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Premier skipped 77 of 107 legislative votes since 2014
Seldom in Legislative Assembly, Clark once decried ‘sick culture’
Introduced with great fanfare on February 21, the BC Liberal government’s
Budget and Fiscal Plan for 2017/18
- 2019/20 finally went to a ‘division’ in
the legislature – following the requisite
six days of debate – on March 2.
It passed, not surprisingly, by a comfortable margin of 44 to 31.
Voting in favour of the Budget were 43
BC Liberal backbenchers and cabinet
ministers, plus Independent MLA Vicki Huntington.
Expressing their displeasure with the
government’s spending priorities were
30 New Democratic Party MLAs – including John Horgan, the NDP Leader
– as well as Andrew Weaveer, Leader of
the BC Greens.
Christy Clark
Premier waves to supporter as Finance Minister provides Budget Address.

Yet, somewhat surprising was Premier
Christy Clark’s absence for the vote on
her government’s final Budget before
British Columbians go to the polls in
the provincial-general election scheduled for May 9.

to government in the May 2013 general
election, she participated in only nine of
31 legislative votes.

The Premier’s absence from the
legislature on a key vote, on the other
hand, appears part of a continuing
pattern that has developed over recent
years.
According to an analysis by The Pacific
Political Report, Clark was present in
the Legislative Assembly when a recorded division was held just 30 times
out of 107 between the spring of 2014
and the current session now underway.
Three years ago, in the spring of 2014
when Clark first sat in the legislature
after the BC Liberals had been returned

(The Premier lost her own seat in
Vancouver-Point Grey in the 2013
province-wide tilt, necessitating a later
run in a Westside-Kelowna by-election.
Consequently, Clark did not take her
seat in the Legislative Assembly until
February 11, 2014.)
Another 12 legislative divisions were
held in the fall session of 2014, but the
Premier was present only for four of
them.
In 2015, Clark cast her vote on nine
occasions, out of 43 recorded divisions.
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And last year, in 2016, she participated
in eight of 20 legislative votes.
***
The issue of the Premier’s attendance –
or, non-attendance – in the Legislative
Assembly became an issue of note last
summer when she failed to appear for an
historic legislative division, having earlier left Victoria to attend a secret party
fund-raising event in the Lower
Mainland.
The skipped vote was on an amendment
to the province’s Human Rights Code,
which specifically acknowledged
individuals with trans-gender identities.
Continued on p. 2
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Premier skipped 77 of 107 legislative votes since 2014, continued from p. 1

Long-championed by Spencer Chandra
Herbert, the New Democratic Party
MLA for Vancouver-West End, the
measure passed by a recorded vote of
70 to 0. (B.C.’s legislature currently has
85 MLAs.)

Legislative sitting days in B.C., 1992 to 2016
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Yet, long before the legislative division
– it was taken at 5:40 pm – Clark had
flown to Vancouver to attend the BC
Liberal fund-raiser.
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Asked for details regarding the off-therecord event, BC Liberal representatives declined to respond.
The Premier, however, soon offered a
belated apology.
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“I regret that I went” to the fundraising event instead of staying in the
House for the vote, Clark confessed to
The Vancouver Sun.
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“I should have cancelled it and stayed
here for that vote.”

(Source: Library of Parliament)

***

working therein – and not the good
citizens of the capital.

Christy Clark once famously said
she so despised the province’s capital
city that she tried as often as possible
to avoid Victoria and the Legislative
Assembly.

“I meant the grounds of the legislature,
I want to be clear about that,” Clark
said.

“I try never to go over there. Because
it’s sick. It’s a sick culture,” the Premier
told Brian Hutchinson, a journalist
with the National Post newspaper in
an interview in the spring of 2012.
“All they can think about is government and there are no real people in
Victoria, and you get captured by this
inside-the-beltway debate, and it’s really unhealthy.”
Those comments, when finally published in late summer 2012, caused a
firestorm – especially as they coincided
with Clark’s cancelling of the scheduled
fall sitting of the Legislative Assembly.
Was she truly trying to avoid Victoria
and attending the legislature?
In a subsequent interview, the Premier
took pains to clarify that her animosity
was entirely directed at the legislative
precincts – and possibly the people

May 2013, just eight and a half months
after the disclosure of Clark’s inopportune remarks.
Did they hurt her or the BC Liberals
when the ballots were counted? Maybe.

