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B.C.’s 41st general election kicks-off on Tuesday
Will province-wide tilt be ‘incremental’ or ‘transformative’?
On Tuesday, April 11, Premier Christy
Clark will visit the Lieutenant Governor, Judith Guichon, and request that
she dissolve British Columbia’s 40th
Parliament.
Election writs then will be issued to
each of the province’s 87 electoral
districts, with the date set for a province-wide general election – British
Columbia’s 41st – 28 days later, on
May 9.
To capture a legislative majority – and
thereby form a majority government
– one of the province’s major political
parties will have to win at least 44 seats.
That number will be far easier for the
governing BC Liberals to achieve than

Christy Clark
Can BC Liberals record fifth consecutive victory?

for either the opposition New Democratic Party or the fledgling BC Greens
– not impossible, but difficult.

up at least 10 or so, on top of their usual
total over the last dozen years, if they are
to win their first majority since 1996.

Over B.C.’s last three province-wide
contests – in 2005, 2009 and 2013 – the
BC Liberals captured 46, 49 and 49 electoral districts.

The Greens, on the other hand, would
have to pull off the biggest upset in B.C.
history to win a majority.

The NDP won 33, 35 and 34 over that
same period, while the Greens collected a single riding – their first, ever – in
2013.
Viewed in this light, the BC Liberals
could lose a handful of the seats they’ve
won in each of the last three general
elections and still retain a slim majority.
The New Democrats, however, must pick

John Horgan
Seventh NDP Leader in last 8 elections.
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(The only historical instance where a
party with minimal or negligible representation in the Legislative Assembly
won a general election was in 1952,
when Social Credit squeaked through to
take a minority government. Two sitting
MLAs, W.A.C. Bennett and Tilly Rolston
– both of whom had been elected with
the Coalition in 1949 – won re-election
as Socreds.)
Continued on p. 2

Andrew Weaver
Seeks to build on Greens’ 2013 breakthrough.
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B.C.’s 41st general election kicks-off next Tuesday, continued from p. 1

Of course, there also are factors that
could offer support to the NDP and
Green campaigns; notably, voter fatigue
with a party – the BC Liberals – that
has been in power since the turn of the
century.

Columbians see in 2017?
Political scientists have categorized
general elections as either ‘incremental’
or ‘transformative.’

won by Sir John A. Macdonald from
1878 to 1891, by Sir Wilfrid Laurier
(1900 to 1908), Mackenzie King and
Louis St. Laurent (1940 to 1953), and
by Jean Chretien (in 1997 and 2000).

The theme, ‘It’s time for a change!’ is
well-worn and unoriginal, yet nonetheless it often can be very effective,
especially if the governing party is
connected to scandal.

The former are those contests where
relatively few seats change hands from
one election to the next – and from one
party to another – and which often
perpetuate a political or governing
dynasty.

In successive national votes, the government of the day won or lost only a
handful of seats, as did the opposition
parties. There was no change in the
government, and relatively few sitting
MPs were turfed from office.

And so we come to the basic question:
what kind of election will British

In Canada’s nation-wide tilts, examples
of incremental elections include those

B.C. has seen a few of these kind of
incremental battles: Sir Richard McBride and the Conservatives first won
election to government in 1903, and
then won re-election in 1907, 1909 and
1912. The Liberals under John Oliver
also performed the feat in 1920 and
1924.

Premiers of British Columbia – Months in Office
Christy Clark
Gordon Campbell
Ujjal Dosanjh

The Liberal-Conservative Coalition –
led initially by John Hart, and later by
‘Boss’ Johnson – achieved incremental
victories in 1945 and 1949, and more
recently the BC Liberals – under Gordon Campbell and Christy Clark – accomplished three-straight incremental
re-elections in 2005, 2009 and 2013.

Dan Miller
Glen Clark
Mike Harcourt
Rita Johnston
Bill Vander Zalm
Bill Bennett
Dave Barrett
W. A. C. Bennett
Boss Johnson

However, all of these examples pale in
comparison to the phenomenal string
of incremental victories recorded by
Social Credit from 1953 to 1986 under
W.A.C. Bennett, his son Bill Bennett,
and Bill Vander Zalm.

John Hart
Thomas Dufferin Pattullo
Simon Fraser Tolmie
John Duncan MacLean
John Oliver
Harlan Carey Brewster

In 11 contests over four decades, the
Socreds lost just a single general election – in 1972, to Dave Barrett and his
New Democratic Party – before being
turfed from office in 1991 and disappearing into the history books.

