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The school division in the area, the Louis Riel
School Division, is trying to work at it, but they do
need the help of the provincial government. The
Minister of Education (Mr. Bjornson) does not seem
to feel that it is a priority and keeps saying that, well,
the Public Schools Finance Board is the one that
should look after this. That is not government, that is
not leadership and that is not what we expect from
the Minister of Education. The leadership of looking
after the community comes from the department. The
buck stops at the minister's office. Do not slough it
off to the PSFM. The buck stops here.

I believe there is someone on the second floor
here in this building who said that at one time. That
was the Premier (Mr. Doer). The buck stops here.
Now whether it does or not, | do not know. I think
there are a lot of other areas that slip by that office
that he is not aware of.

Mr. Speaker, there is just so much to talk about
on this Budget. | know the Member for ElImwood
(Mr. Maloway), | could hear him talking about the
graffiti in the area that he is very, very concerned
about in his constituency, and | agree with him. The
Member for EImwood is a very conscientious consti-
tuency person. He is concerned about the appearance
of the graffiti and the vandalism in his constituency,
and | agree with him. There should be more pressure
put on the Minister of Justice (Mr. Mackintosh), just
like he, |1 am sure, is advocating for, to clean up his
constituency, to clean up all the constituencies, not
only here in Winnipeg but throughout Manitoba, that
have a problem with graffiti, vandalism and gang
activity. Those are the things | think all people in
Manitoba look for.

I concur with the Member for ElImwood that, just
like he is lobbying with the Minister of Justice, so
are we, to get these things changed so that we can get
these things out of the way. The member is correct in
saying that a lot of things still have to be done.
Instead of just putting out press releases, which the
Minister of Justice is very adept at, he can do those
pretty well, but there should be some sort of action
behind a lot of these things.

We talk about, a little bit, I mentioned briefly
about the increases in user fees. One of the things
that it is going to hurt a lot of people in Manitoba is
the increase in deductible for Pharmacare. It really is
something that is going to hit the vulnerable, the
people that are sick. A lot of seniors are going to be

hit by this. It is going to put an added burden on how
they budget their fixed income. | really do not think
the Minister of Health (Mr. Chomiak) was thinking
when he did this. | know that he was under pressure
from the Minister of Finance (Mr. Selinger) to
balance his department. The most vulnerable have
been the ones who are being victimized by this.

* (17:10)

I think, Mr. Speaker, that there has to be some
sort of reckoning. This is not a good decision.
Seniors, the vulnerable and the sick are the ones who
are going to have to pay for this additional deduction
on their Pharmacare, and | think that it is going to
hurt the people.

When you look at the amount of money that the
Government is spending on sandwich factories and
for laundry facilities of $20 million, | think that it
makes it very, very recognizable where the priorities
are for this Government. They are not with trying to
help the seniors and the elderly and the people who
are on fixed incomes that have to try to satisfy their
prescriptions and not have the funding available
when they look at the amount of money that goes
into a sandwich factory or a laundry facility for $20
million. I think that that is a lot of things.

Mr. Speaker, you look at the administration costs
in the WRHA, the Winnipeg Regional Health
Authority. The estimates of the additional costs in
that, for administration, are up to, | believe, almost
$18 million. That is phenomenal. That is a phe-
nomenal amount of money that goes through the
Health Department's budget, but it does not go to the
system to correct the system.

We have heard the Premier say, when he first ran
in 1999, that one of their pillars of running was the
fact that they were going to correct health care.

An Honourable Member: In six months and $15
million.

Mr. Reimer: | have still got—oh, my light is still on.
I am sorry, | was temporarily distracted. It is a
guandary, Mr. Speaker, as we talk about the amount
of money that is spent on these sandwich factories
and that.

As | mentioned, the WRHA, their budget, |
believe, is up $18 million over what was originally
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utilized for the administration of this department. So
a lot of people are looking at this, recognizing that
the Government is on the wrong track. They look
back to when the Government talked about fixing
health care for $15 million and, in six months, they
would end hallway medicine, get it all corrected.
They remember the lines that the Finance Minister
has come out with: "My position stands that we did
not get elected to raise taxes." He said that on
September 24, 2003. He also, a couple of months
later, in November of 2003, said, "We did not get
elected to raise taxes." Remember that quote? | like
this quote the best.

One of the other quotes that the Premier said is,
and | quote, "My quote was that | was old-fashioned
because | believe a promise made should be a
promise kept." Yet what have we got?

We have new taxes; we have user fees; we pay
more for our registration on our car. The seniors are
paying more. Bus fares may be going up because of
it. Property tax may be going up because of it. |
revert back to the line that the Premier said, "We did
not get elected to raise taxes."

Mr. Speaker, | will not be voting for this Budget.
Thank you very much.

Mr. Jim Maloway (EImwood): Before | begin deal-
ing with the Liberal subamendment to the Budget, |
would like to take about 30 seconds to deal with my
missing private member's statement form earlier
today, Mr. Speaker. We thought it was a reasonable
way to deal with it, just to read it into the record at
the beginning of the budget speech.

What | wanted to say was the River East Access
Centre will provide a one-stop source of information
to area residents, and staff will work closely with
organizations in other sectors to support community
activity and contribute to the development of robust,
healthy neighbourhoods.