She added: “My point was when a politician sits on the grounds of the legislature and spends most of their time
there, they are talking to pundits and
they are talking to each other.

True, Clark and her Liberals roared from
a significant deficit in every pre-election
poll to score an incredible upset, winning a solid electoral majority with 49
seats to the New Democrats’ 34.

“You cannot build a government that
responds to the needs of British Columbians if you’re not out there listening to them.”

Yet in the Greater Victoria region, the
BC Liberals lost the only two seats they
held prior to the election.

Opposition MLAs representing Vancouver Island districts were quick to
pounce.
“The Premier’s attitude about the legislature and about governing is appalling,” exclaimed Maurine Karagianis, the
NDP MLA for Esquimalt-Royal Roads.
“Clearly, the premier would rather be
out away from the accountability of the
legislature in the days leading up to a
very critical election.”
That ‘critical’ election was scheduled for

In Oak Bay-Gordon Head, the BC Green
Party scored an historic breakthrough
when Andrew Weaver defeated incumbent Ida Chong, a BC Liberal cabinet
minister.
Saanich North and the Islands, previously held by another veteran cabinet
minister, the retiring Murray Coell, went
to the New Democrats, who narrowly
prevailed in a tight, three-way tilt.
From taking 14 ridings in 2001, the BC
Liberals’ seat-count on Vancouver Island
slipped to just two in 2013, a development not entirely attributable – but
Continued on p. 3
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Premier skipped 77 of 107 legislative votes since 2014, continued from p. 2

maybe partly – to Clark’s “sick culture”
comments.
***
On top of reducing her own participation in parliamentary activities, Clark
– who mostly works out of her cabinet’s Vancouver office – has overseen a
noticeable decline in the number of days
the province’s Legislative Assembly is in
session.
Back in the 1990s, when successive New
Democratic Party governments oversaw
the province, the House sat for an average of 77.1 days per year.
In 1992, the first full year of Mike
Harcourt’s NDP administration, the
legislature was in session for a whopping
111 days.
(The New Democrats won the province’s
35th general election on October 17,
1991, and were sworn into office on
November 5. The first legislative session
under Harcourt’s NDP got underway on
March 17, 1992.)
That number tapered off over the course
of the decade, and by 2000 – after both
Harcourt and his successor, Glen Clark,
had quit politics under clouds of scandal
– Premier Ujjal Dosanjh’s government

Premier Clark
BC Liberal Leader shares a laugh with patronage appointee Brad Bennett (left) at fundraising dinner

called the House into session for only 52
days.
In 2001, of course, the New Democrats
were turfed from office by Gordon
Campbell’s BC Liberals. (That year, when
the legislature sat for a total of 36 days –
17 under the NDP, the remainder under
the BC Liberals – is not counted in this
analysis.)

Average legislative sitting days, annually, 2011-2016
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From 2002 to 2010, the period when
Campbell was Premier, the average
number of legislative days per year fell
to 61.0.
Like Harcourt’s administration, Campbell’s early years saw a flurry of legislative activity, with the House sitting for
74 days in 2002, and 73 in 2003. By the
end of his term in 2010, however, that
number had fallen to 46.
In 2011, when Clark succeeded Campbell as both Leader of the BC Liberals
and Premier of British Columbia, the
Legislative Assembly sat for a total of
48 days. (Clark was sworn into office on
March 14, but had to win a by-election
in Vancouver-Point Grey before taking
her seat for the first time on May 30.)
In the following year, 2012, that number slipped further to 47 days, and then
plunged in 2013 – and election year – to
just 36 days.
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Once Clark secured her own legislative
majority, the House sat for 71 and 74
days respectively in 2014 and 2015, but
the comparable number was a mere 51
days in 2016.

0

The average number of parliamentary
sitting days since Clark was sworn into
office is just 54.5, the lowest number for
any Premier since W.A.C. Bennett.

(Source:. Library of Parliament)
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Interim-Supply provides $20.2 billion to fund
government operations through May election
House soon to adjourn, next sitting likely in first week of September
On March 2, mere seconds after the
legislature had voted its approval of the
Clark government’s 2017/18 Budget,
Finance minister Mike de Jong rose in
the House to introduce Bill 11.
“Consistent with past Supply Acts
presented in election years, Bill 11
would provide Interim Supply for
government operating expenses during
the first six months of 2017/18 fiscal
year,” de Jong intoned.
He further explained that the bill also
gave the government “two-thirds of
the year’s voted capital expenditures
and loans, investments and other
requirements – and 100 percent of
the year’s requirements for revenues
collected for and transferred to other
entities.”

