt spending
ctits risk being audited and cut off.
“I just think it (an inquiry) is a
total waste of time,” the London
North MPP told the legislatux ‘e, s
some hQm gn- Wothen's advo-

cates wate om a visitors’
gallery. "I don't think taxpayers
. should b spei ?1 oney on lrrel-
: r:Vant'sI a Yor] e you have no
proof .’ ‘
The lssucsar\bse on t.he same day
members o ,Tqry government.
_remsed foco qnt to all-party state.
ments inthe 18gislature marking .

the start of Wife-Assault Provention
Month in Ontarie, putting Cunning-
hain on the hoi seat,

LONDONERS: Julie Leo, execu-
tive director of the London Battered
Women's Advocacy Centre, and
nther women from London Second
Stage Housing, a shelter for abuscd
womel and chlldren, say Cunning-
hiti made the remark aboul opposi-
tion to spending cuts at a meeling
in her London office Oct. 20.

Of the 10 women at the meeting,
‘The Free Press was told, two werce
out of the room when the comment
was sald to have beon made; two
didn't hear it and six support Lee's
account of it. Lee sald she took it as
awarning.

NDP leader Bob Rae first ralsed
tho allegation in the leglislature car-
lier this month, ¢alling Cunning:
hiam one of the Tory government's
cost-cutting “executioners,” and
Wednesday he asked for an inquiry.
to resolve what was sa}ld.

But Cunnjngham, who adamantly
denies making such a remark, told
the legislature she encourages peo-
ple to “speak out” on policies Lhey
oppose and she disimissed the call
for an ingulry.

NOT SERIOUS: Later, Cunning-

ham told reporters she didn't be-

licve Rae was “very serious” in his

call and suggoestod she interprets

: he whole {ssueasa misunderstand-
ng,

“You'vegot a g:oup ofpeople ina
room, and one person says one
thing, and one says the other thing.
and nothing's happened as a resuit
of it except that they still have theilr
funding,” she said.

Lee was among a group ofLondon
women who watched as Rae chal-
lenged Cunningham abgut:what .
was sald in ber constitpancy., omcn

Later, Les sald she feels ivaryt
tr aycd" by the governmefity ;thal
many community group$pppssed
to spending cuts are sendm-aa 2
“chilly climate” movingfln&*olﬁ
fQueen'sPark. et

Whether or not Cunnlngh
meant to be “supportive,” Leo sald.
the impression left with the womoen
was not to rock the boat, -
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PETITION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present at a meeting held by Minister Responsible for Women's Issues Diane
Cunningham at her constituency office on October 25, 1995, agree that they heard the Minister state:
"Within the context of this government, you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen
not to be working with this government, providing an oppositional voice....will be audited and their

funding eliminated";

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denies having made the statement;
We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative Committee to determine
whether the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues abused her authority as a Minister of the Crown

by making threatening and intimidating remarks at the meeting described above,
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PEITTION TO THELEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas slx women present st a meeling held by Minister Responsible for
Wormen's listies Diane Cunningham at har constituenty office an Octobar 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minliter state: *Within the context of this government,
you need to understand thet grolps or agencies that are ¢oen not to be working with
this goverment, providing an oppositional valee ... will be sudited and thelr
funding eliminated”;

And, wheroas the Minlster Reoponsible for Women's Issues denles having pisde
{his statement; '

We, the undersigned, raquest that the Government establish a Legislaun
Committee to datermine whethor the Minlster Responsible for Women's lesues

sbused her authority 85 8 Minister of the Crown by making threataning and
intimideting remarks at the meetlng described ebove.
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MITTION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present st & meeling held by Mindster Responsible for
Wornen’s Lesues Diane Cunningham at her conslituency offics an Octobar 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minliter state; “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand thet §roups or agencles that are soon not to be working with

th#o overnment, providing ai oppasitional valee ... will be audited and thelr
g eliminated”;

And, wheroas the Mindster Regponsible for Women's Issues denies having made
(his statement;

We, the undersigned, request thet the Govornment cetablish a Legislative
Committee to determine whethor the Mundster Responsible for Women's Tesues
abused her authority as a Minister of the Crown by making threatoning and
Intimldeting remarks at the meeting described sbove.
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PETTTION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY QF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present at a meeting held by Miruster Responsible for
Women's lssues Diane Cunningham al her constituency office an October 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minister state: “Withun the context of this governmens,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are scen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their
funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denies having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative
Committee to determine whether the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues

abused her authority as a Miruster ot the Crown by making threatening and
intimidating remarks at the meeting described above.
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PETITION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six womnen present at a meeting held by Minister Responsible for
Women's Issues Diane Cunnungham at her constituency office on October 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen not 1o be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their
funding ellminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denies having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative
Comumiittee to determine whether the Minister Responsible for Women’s Issues
abused her authority as a Miruster ot the Crown by making threatening and
intimidating remarks at the meeting descnbed above.
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PETTTION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present at a meeting held by Minister Responsible for

Women's Issues Diane Cunningham at her constituency office on October 25,

1995.

agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their

funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denies having made

this statement;

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative

Comumttee to determine whether the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues

abused her authority as a Minister of the Crown by making threatening and
intimidating remarks at the meeting described above.
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Layra Kovacic 88 Qakville Ave | 2ndm )éa/m fduac:;r?'/ -
> .2 . - ! L /
ISTnA SACRSA F 2 g8 FVECARAIN fvd, s aitoud /l_f/;;/ﬂ —

:P)‘\\ i m)-nﬁjf}n \k-q‘& \ . e ZE r\:, S ‘r"wf“‘ e \‘\\ \.‘\\.