William John Bowser
Richard McBride
Edward Gawler Prior
James Dunsmuir
Joseph Martin
Charles Augustus Semlin

***

John Herbert Turner
Theodore Davie

But on other occasions an election is
the political equivalent of an earthquake. Whole swaths of seats change
hands as the broad electorate decides
to turf the incumbent government and
its representatives, and instead return a
group consisting largely of newcomers.

John Robson
Alexander Edmund Batson Davie
William Smithe
Robert Beaven
Andrew Charles Elliott
George Anthony Walkem
Amor De Cosmos
John Foster McCreight
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(Source: Electoral History of British Columbia.)

300

Federal examples of these kinds of
elections include John Diefenbaker’s
stunning victories for the Progressive
Conservatives in 1957 and 1958,
Pierre Trudeau and the Liberals’
Continued on p. 9
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B.C.’s general elections, 1871 to 2017
Election

Year

Seats

Winning Party

Premier(s)

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

1871
1875
1878
1882
1886
1890
1894
1898
1900

25
25
25
25
27
33
33
38
38

----------

John Foster McCreight/Amor de Cosmos
George Walkom/Andrew Charles Elliott
George Walkom
Robert Beaven/William Smithe
William Smithe/A.E.B. Davie/John Robson
John Robson/Theodore Davie
Theodore Davie/John H. Turner
Charles A. Semlin/Joseph Martin
Joseph Martin/James Dunsmuir/Edward G. Prior

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.*

1903
1906/07
1909
1912
1916
1920
1924
1928
1933
1937
1941

42
42
42
42
47
47
48
48
47
48
48

Conservative
Conservative
Conservative
Conservative
Liberal
Liberal
Liberal
Conservative
Liberal
Liberal
Liberal

Richard McBride
Richard McBride
Richard McBride
Richard McBride
Harlan Carey Brewster
John Oliver
John Oliver
Simon Fraser Tolmie
Duff Pattullo
Duff Pattullo
Duff Pattullo/John Hart

21.
22.
23.**
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

1945
1949
1952
1953
1956
1960
1963
1966
1969

48
48
48
48
52
52
52
55
55

Coalition
Coalition
Social Credit
Social Credit
Social Credit
Social Credit
Social Credit
Social Credit
Social Credit

John Hart
Byron ‘Boss’ Johnson
W.A.C. Bennett
W.A.C. Bennett
W.A.C. Bennett
W.A.C. Bennett
W.A.C. Bennett
W.A.C. Bennett
W.A.C. Bennett

30.

1972

55

New Democratic Party

Dave Barrett

31.
32.
33.
34.

1975
1979
1983
1986

55
57
57
69

Social Credit
Social Credit
Social Credit
Social Credit

Bill Bennett
Bill Bennett
Bill Bennett
Bill Vander Zalm

35.
36.

1991
1996

75
75

New Democratic Party
New Democratic Party

Mike Harcourt
Glen Clark

37.
38.
39.
40.

2001
2005
2009
2013

79
79
85
85

BC Liberal
BC Liberal
BC Liberal
BC Liberal

Gordon Campbell
Gordon Campbell
Gordon Campbell
Christy Clark

41.

2017

87

n/a

n/a

(Source: Electoral History of British Columbia.)
* The Liberals won a minority government but almost immediately formed a Coalition with the Conservatives. Premier Duff Pattullo stepped aside for John Hart.
** Social Credit won a narrow Legislative minority.
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Job creation under the BC Liberals:
accidental – or according to plan?
Employment boom coincided with plunge in oil price

Analysis
By Will McMartin

By now nearly every British Columbian
probably has seen the ubiquitous
television advertisements touting the
province’s job creation numbers under
Premier Christy Clark and her BC
Liberal government.
“When I became Premier, I decided to
make economic growth, creating jobs
and controlling spending our focus,”
Clark claims in the ad. “And we developed a first: the BC Jobs Plan.”
As the Premier speaks, an on-screen
graphic offers these numbers:
‘Since 2011 ...
* 202,800 New Jobs in B.C.,
* 181,200 Full-Time Jobs,
* 177,300 Private-Sector Jobs.’
The source for this data is listed as
StatsCan – that is, Statistics Canada.

Premier Christy Clark
Jobs are centre-piece for BC Liberal campaign.