Mike de Jong
Obtained $20.2 billion to continue spending

No specific dollars were mentioned by
de Jong, but they clearly were delineated in Bill 11.

Even though de Jong’s Budget and
Fiscal Plan was accompanied by detailed spending Estimates for each
government department and program,
there is no chance those Estimates – as
they must be each year – will debated
and passed by the legislature before
adjournment.

To finance the government’s operating
expenditures for six months – or,
as the Interim Supply bill described it,
‘6/12 of the main Estimates for
the fiscal year’ – the government’s
request is for slightly more than $20.2
billion.
A further $576 million is expected to
suffice for capital expenditures, along
with another $1.4 billion earmarked for
transfers to a variety of public entities, notably the B.C. Transportation
Financing Authority, TransLink, and
universities and colleges.
The introduction of an Interim Supply
measure in early March – and in an
election year – illustrates at least a
couple of things.
First, despite being scheduled to sit
from February 14 through to May 18
– more than a week after the general
election on May 9 – it is certain that the
House will rise sometime in the next
week or so.

But with Interim Supply delivered
through Bill 11, the government will be
assured of sufficient funding to operate
from April 1 – the beginning of the
fiscal year – through to the end of
September.
However, new Estimates must be
debated and adopted by the Legislative
Assembly before October 1.
Second, with adjournment likely to
occur sometime soon after the middle
of March, those MLAs who are seeking
re-election may be expected to immediately hit the hustings. Which means that
B.C.’s 41st general-election campaign
– due to be officially called on April
11 – will unofficially get underway well
before that date.
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Bruce Ralston
Asked about changing either Budget or election dates

***
An interesting exchange of sorts took
place in the House on March 7 when
Bill 11 – after it had sailed through second reading – went through clause-byclause scrutiny during the ‘committee
stage’ of debate.
Leading the way from the opposition
benches was Bruce Ralston, who filled
in for an absent Carole James, the New
Democrats’ designated Finance critic.
Often one of the more dogged questioners in the House, Ralston began with
an atypical softball: “... can the minister
explain the tradition and the reasoning
behind” the Interim Supply’s request for
a half-year’s operating funds?
As is his wont, de Jong responded
with an exceedingly verbose reply that
clocked in at nearly 750 words.
In essence, the Finance minister described how the BC Liberals had instituted into the province’s parliamentary
and election calendars a number of

Continued on p. 5
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Interim-Supply Bill provides $20.2 billion to fund government operations through May election, continued from p. 4

‘fixed’ dates, the combination of which
demanded significant Interim Supply
funding in an election year.

billion – will be spent this year without
having received any legislative scrutiny.

Specifically, the Speech from the Throne
and the Budget, both of which occur
annually, are scheduled to be delivered
on the second and third Tuesday of each
February, respectively.
Plus, a provincial-general election is required every four years, and the date for
each tilt is fixed for the second Tuesday
in May.
On top of all that – or, more accurately,
sandwiched between the Budget and
election dates – is the end-date of the
province’s fiscal year, March 31, and the
beginning of each new fiscal period on
April 1.
“This year we are in that four-year
cycle,” de Jong explained to Ralston.
“British Columbians will go to the polls
on May 9, meaning that this place will
adjourn and the [Budget] Estimates
process, the second part of the budgeting process, won’t be completed.”
And because the Estimates’ debate will
not be finished by the time the legislature adjourns for the general election, a
significant quantity of Interim Supply is
required until a new Parliament is called
into session.
Ralston confirmed de Jong’s description of the issue, saying the need
for six months’ of Interim Supply
“results from the confluence of two
facts: the fiscal year ending March 31
and the obligation to continue supply
after April 1, 2017, and a fixed election
date.”
Therefore, he continued, “the budgetary
process in the Legislature is truncated ... in the sense that there is not the
scrutiny that comes with the Estimates
process, which involves ... [each cabinet]
minister appearing before a committee
and answering questions, typically from
opposition members, about the detail
of the budget for that particular
department.”
The bottom line is that approximately
half of the government’s annual operating Budget – again, more than $20.2

Perhaps there is a better way, Ralston
suggested.
Some MLAs, he said, “have noted that
difficulty and proposed that the Budget, in an election year, be moved in a
different way in the calendar so that the
budgetary process could be complete.”

adhere to those dates. They’re not
very set if we keep changing them
periodically.”
***
The six-month Interim-Supply Bill raises the question of how soon after the
province’s 41st general election the new
Legislative Assembly must be called
into session.

