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I nvest igat ions into polit ical cont r ibut ions m ade
by Oakville Hydro cam e to a close Monday, with
the m ajor ity of council sat isfied the relevant
facts are known and that  sim ilar donat ions
cannot  happen in the future.

A report  presented to council by the legal
departm ent  confirm ed Oakville Hydro m ade
cont r ibut ions to the Ontar io Liberal Fund
totaling $8,000 in 2008 and $9,500 in 2009 to
purchase a table of 10 seats each year at  the
Annual Liberal Heritage Dinner in Toronto.

The report also said Oakville Hydro, which is
owned by the Town of Oakville, m ade
cont r ibut ions to the Ontar io Liberal Fund of
$250 in 2008 and $500 in 2009 to purchase
t ickets to events in support  of Oakville MPP
Kevin Flynn.

These donat ions drew considerable at tent ion
back on Nov. 15 when around 200 residents crowded into council cham bers, m any visibly angry about  what
they saw as the m isuse of taxpayer funds.

I t  was a very different  story Monday, with only 15 people at tending the m eet ing.

Even so, anger over the cont r ibut ions could st ill be heard during the evening’s only delegat ion.

“Whether this am ounted to paper clips, a hill of beans or thousands of dollars, it  was sim ply wrong in pr inciple
and should never have been allowed to happen on your watch, ” said resident  Russ Robertson.

“You are not  a nat ional or provincial governm ent . You have no role in part isan policy. Your job is to deliver
com m only-needed services, local services, on a cost -effect ive basis.”

A report  by the Town’s I nternal Audit  Director Pierre Sauvageot , presented to council on Monday, exam ined
these donat ions and found Oakville Hydro’s form er president  and chief execut ive officer (CEO)  approved them  in
accordance with the Oakville Hydro Corporat ion’s purchasing policies and procedures and expense lim its for the
CEO.

The report  also found Oakville Hydro had no writ ten policy to provide a fram ework for the m anagem ent  of
donat ions and sponsorship act ivit ies.

These policies have since been changed with council vot ing Monday to alter Oakville Hydro’s shareholder ’s
agreem ent  to prohibit  the corporat ion from  making any donat ions of cash and/ or goods and services, including
the purchasing of t ickets to polit ical events, to any polit ical party, const ituency associat ion, candidate or for any
other part isan polit ical purpose whatsoever at  any level of governm ent , including federal, provincial,  m unicipal
or school board.
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On the topic of invest igat ing the cont r ibut ions further Town Solicitor Douglas Carr said a num ber of opt ions had
been exam ined including holding a judicial inquiry, a review by a com m it tee of council,  review by a cit izen’s task
force, an integrity officer invest igat ion and a staff invest igat ion.

Each of these opt ions had advantages and drawbacks.

A judicial inquiry, for exam ple, would result  in a thorough invest igat ion conducted by an independent , respected
person with experience, however, it  would also be very lengthy and expensive.

Town staff conservat ively est im ated such an inquiry could cost  at  least  $500,000 with the potent ial for the costs
to clim b considerably higher if the proceedings were conducted in an adversar ial fashion with m any witnesses
and lengthy exam inat ions and cross-exam inat ions.

Other opt ions had credibilit y and jur isdict ional disadvantages while others would not  actually have the power to
com pel witness part icipat ion.

Ward 5 Town and Regional Councillor Jeff Knoll prom oted the com m it tee of council opt ion and int roduced a
m ot ion calling for the invest igat ion to determ ine such things as who approved the cont r ibut ions, who was
involved in the approval process and/ or who directed Oakville Hydro m anagem ent  to m ake the cont r ibut ions?

The invest igat ion would also seek to find out  who at tended the two events in quest ion in 2008 and 2009 and
whether the board of directors was aware of the donat ions;  if not ,  who knew as indiv idual m em bers of the
board and was this issue ever discussed at  the board level either before or after the donat ion was m ade?

“ I  do believe council is qualif ied to do this for one key reason. All of us, all 13 of us, were elected by the public.
I f there is anybody that  has the qualif icat ions and the credent ials to serve the public interest  and safeguard the
public purse it ’s us. That ’s what  we’re elected to do,” said Knoll.

“ I  do think the quant ity of m oney is not  as im portant  here as the percept ion that  there has been an abrogat ion
of the public t rust  and I  think we need to do what  we can to t ry to m ake sure that  our electorate, our voters and
neighbours, our fellow com m unity m em bers believe that  we have done everything we can to solve this issue.”

Num erous councillors, including Ward 2 Town Councillor Pam  Dam off, Ward 4 Town and Regional Councillor
Allan Elgar, Ward 4 Town Councillor  Roger Lapworth and Ward 6 Town and Regional Councillor  Tom  Adam s
spoke against  Knoll’s m ot ion stat ing m any of the quest ions surrounding the donat ions had already been
answered, that  the public did not  want  an expensive invest igat ion, and that  such donat ions would never happen
again because of the prohibit ion placed in the shareholder’s agreem ent .

Ward 6 Town Councillor  Max Khan at tacked the idea of using a com m it tee of councillors to invest igate the
cont r ibut ions stat ing this m ethod would not  be valid.

“Councillor Knoll has said this is not  a kangaroo court ,  but  I  would subm it  this would be nothing but  a kangaroo
court  if this was to be set  up, ” he said.

“There’s no power to sum m on. There’s no sanct ions for per jury. There’s no way to com pel evidence. You can’t
protect som eone from  breeching a confident iality agreem ent  and none of the councillors here have any judicial
t raining. One of the issues I  also have is that  it  sets a very dangerous precedent  when we say fellow councillors
have a duty to or are required to invest igate other councillors. ”

Ward 3 Town Councillor  Dave Git t ings said he would support  Knoll’s m ot ion stat ing that  closing this issue in an
open and t ransparent  way was im portant .

Oakville Mayor Rob Burton, who took responsibilit y for the cont r ibut ions back on Nov. 15, also raised object ions
to Knoll’s m ot ion.

“To spare the Town, in m y m ind, the r idiculous situat ion of spending m ore m oney on this than was spent  in the
first place I  stepped forward and took responsibilit y for that , ” he said.

“How it  happened and who author ized it — done, plugging it  so it  can’t  happen again — done, invest igat ing it ,
actually — done. The reports everyone has quoted tonight are before you. As a m at ter of fact ,  as I  look at  this
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list  of quest ions there is nothing on here that  has not  been given so for that  reason I ,  too, will not be support ing
this m ot ion.”

I n the end, Knoll’s m ot ion was defeated with only Knoll, Git t ings and Ward 5 Town Councillor  Marc Grant  vot ing
in favour of it .

Ward 2 Councillor Cathy Duddeck and Ward 3 Councillor Keith Bird were absent  from  the m eet ing.

This article is for personal use only courtesy of InsideHalton.com - a division of Metroland Media Group Ltd.
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