Clark continues speaking: “And it’s
working. Our economy once again
is leading the nation. More British
Columbians are working than ever
before.”
A second graphic appears, offering two
factoids:
* 1st in Canada in Economic Growth
* 1st in Canada in Job Growth
Again, Statistics Canada is listed as the
‘source’ for this information.
So, is it – or, any of it – actually true?
It’s a valid question to ask, given that
four years ago Clark’s claims of significant job creation prior to the 2013
general election were widely rebutted by
numerous media outlets and mocked as
outright fabrications.
Especially critical were journalists outside of B.C. In the Edmonton Journal,
business columnist Gary Lamphier
wrote in October 2012 that Clark was
“exaggerating the numbers just a wee
bit” with her claim that British Columbia was ‘number one’ amongst Canada’s
provinces in terms of job creation.

“I don’t mean to be petty, but it would
be nice if Clark explained where her
mystery job creation numbers come
from,” Lamphier noted. “Perhaps she
knows something we don’t.”

“So that begs the question: Shouldn’t
we be examining the B.C. government’s
record from the time – one year ago –
when it introduced and implemented its
BC Jobs Plan?”

David Akin, then a nationally-syndicated columnist with Sun Media, exhaustively examined the B.C. Premier’s
claims under the headline: ‘Do Christy
Clark’s boasts on job creation hold up?
Nope. Nada. Not even close.’

His conclusion: “B.C. is doing okay, but
B.C. is not leading any provinces when
it comes to September-to-September
comparisons.”

Akin specifically looked at Clark’s
assertion that B.C. had “created 57,000
jobs over the last year, more than any
other province in Canada.”
Those claims, which the Ontario-based
columnist derided as “demonstrably
false” and “pretty wobbly,” was
generated only after Clark added an
extra month – for a total of 13 – to the
preceding year.
“[The BC Jobs Plan] was announced
and put into place one year ago –
namely, 12 months ago so far as unemployment data goes, in September 2011
– and not 13 months ago,” wrote Akin.

www.pacificpoliticalreport.ca
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For his part, Vancouver Sun reporter
Craig McInnes baldly declared that
“government spin masters” also chose
to calculate Clark’s 13-month ‘year’
from August 2011 – “the month before the BC Jobs Plan was announced”
– through September 2012 because
it “created a more flattering starting
point.”
Why? Because Statistics Canada reported that B.C. added a very impressive
21,000 jobs in September 2011, the
same month that Clark – in the fourth
week of the month – unveiled the Jobs
Plan.
By using August as the starting point
for Clark’s ‘year,’ the BC Liberals were

Continued on p. 5
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Analysis, continued from p. 4

But, what about Clark’s latest claims?
Are they any more accurate than those
she made before the last general
election?
***
It’s useful to note that the BC Liberals’
television ad places the beginning-date
of their job-creation record to ‘2011,’
but fails to mention a specific month.
That’s important, because Clark won
her party’s leadership on February 26,
2011, and then was officially sworn in as
Premier on March 14. She unveiled the
BC Jobs Plan on September 22, 2011.
To calculate the impact of the Jobs Plan,
the most-logical base upon which to
make calculations would be Statistics
Canada’s employment numbers for September 2011, and then calculate the new
jobs created in October and afterwards.
Is that what the Clark Liberals did for
their television advertisement?
The only way to determine the startand end-points of the government’s job
claims is to add 202,800 – the number
of new positions purportedly created
over the last five-and-a-half years – to
each month in 2011, and see whether
the total correlates to the employment
numbers for any month in late 2016 or
early 2017.
It then becomes evident that the BC
Liberals again have used August 2011 as
the starting-point for their job-creation
numbers, and that the period ends in
January 2017.

B.C. labour force began surge in May 2015
7.000%
6.000%
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4.000%
3.000%
2.000%
1.000%
0.000%
-1.000%
-2.000%
2011, May
2011, August
2011, November
2012, February
2012, May
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2017, February

able not only to use a 13-month period,
but they also could capture significant
job gains recorded before the Plan came
into effect. “So,” wrote McInnes, “starting in August rather than September
paints a much rosier picture.”