The bottom line is that approximately half of the
government’s operating Budget – again, more than
$20.2 billion – this year will be spent without having
received any legislative scrutiny.

Or, another option, might be “moving
the election date from the fixed
election date as it is now, in May, to a
fixed election date in the fall to avoid
that.”
De Jong responded to Ralston with the
observation that “to the extent that I
hear suggestions or criticisms or alternative approaches, it generally comes
from those suggesting a shift in the
election date as opposed to a shift in the
budgeting process.”
The Finance minister continued – again,
at length, even at one point confessing
that it was “a very long-winded way of
saying” – that neither he nor the Clark
government supported the notion of
altering dates previously set in law by
the BC Liberals.
“It wouldn’t be my intention to recommend changes to either date – for
the tabling of the Budget or the spring
election,” said de Jong.
“Wherever in the calendar those dates
are set ... and depending on the circumstances that exist, it will be possible for
people to suggest an attempt at manipulation,” he continued.
“I think it’s more important that we
have the dates, that they are set, that we
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In 2000, the New Democratic Party
government of Ujjal Dosanjh introduced and passed the Budget Transparency and Accountability Act.
Among the bill’s many provisions was
one stating that in the event a general
election intervened before the spending
Estimates for a fiscal year had been
passed, new Estimates had to be
presented ‘as soon as reasonably
practicable.’
A year later, of course, the NDP was
routed at the polls by the BC Liberals,
and the new government decided to
make more definitive the requirement
of recalling the legislature to pass new
Estimates.
The amended Budget Transparency and
Accountability Act now states that if a
general election intervenes before the
Estimates are adopted, a re-elected or
newly-elected government must table
new Estimates ‘no later than 90 days
after the post-election appointment of
the Executive Council.’
So, currently, even though the provincial government has sufficient monies
– thanks to de Jong’s Interim Supply
measure – to run until the end of September, the Legislative Assembly has to
be called into session within 90 days

Continued on p. 7
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Helmut Pastrick PART ONE
Chief Economist
BC Central 1 Credit Union

interview
By Jeff Davies

What’s your view of the BC government’s new Budget?
The BC Liberal government continues to
run a fairly conservative fiscal approach
and stance. The government’s overall
finances are in good shape.
Surpluses have emerged over the past
three or four years or so, and the plan is
for another surplus going ahead for the
next three years.
And as long as the economy does not fall
into a recession then I fully expect them
to meet their fiscal targets.
So what grade overall would you give
the Budget?
Well, you know, it really depends on
your perspective. If you’re a fiscal
conservative I think you’d give it high
marks, probably in the ‘A’ category.

Well, in general, the question was what
would give one the biggest bang for the
buck so to speak, and typically I think it
would be personal income tax cuts [that]
would affect the majority of taxpayers,
and the MSP premium cut also affects
many as well.
It depends on the magnitude of these
cuts. If one were to have a 50 per cent
cut on the MSP premiums, if it was a
complete elimination, depending on the
size of the tax cut, a personal income
tax cut could also be as great if not
larger.
So it depends on magnitude, but in
general, personal income tax cuts
probably have the biggest bang for the
buck.

Helmut Pastrick

charge those health premiums. How
sound a policy was that in the first
place?

So what did you think of the wisdom
of that move of cutting MSP premiums I guess you could question that; that’s
for 50 per cent of British Columbians? right. Perhaps the better move would
have been not to implement MSP
premiums but to increase health funding through general taxation revenue.
That would probably have been, in
some sense, a simpler way to go, but
“Frankly, income inequality has increased in North
I don’t recall the circumstances at the
time.
America, particularly the U.S., and it’s occurring in

Canada according to some of the data I’ve seen, and I
suspect B.C. as well is part of that.”

- Helmut Pastrick
If someone is from a position of a more
social sphere, then probably a ‘C’,
potentially even a lower mark.
The general approach has certainly been
to generate surpluses, contain spending,
which they’ve done very well, and to
limit expenditure growth. And certainly
there are some elements of our society
that would like to see that particular
component increased.
Heading into this Budget, I understood you were in favour of a cut in
personal income taxes. Is that correct?