‘e Q0 - ¥ 7Y QNS 77yr \.)6(!71.4

>

e T

. . o v T,
oot Baanott S0 Neasn g feoarr 40kl

- L

LA

N yaos N LT

-

v ot ) .
M‘&.’A— JE /.//-/. ; O AN SN v e g

L [

v

g ) ‘ - a :—"'T.J - '.":.-._,__i_,'-
4[:1?!1 'ﬂu’{’b o Ko Lefe London }QU’ @H.*JJ,.

e

ﬁm%ﬁhm,ﬁ 1919 Tratelrc e 4'{‘ #M

oﬂ/{‘a N Q,CJLIL o3 vad/vl'n@{c'?ﬂ ﬂ:/ f@/”{*zf/ar/ Déj“’

L

Al 4 abbeckly b arcdmn. /

TUsy CouwTo isC Chestey Ave Londen ,iwu; Coes

L) prmeba, GeUn |- RS Bt | v Ot -

#
gL

D

4- &\;_;}(\n k',/‘f_n )/)d/}/i/ /53/'7){5wa /é’ EIBS b\,klld_ .\j_{&.},t/'{;

O\~

—
/
>



A

PETTTION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women prosent at 8 meeting held by Minister Responsible for
Women's lssues Dians Cunningham st har constituency office an Octobar 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minister stato: “Within the context of this government,
you need lo undsrstand that groups or agencies that Are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their
funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Resporsible for Women's Issues denles having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, request that the Govornment establish a Legislative
Committee to determine whether the Minlster Responsible for Women's [ssues
abusad her authority as a Minister of the Crown by taking threatening and
intimidating remarks at the meeting described above.
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PETITION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present at a meeung held by Minuster Responsible for
Women's lssues Diane Cunningham at her constituency office an October 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their
funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denies having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish 2 Legislative
Committee to determine whether the Minister Respansible for Women's Issues
abused her authority as a Miruster ot the Crown by making threatening and
intimidating remarks at the meeting descnibed above.
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PETITION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present at a meeting held by Miruster Responsibie for
Women's Issues Diane Cunsungham at her constituency office on October 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agendies that are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their

funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denies having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, reques! that the Government establish a Legislative
Committee to determune whether the Munister Responsible for Women's Issues

abused her authority as a Miruster ot the Crown by making th:eatenmg and
intimidating remarks at the meeting described above.
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PETITION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women piesent at a meeung held by Minister Responsible for
Women's Issues Diane Cunmungham at her consttuency office on October 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their
funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denles having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative

Committee to determine whesher the Minister Responsible for Women’s Issues

abused her authority as a Miruster ot the Crown by making threatening and
intimidating remarks at the meeting described above.
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PETITION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present at a meeting held by Minister Responsible for
Women's lssues Diane Cunmungham at her cansuruency office on October 25, 1995,

agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their

funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denies having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, request tha: the Government establish a Legislative
Committee to determune whether the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues
abused her authority as a Miruster ot the Crown by making threatening and

intimidating remarks at the meeting descnibed above. 0 N o
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PETTTION TO THE LEGISLATTVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present at a meeting held by Miruster Responsible for
Women's Issues Diane Cunnungham at her constituency office on October 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen not (o be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their
funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denles having made
this statement; &

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative
Committee to determine whether the Mirister Responsible for Women's Issues
abused her authonity as a Miruster ot the Crown by making threatening and
intimidating remarks at the meeting described above.
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PETTTION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present at a meeting held by Minisler Responsible for
Women's lssues Diane Cunmungham at her constituency office on October 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minster state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their
funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women’s Issues denies having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative
Committee to determune whether the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues
abused her authority as a Miruster ot the Crown by making threatening and
indmidating remarks at the meeung descnibed above.
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PETITION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO
Whereas six women present at a meeting held by Minister Responsible for
Women's Jssues Diane Cunningham at her constituency office on October 25, 1595,
agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their
funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denies having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative
e e Nanisir o the Crown by mating thresteming and.
intimidating remarks at the meeting described above.
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PETTTION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIQ

Whereas six women present at a meeting held by Minister Responsible for
Women’s Issues Diane Cunningham at her constituency office on October 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencies that are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their

funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues denies having made
this statement;

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative
Committee to determine whether the Minister Responsible for Women’s Issues
abused her authority as a Minister of the Crown by making threatening and
intimidating remarks at the meeting described above.

NAME (please print) ADDRESS
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PETITION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Whereas six women present at a meeting heid by Minister Respongible for
Women's Issues Diane Cunningham at her constituancy office on October 25, 1995,
agree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this government,
you need to understand that groups or agencles that are seen not to be working with
this government, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and their
funding eliminated”;

And, whereas the Minister Responsible for Women's lasues denles having made
this statement; :

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish a Legislative
Committee to determine whether the Minister Responsible for Women's Issues
abused her authority as a Minister of the Crown by making threatening and
intimidating remarks at the meeting described above.
NAME (please print) ADDRESS - SIGNATURE
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PETTIION TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO

Wheseas six women present at a theeting held by Minster Responsible for
Women's lasues Diane Cunningham st hur constituency office on Octaber 25, 1998,
sgree that they heard the Minister state: “Within the context of this govemment,
ywneedtoundmunddut;roupson;endsmummmmuobcworkbgwm\
this goverrunent, providing an oppositional voice ... will be audited and thelr
‘funding eliminated”; ‘

And, wheress the Minlster Responsible for Womon's Issues denles having made
this statemeni; .

We, the undersigned, request that the Government establish & Legislative
Comniltee to determine whether the Minister Responsible for Woman's Isaues
abused her authority as & Miruster of the Crown by making threatening and
intimidating remarks st the mecting described above.

NAME (please print) ADDRESS SIGNATURER
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