Canadian Labour Force

B.C. Labour Force

(Source: Statistics Canada)

January 2017 comes out to just 138,300.)
How does the number of 202,800 new
jobs compare to the record of other
provinces over the same period? After
all, the governing party’s television
advertisement asserts that British
Columbia has been ‘#1 in Job Growth’ in
Canada.
Regarding the total number of new jobs,
B.C. actually ranks third in Canada,
behind both Ontario – which, between
August 2011 and January 2017, added
390,700 new jobs – and Quebec – where
employment over the period rose by
204,700.
Alberta, despite being hard-hit by the
downturn in the global price of oil, is in
fourth-position amongst all provinces
with 147,200 new jobs.

The number of British Columbians with
a job at the beginning of the period was
2,216,600, and at the end, 2,419,400.
The difference: 202,800.

In percentage terms, however, the Clark
Liberals can claim legitimately to be
tops in Canada, at least over the timeframe of August 2011 through January
2017.

(This calculation is for employment
numbers that Statistics Canada has
‘seasonally adjusted.’ The number of
‘seasonally unadjusted’ new jobs created
in B.C. between August 2011 and

In Quebec the number of employed
workers over the period rose by 5.1
per cent; in Ontario by 5.8 per cent; in
Alberta by 6.9 per cent; and in B.C. the
proportion was a solid 9.1 per cent.
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The television advertisement also offers
two additional claims regarding employment growth.
The first is for the number of Full-Time
jobs created in B.C. over the last fiveand-a-half years.
Back in August 2011, a total of 1,711600
British Columbians had full-time
employment. By January 2017, that
number had grown to 1,892,800 – an
increase of 181,200, which is the number presented in the TV ad.
The second assertion concerns the increase in the number of Private-Sector
positions.
Five-and-a-half years ago, the number
of private-sector workers was counted
at 1,403,600; in January, the comparable
number came in at 1,580,900.
The increase was 177,300 – which was
the declaration in the BC Liberal advertisement.
(By comparison, the number of
Self-Employed British Columbians
grew over the period by 20,400; and the
number of Part-Time positions rose by
5,000.)
Continued on p. 6
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Analysis, continued from p. 5

One reasonably might quibble – as did
Lamphier, Akin and McInness back in
2012 – with the appropriateness of using
August 2011 as the starting-point to
measure the BC Liberals’ Jobs Plan, but
the arithmetical calculations behind the
party’s TV advertisement are correct.

Job growth in B.C. lagged until May 2015
10.000%
8.000%
6.000%
4.000%

Yet a close examination of the BC
Liberals’ job-creation record reveals that
any tangible success is a relatively new
development – and seemingly un-related
to any policies or activities undertaken
by the Clark government.
A month-over-month study of employment growth in British Columbia since
Clark became Premier in early 2011
clearly shows that the province’s record
remained dismal until May 2015 – more
than four years after she took office and
three-and-a-half years following the
introduction of her BC Jobs Plan.
The chart on the preceding page illustrates that expansion of B.C.’s ‘labour
force’ was negligible during Clark’s early
years in the Premier’s office.
In March 2011, the number of British
Columbians either working or looking
for a job totaled 2,419,700. By April 2015
– 44 months after Clark had unveiled her
Jobs Plan – that number was down
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***

Canadian Employment

B.C. Employment

(Source: Statistics Canada)

to 2,415,600, a loss of 4,100 workers.
But from the following month, May
2015, to the present, B.C.’s labour force
has been on a tear, leaping upward to
2,568,900 in February 2017 -- a jump of
149,200 workers in less than two years.
The same is true for the province’s
employment numbers, which remained
stagnant between March 2011 and April

Collapse in oil price put Alberta’s job creation into reverse
12.000%
10.000%
8.000%

2015. Over that period the total of new
jobs created was a paltry 35,400 – a
measly average of just 805 per month.
Since then, however, job creation has
skyrocketed, with 179,700 new positions added since the spring of 2015.
That works out to an average of 8,177
new jobs each month.
So, what happened to spark an employment boom in B.C.? In early 2014, the
average price of West Texas Intermediate crude was US$105.15 per barrel. By
February 2015 that price had collapsed
to an average of US$47.85 – and by
year-end it was down to US$31.78.
The plunge had a devastating impact on
Alberta, where the Tory Premier, Jim
Prentice, in March 2015 introduced a
Budget with a record $5 billion deficit.
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(Source: Statistics Canada)
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Two months later, Alberta voters threw
out the Progressive Conservatives and
elected their first-ever New Democratic
Party government, led by Premier Rachel Notley. Simultaneously, job growth
in Alberta went into reverse, thousands
of workers abandoned the province and
moved to B.C.
Alberta’s pain obviously has been B.C.’s
gain – and perhaps to the political benefit of Christy Clark’s BC Liberal government. Voters will decide on May 9.
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Mike McDonald