Well, certainly MSP premiums have
been around for a while and are meant
to obviously top up health revenue, but
it’s something most don’t like, including
businesses.
I believe it was initially introduced as
more of a temporary measure. In that
sense, it’s certainly desirable to have that
removed. After all, our taxes do pay for
much if not all of health services in any
case.
B.C. is often described as a bit of an
outlier on this because it does still
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It’s likely that increasing taxes potentially or cutting in other areas was not
deemed to be politically desirable.
You talked about how this will be
received differently in different sectors. What do you think of the new
program spending?
A lot is going to Education, in particular implementing that Supreme
Court decision on class size and
composition. Also more money for the
child welfare system and for health
care.
I think certainly it’s appropriate when
we invest in what economists would
term human capital – training, education – so that’s always a desirable area
for investment.
Continued on p.7
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Interview, continued from p. 6

Interim-Supply Bill, continued from p. 4

It enhances labour quality and in general
that feeds through to a better labour
force and enhanced, in theory, better
economic performance, better flexibility
and adaptability to changing times and
changing technologies.

Well, (laughter) I think in some quarters
that’s valid. You know this government
has a low debt-to-GDP ratio as well, so
certainly when it comes to fiscal space
or capacity there is room for more
spending.

The Opposition often accuses the
government of balancing the Budget
on the backs of the poor, the vulnerable, the needy children and so on.

But, again, it depends on one’s ideology
ultimately, and obviously this government wants to see low-debt levels and
Budget surpluses and certainly that
does come at the expense of spending
in some areas.

When you look at the government’s
record on spending in recent years,
the fact is this the fifth-straight
balanced Budget. What do you
think of that criticism? Just how
valid is it?

How prudent are the government’s
growth projections, just over two per
cent the next couple of years?

Well, I think in some quarters it does
have merit. Frankly, income inequality
has increased in North America, particularly the U.S., and it’s occurring in
Canada according to some of the data
I’ve seen, and I suspect B.C. as well is
part of that.
So, I think there’s been a fair amount
of both economic and social research to
suggest that, to the extent a country, a
region or a province has less income
inequality and social inequality, it
actually enhances economic growth.
We’re also hearing in response to this
Budget that the government is simply
putting back what it took out. What
do you think of that criticism?

Prudent, as has been their practice.
The Economic Forecast Council
averages typically come in somewhat
underneath that, a decimal point or two,
but really the key is not much real GDP
growth.
It’s all the other components that drive
revenue and expenses, and the BC
government document outlines that
very well.
What are the main risks to B.C.’s
fiscal status?
I think the main risk is from external
sources, to what extent we will see
economic growth in the U.S. and the
global economy outperform or underperform. Will we see an economic
recession or crisis event unfold in the
next three years?
No one can really predict that with any
accuracy. Certainly it’s conceivable
there are any number of crisis flashpoints – I’m referring to geo-political
– that could erupt.

Jeff Davies

When it comes to an economic
recession, at this point the available
information, leading indicators and
such, suggest that there’s nothing on
the horizon that will see the U.S.
fall into a recession, or Europe or
China.

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.

In fact it looks like growth in 2017 and
2018 in the U.S. and the global economy is actually going to be a little bit
better than it was in 2016.
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of a new government being sworn into
office.
How soon after the general election does
that swearing-in ceremony take place?
There is no statutory requirement for
when that must occur, and the time in
recent years has varied.
Since 1996, every provincial-general
election – there have been five – has been
held in May, with the new Executive
Council sworn into office in June.
In 1996 and 2001, 20 days elapsed
between the general election and the
swearing-in ceremony, and in 2005 that
number stretched out to 30 days. In 2009
and 2013 the numbers were 29 and 27
days respectively.
Generally, then, between three and four
weeks elapse from election-day to the
formation of a new cabinet.
This year the general election will be held
on May 9, so it would not be surprising
if the newly-elected government was to
take their oaths of office during the week
of May 29 to June 2.
(No day of the week has been favoured
over any other during the last five
ceremonies. In 1996 it was Friday; in
2001, Tuesday; 2005, Thursday; 2009,
Wednesday; and in 2013, on Monday.)
In the event that the newly-returned
government takes office at the end of
May or beginning of June, the Budget
Transparency and Accountability Act’s
90-day requirement means the legislature
will be re-called in the first week
of September.
And the whole cycle will begin again.
***
Readers will note that the $20.2 billion in
Interimr Supply is much less than half
of the 2017/18 Budget’s forecast expenditures of $50.2 billion.
The Budget, however, is presented on a
GAAP basis, and so includes the SUCH
sector. The province’s direct spending
-- from the Consolidated Revenue Fund
-- this year is pegged at $41.0 billion.
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Perhaps operating under the old adage that
‘a change is as good as a rest,’ a long–time
political ally of Premier Christy Clark is
taking on a new political appointment as
one he’s held for nearly six years is set to
expire.
Bill Cunningham, a governmentappointed member of the board of directors at Simon Fraser University, has been
named by Clark to the board of directors at
Emily Carr University of Art and Design
in Vancouver.
He’s joining on the Carr board a number
of lobbyists previously appointed by the
Clark Liberals, including Kim Peacock,
formerly the managing partner at Edeleman Canada West (now at K2 Strategies)
and Zdenka Buric, a partner at National
Public Relations.
(Another board member at the college
with an Edelman connection is Lynda
Brown-Ganzert, who a decade ago was a
vice-president with the firm.)