PART ONE

BC Liberal strategist, 2013 Campaign Manager
Chief of Staff to Premier Christy Clark, 2011
What will you be doing in this year’s
election campaign?
I’ll be providing advice. I’ll be in the
backroom, providing insights from my
experience from the last campaign and
previous campaigns over the years, but
I will not be in the same role as last
election.
In that last campaign, you helped
engineer one of the greatest upsets in
British Columbia’s political history, if
not Canadian political history. Even
some BC Liberals were surprised.
How would you describe your reaction
on election night?
Well, first of all, we came back from
about a 20-point deficit, but I was also
deeply involved in getting us into a
20-point deficit. So (laughter), I was
relieved.
On election night itself I wasn’t surprised. We knew during the course of the
campaign that we had made a lot of ...
(pause). We had come back from a long
way and then some, and we felt, probably about 10 days out from the election
that we would win if we stayed on track.
So what was the key to the comeback?
There’s a lot of things I could point to.
The first one would be that we survived
a very rocky 2012. And part of our
renaissance was the fact that we renewed
our candidates and we did quite well
in candidate recruitment, defying some
expectations on that.
The second thing is we laid some track
on policy, in terms of the Jobs Plan and
the five conditions ... [and the] plank on
the oil side, which came back to haunt
the NDP.
The third thing is, as we got closer to the
election, we were able to reset the narrative through an infomercial, through
a pretty strong launch to the campaign,
and a focus on our core message, jobs
and the economy.

interview
By Jeff Davies

We also believed the Premier [Christy
Clark] would ultimately be a positive
contrast to Adrian Dix, and we felt she
was being undervalued by observers,
media, what have you, in terms of the
support that was out there for her, that
we felt she would outperform during the
election period.
Then finally all of those things helped
create an opportunity for us which was
realized following the debate, when the
Premier did quite well on the TV – the
radio and the TV – debates, and finally
generated a momentum that was already
building but really took off after the
debate.
I don’t think her debate performance,
in and of itself, would have got us to
victory on election night, but because
we had done those other things, the
debate just kind of built on top of that
and really provided us with the fuel we
needed.
You mentioned what you call the oil
issue; I assume you mean the Kinder
Morgan pipeline. How much of a
factor was it that Adrian Dix ultimately came down against that after
indicating earlier he would wait for an
environmental assessment?
Well, I think it was Kinder Morgan and
Enbridge, and we developed a policy
that was a consistent policy for all oil
pipelines. The NDP had already come
out and said they were against Enbridge,
but they would wait to see how the process unfolded on Kinder Morgan, which
was an inconsistent policy that we felt
they eventually would have to reconcile.
When Dix came out 10 days into the
campaign and flip-flopped, I think that
was surprising to some of the observers,
that this guy – who was seen as something of a policy wonk and a serious
fellow – would react in such a fashion.
I think it was also a bit of a wake-up call
to the business community, the freeenterprise community, that the NDP –
despite their pre-election positioning that
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Mike McDonald

they were not going to rock the boat on
the economy – that maybe things would
be rocky.
I think it created a lot of anxiety ...
about, if they’re going to change their
position on this – because only about
two weeks earlier he’d said the opposite
thing – so what were they going to do
on other issues?
And, finally, I think it was damaging to
Dix in terms of character; you know,
in terms of the flip-flop, in terms of not
being able to rely on him or trust him on
the economy.
So my assumption is the NDP made
that move because they were concerned
about slippage to the Greens, and they
were probably being pressured by environmentalists like Tzeporah Berman, to
take that position, and I think they made
the wrong call.
Well, there was that attack ad of
yours that compared Adrian Dix to
a weathervane bending in the wind.
How did voters react to that?
That ad didn’t play for very long; I think
it came in the last week. It was probably
up for about four days. But I think the
ad tapped into that general feeling of
anxiety about Dix and the NDP, and it
just captured what was the core of
Continued on p.8
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Interview, continued from p. 7

the argument against him, and it was a
creative piece of work.
The reaction from our perspective was
good. It resonated with people and it
probably helped solidify our vote in the
last week.
Looking at strategy on the ground,
what did you think of Dix’s strategy
of trying to touch down in as many
ridings as he could and of campaigning around the clock in the closing
days of the campaign? How effective
would you say that was?
Again, I don’t think they had a clear
plan going into the campaign – or, at
least, a plan that they stuck to. Early in
the campaign, his tour was very-low
energy; they weren’t doing a lot.

aggressive, touring as many communities as we could. But, importantly, we
weren’t religious about going to communities that were all going to be close
races.
Early on in the campaign we went to
some ridings that we didn’t think we
were going to win, we really didn’t
think we had much chance of winning,
but we went there because we wanted
to tell a story about the Premier’s
vision.

- Mike McDonald

So the last 48 hours were completely
out of character for what most of the
campaign had been like for them. And
I interpreted their first few weeks of the
campaign as they’re playing it safe, just
play it safe: ‘We’ve got this in the bag,
let’s not make any mistakes.’

So we went to Prince Rupert, for instance, early in the campaign, not
because it was a target seat necessarily,
but because we believed there was a
future for LNG and we wanted to get
that story out, and that vision out, in
the early stages of the campaign.

I think there’s always danger for parties
to do that. You may take victory for
granted. The last 48 hours seemed to be
finally a recognition that they maybe
had a problem and they had to come to
terms with.

Also, even though conventional wisdom
had it that the Premier was unpopular,
the fact was that we felt she was our
best asset to win the campaign, and we
had her front and centre in terms of the
branding, in terms of the bus, in terms
of the news every night – and she did
a great job. So you know there were
some differences there between the
parties, I think.

So I think they came into the campaign
with an idea of how they wanted to run
the campaign and they had to change it
towards the end.
How did your strategy, the BC
Liberals’ strategy, compare?
Our strategy was very much putting
the Premier out front, being fairly

I think it’s a very different campaign this
time. I think the issues may well be very
similar, in terms of the economy, jobs,
fiscal management, but the Premier has
another four years of her record behind
her, which, you know, is good and bad.

“Even though conventional wisdom had it that the
Premier was unpopular, the fact was that we felt she
was our best asset to win the campaign ...”

They weren’t in the public eye very
aggressively. They weren’t campaigning
at a very fast rate.

But at that point, you know, there’s not
a lot that can be accomplished in the
last 48 hours, touring, and from what
we observed of the events they held in
that period there really wasn’t a lot of
groundswell or a lot of excitement
for the grassroots to participate in that
way.

What’s the chance you can repeat that
this year, given the fact Christy
Clark is still the Premier, she still has
the same political assets as you see
them, and how much do you think the
mood of the electorate has changed?

The other thing that revealed itself
over the first week-and-a-half, first two
weeks, of the election campaign was the
Premier’s energy level and her positivity
was really high. And that was having a
major impact on the morale of our party
and just the excitement that was building within our support base, that maybe
this was not impossible, and maybe we
had a chance to win.
That’s really important psychologically
in the campaign, that people believe
[there is a chance to win], and the
Premier’s tour had a lot to do with that.
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You know, four years later she can point
to some strong economic performance,
successive balanced budgets, dealing
with a lot of things she talked about in
the last election. She’s ticked them off
the box. But now that she’s six years into
her mandate, obviously you accumulate
issues as well, and those bring forward
challenges as well.
We always try to look at parallels from
the past: what kind of an election does
this feel like? Maybe it feels in some
ways like a 2005 election or a 2009 election, where it was kind of a close fight
throughout the election period and it was
expected to be close.
You know, the NDP always have a chance
to win for sure, and I definitely feel that
way this time as well. It’s just that it’s
different, but I still like our chances – but
I don’t diminish the NDP’s chances whatsoever. I think they have a strong shot to
be elected this time as well.
In the last campaign, Christy Clark
campaigned heavily on development
of LNG as the source of future wealth
and prosperity, but her most optimistic
forecasts have not come to pass. How
much of a concern or a political
setback is that?
Continued on p.9
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Interview, continued from p. 8

B.C.’s 41st general election kicks-off next Tuesday,
continued from p. 2

Well, I think our opponents will try to
make hay on it, but the reality is that the
international markets moved away from
us, in order to get to the timeline we
were hoping for, but the opportunity is
still there for B.C., and some day it will
come. Even one of these projects,
one of the major projects, is going to
pay a massive dividend for British
Columbians.