as Clark, her then-husband, Mark
Marissen, and David Basi – the former
BC Liberal aide who was charged with
fraud and breach of trust in the BC Rail
scandal – Cunningham actively organized
west-coast Liberals to rise-up against
Chretien.
Alas, when the ballots were counted the
majority government Martin had inherited from Chretien was reduced to a shaky
minority. Cunningham, campaigning in
Burnaby-Douglas, lost a squeaker to New
Democrat Bill Siksay, ending up just 934
votes short of victory.
The defeated Burnaby Grit promptly
took a job in the Martin government’s
Vancouver office – funded by taxpayers –
organizing visits by cabinet ministers and
generally promoting the interests of his
party.
In 2006, however, the Martin era came
to an end as Stephen Harper’s Conservatives won their own minority government.

Cunningham is well-known to voters in
Burnaby, where he sought election to the
In Burnaby-Douglas, Cunningham again
House of Commons as a federal Liberal on was bested by Siksay, who increased his
three separate occasions.
margin to 1,244 ballots. (The Grit also lost
his job in the regional ministers’ office,
His first run was in 2004, when
which was taken over by the Tories for
Paul Martin – fresh off overthrowing
their own purposes.)
the incumbent Prime Minister, Jean
Chretien – made his first attempt to win
Cunningham fared even worse in 2008
a general election as Leader of the Liberal when he made his third and final attempt
Party of Canada.
to win a House of Commons’ seat. Siksay’s closest foe on this occasion was a
Along with such backroom Grit strategists Conservative, and Cunningham trailed the
winner by a whopping 8,800 votes.
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His public career at an end, Cunningham
had to wait three more years before he
got a political reward of any kind. In
February 2011, Clark became Leader of
the BC Liberals, and weeks later she took
over the Premier’s office – and in October
of that year she named Cunningham to
the board of directors at Simon Fraser
University.
He was reappointed in 2014, and then
again in 2016, with his current term at
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SFU set to expire in September.
***
Cunningham is far from the only politically-connected recipient of a recent government appointment to a post-secondary
board of governors.
Alan Shuster, who served as Clark’s
riding campaign manager in 2013 – when
she lost the seat to NDP newcomer David
Eby – nonetheless was named to the
University of British Columbia’s board in
February 2014.
A lawyer, Shuster once practiced in downtown Vancouver at the Liberal-friendly
firm of Farris Vaughan Wills & Murphy,
then left to join Blast Radius, ‘a global
branding and digital marketing agency.’
He currently works at a Montreal-based
company that offers ‘cross-channel
marketing automation software,’ and in
February he was re-appointed to the
prestigious UBC board for second time.
Also reappointed to the UBC board was
Sandra Cawley, a close business associate
of Vancouver realtor Bob Rennie, who
for many years served as the BC Liberals’
senior bagman.
Cawley first was named as a university
director in 2016, and then re-appointed in
February.
She works in Vancouver as a real estate
appraiser and development consultant,
and Rennie has said she does ‘all’ of his
‘inventory numbers.’
Cawley has not been a significant
political donor, but Rennie’s firm, Rennie
Marketing Systems Ltd. – according to
records at Elections BC – gave the BC
Liberals more than $280,000 between
2005 and 2015.
The BC Liberals’ own records for 2016
show that Rennie last year contributed
another $6,000 to the government party,
plus an extra $20,400 so far this year.
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