It’s not a situation where the government
did something and it was totally the
wrong thing to do and it cost everyone
money. This is a situation where we
had an ambitious strategy to develop an
industry. It just hasn’t happened yet. But
it’s still something that may very well
happen in the future and a lot of good
things have happened as a result of it
along the way.

So I think the importance of the issue
is still there and I think the Premier has
demonstrated to British Columbians
that she is very committed to it, she has
worked very hard on it, worked hard to
realize that opportunity. And, you know
what, sometimes things don’t work out
the way you want them to.

How concerned are you about some
of the other controversies? There was
that story in the New York Times a
few weeks ago calling B.C. the “Wild
West” of electoral financing, then that
one in the Globe and Mail suggesting some lobbyists with BC Liberal
connections were making donations
illegally on behalf of clients.

So I think the character test for her is
that she’s not a quitter, she’s going to
keep on working on it, and yes, the
results didn’t happen the way she
wanted them to, along the timeline we
wanted them to, but a lot of good things
did happen, and there’s been a lot of
investment in British Columbia as a
result of LNG, in terms of communities
on the north coast well as Fort St. John
and Dawson Creek.
So I think the government still has a
pretty good story to tell but obviously
we would like to be breaking ground up
north on some of those major projects
by now but it’s a lot different from, just
using an old example, the Fast Ferries.

What did you think of all that
publicity?
Well, we went through a similar situation
four years ago where there was a lot of
negative press, political press, before
the election [regarding the BC Liberals’
‘Quick Wins’ multi-cultural outreach
strategy] and ultimately it didn’t make a
big difference.
I don’t mean to minimize the issues
raised this time. They’re legitimate
issues that some voters will put a
priority on.
But at the same time I think sometimes
these things are a little overstated in
terms of their impact and importance.
Also, the other thing I would say is that
the other parties haven’t really dealt with
their issues on political financing as well,
especially the NDP, but you know the
BC Liberals are the only party to be
disclosing their donors in real time
right now.
The other parties haven’t committed to
doing that. They may ultimately be held
accountable for that later on.

Jeff Davies
Jeff was a journalist with the Canadian
Broadcasting Corporation for more
than 35 years. From 1993 to 2012 he was
the CBC’s legislative reporter in Victoria.

The NDP continue to raise money in
big chunks as well and we’ll be trying
to hold them accountable for that. But I
think it’s been a bit of a feeding frenzy
on the government at this time but I think
that issue may rear its head for the other
parties in due course.
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‘Trudeaumania’ in 1968, and Brian
Mulroney’s Tory sweep in 1984.
Also dramatic was the 1993 general
election, when Canadian voters widely
rejected two long-established political
parties – the Progressive Conservatives
and the New Democrats – and opted
instead to elevate a pair of relativelynew entities – the Bloc Quebecois, which
became the Official Opposition, and the
Reform Party, which achieved third-party
status in the House of Commons.
In 2011, the Bloc Quebecois was soundly
rejected by voters in la belle province,
who unexpectedly turned instead to the
NDP, awarding Canada’s social-democrats with 59 of the province’s 75
parliamentary seats. That performance
elevated the party, for the first time ever,
to Official Opposition status.
Meanwhile, the Liberal Party – which
for many decades had been regarded as
Canada’s ‘Natural Governing Party’ –
was humbled with a third-place finish.
Four years later, of course, voter turnout
surged across the country and the Liberals – under the leadership of Justin
Trudeau – soared from an embarrassing
34 seats in 2011, to a stunning 184 in
2015, and a majority government.
British Columbia, too, has seen its share
of ‘transformative’ general elections.
Four such contests stand out – 1933,
when the Conservatives self-destructed, remaining out of power ever since;
1952, when Social Credit won a minority
government to begin a near four-decade
long run in office; 1991, when the NDP
defeated the Socreds and took the first
of two consecutive terms in power; and
2001, when the BC Liberals won every
seat but two in the Legislative Assembly
and commenced their 16-year hegemony.
How will the province’s 2017 election
unfold? The early odds favour an incremental outcome, with the Clark Liberals
maintaining a slender majority.
But campaigns matter, and it’s not difficult to foresee how John Horgan might
eke out a narrow majority, especially if
Andrew Weaver’s Greens prove to
be a viable alternative for BC Liberal
supporters looking for a change.

Phoenix
Strategies

Inc.

In Surrey last September, as the Select
Standing Committee on Finance and
Government Services travelled across the
province to host a series of pre-Budget
public hearings, the committee chair, Scott
Hamilton (BC Liberal - Delta North)
welcomed the CEO of the B.C. Non-Profit
Housing Association.

Still, Martin’s brief tenure as party Leader and Prime Minister gave plenty of
opportunities for his supporters to land
cushy taxpayer-financed gigs in Ottawa.
One such operative was Tony Roy, who –
among other things – worked for a time as
a ‘Special Assistant’ to B.C. cabinet minister and Victoria MP David Anderson.

“I’m Kishone Roy,” the speaker began.
“Many people know me by ‘Tony,’ which
is my middle name, which I used for a
long time. [Today] I’m using my real first
name.”

Anne Wicks was yet another Martinite
Liberal who found employment in Ottawa’s parliamentary precincts; she got a
job as ‘Senior B.C. Policy Advisor’ in the
Privy Council, specifically the Office of
the Leader of the Government in the Senate -- the high-profile Jack Austin.

Indeed, many people – especially those in
Liberal circles, both federal and provincial
– know Tony Roy.

Along the way, Roy and Wicks fell in
love, got married and later thought about
returning to British Columbia and looking
for work.

Back when Premier Christy Clark was
the MLA for Port Moody-Burnaby Mountain – and later when she represented the
renamed riding of Port Moody-Westwood Wicks got the best job – she landed at the
– Roy was her constituency assistant – and provincial government’s office in Vanmuch more than that.
couver in 2008 as Managing Director of
the Board Resourcing and Development
He also was part of a cabal, led in B.C. by Office. In effect, her job was to recruit
Clark and her then-husband, Mark
suitable appointees – mainly BC Liberal
Marissen, working for Paul Martin in his supporters seeking a patronage plum –
quest to overthrow Prime Minister Jean
to sit on dozens upon dozens of public
Chretien. (Leading the way in Ontario
boards, including Crown corporations,
for Martin was Michelle Cadario, now
universities and colleges, health authoriClark’s Deputy Chief of Staff.)
ties, and so on.
Those efforts proved successful – Chretien
made way for Martin in late 2003 – and
the Martin team prepared to win a majority government of their own in the 2004
federal-general election. Alas, they were
reduced to a minority in that national tilt,
and then two years later in 2006 were sent
packing to the opposition benches.
Photo Credits:
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That same year, Roy was asked by the new
Leader of the federal Liberals, Stephane
Dion – he succeeded Martin in 2006 – to
be the party’s campaign director in B.C.
for the general election. Unfortunately,
both the federal and B.C. campaigns ended
with disastrous results: across the country
the Grits lost more than two-dozen seats,
four of which were in the Pacific Province.
Wicks remained with the BC Liberal government through the 2011 transition from
Premier Gordon Campbell to Premier
Clark but in January 2013 – with polls
suggesting an imminent New Democratic
Party election victory – she found a safe
landing spot with the Financial Institutions
Commission. The polls soon were proved
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wrong, of course, and in May 2013 the
Clark government was returned with a
strengthened majority.
Weeks later, Roy was hired to head up the
B.C. Non-Profit Housing Association. And
not long thereafter the wheels were set in
motion by Rich Coleman, the Minister of
Housing, for the introduction of a new program – called the Non-Profit Asset Transfer program – whereby non-profit housing
societies would be given the chance to acquire the province’s social housing assets.
Simply, taxpayer-owned houses and land
were to be ‘privatized’ to the members of
the association now led by Roy. The proceeds of the sales, pegged at $500 million,
then were to be earmarked to finance the
construction of new social housing.
Yet Coleman’s program also called for
the province – that is, taxpayers – to give
the non-profits $30 million annually over
a 35-year period to cover their mortgage
payments.
In essence, the government is expected to
pay out more than one billion dollars over
three decades-plus, in return to a half-billion in the next several years.
Now, B.C.’s Auditor General, Carol Bellringer, has weighed in with a report that
blasts Coleman and the government for
the initiative. “We concluded ... the NPAT
program,” she wrote, “will also incur
substantial costs and introduce risks to the
long-term provision of social housing in
B.C.”
Coleman’s department, she added, “has
not adequately assessed the benefits of the
program against these costs and risks, or
shown how the program will contribute to
better outcomes for safe, affordable and
appropriate housing.”
Roy, not surprisingly, remains supportive
of Coleman’s program, telling the Globe
and Mail that it’s “a game-changer.” No
doubt.
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