Now, to deal with the matter at hand here, Mr.
Speaker, | wanted to begin by recognizing the
Member for Turtle Mountain (Mr. Tweed), because
it is my understanding that he has won a nomination
and may likely succeed in ensuing elections. So he
may not be with us here in the House much longer
than a couple of weeks from now. He will be out
having to work really hard knocking on doors and
chasing Liberals around the constituency and

whoever else he might find out there. | did want to
wish him well and hopefully see him in Ottawa at
some point in the future on a future visit. Certainly |
have always had a very good experience with that
particular member.

Now, before | came up to the Chamber a while
back, the Member for Inkster (Mr. Lamoureux) was
delivering his speech, and, you know, the windows
were rattling in my office. | thought, | better get up
here quick before he destroys the place, but the
member, of course, is getting ready for the federal
election as well, | can imagine, and no doubt just a
little bit concerned about where he is headed in this
one. Two or three months ago things were looking
good for the Liberals right across the country. They
were running at 50 percent-plus and they had a
coronation for their new leader and it looked like
nothing could stop them, and here, two months later,
they will be lucky perhaps to even get a majority
government, probably a minority government.

I did note that our federal leader, Jack Layton,
had made some suggestion that if we are in a
minority situation, he might support the Liberals. |
wanted to get out quick here and suggest that maybe
that is not such a good idea, because if Jack Layton
takes some time to consider how we ran our affairs
here in Manitoba in the last 20 years and, in fact, the
NDP in Ontario, we were in a situation back in 1988
where two or three of us, and wrongly so, | might
add, were in favour of dumping the Filmon govern-
ment right off the hop and installing the Liberals.
Well, we lost that battle.

As it turned out, of course, | think the caucus
decision was the correct one, that we supported the
Conservatives and worked at the Liberals from both
sides, which is the way to do it. We took them out
one at a time from the left and they took out a few
from the right, and, you know, working together
worked out quite well.

So | would suggest that the federal party should
pay some attention to this, that if the NDP federally
is in a position where it has a choice between
supporting basically a corrupt, tired, old government
and moving on with something new, they should
look at moving on with something new, negotiating
maybe a two-year deal and moderating whatever
form the new government would take and then over
those next two years could proceed to eat up more of
that Liberal vote.
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To support them as we did in 1972 to 1974, we
got some concessions from them federally, but it
worked to our detriment, because all they were able
to do was stay in power for two more years and
restructure themselves. They came back with the
same old leader, but, you know, they managed to
take us back.

So, once again, | am just a little concerned that
we might want to get caught up here in supporting a
long-standing government, that the public would
punish us for supporting at the end of the day.

Now, Mr. Speaker, | think the Opposition finally
is coming alive here in the Legislature. They have
been kind of without traction for the last couple of
years, sort of lost, not really knowing where they are
at. The former Member for Lac du Bonnet was one
of their stars. He was trying to get things going here
for a while, but things could not-[interjection] Yes,
there were some entertaining moments when he was
here. There were two or three of them that were
working together. The Member for Fort Whyte (Mr.
Loewen) would get fired up about something, but
then he would make a mistake and get fired from his
position, criticize Crocus, so they just could not
shoot straight for a while.

* (17:20)

Now they have tried almost everything in the
book. You know that playbook is pretty well worn.
The coach has been trying new plays and they have
been running into the sidelines and not getting
anywhere, fumbling the ball a lot. Anyways, now
they are trying a different tactic, but at the end of the
day the Opposition are using scare tactics to try to
win back that 10 percent or 20 percent they need to
get back in the game. I mean, we all know that 20
percent of the public support us, right or wrong, 20
percent support the Conservatives, right or wrong.
The Liberals have some support in there as well. It is
that 10 percent to 20 percent that we all chase to try
to gain seats and gain the government.

So we see members of the Opposition standing
up day after day, asking for more roads. | mean, they
even read the numbers of the roads into the record.
They have got a petition where they want this road
paved, they want that road paved. They turn around
two or three minutes later, and they want the taxes
reduced. Mr. Speaker, they want the Budget
balanced. Do they think this through? | mean, at least

our leader in past elections, and certainly in prepara-
tion for the elections, used to insist, used to demand
that all proposals were costed. But we have never
seen that from this Opposition. | do not think they
even tell the leader where they are going. The
Member for Fort Whyte comes up with a big plan,
and he just goes out and does it. | mean, the Attorney
General knows this. The leader is driving around in
his car and he hears the Member for Fort Whyte
announcing some new position on Crocus and
finance and so on. | mean, how can you run a party
on that?

The members over there who were here back in
1986 know that sometimes telling that big tale over
and over again actually works. | remember the big
story about the bridge to nowhere, and nobody on
our side believed that you could possibly get away
with such a thing. They even had a picture of this
bridge. It was the Selkirk bridge, and they kind of
clipped off the edge. They handed out leaflets, and it
showed this bridge appeared to be going to nowhere.
They handed it out and just kept repeating it often
enough that I think people actually started to believe
it. That is one of the sad, sad commentaries on life in
this House that you can actually take a story like that
and make an issue out of a bridge, just a lonely old
bridge out there in Selkirk, and call it a bridge to
nowhere and start selling this and get people
believing you. You know, people believe it if it says
"new," or if it says "as seen on TV," or if an elected
official is saying it; 20 percent of the people are
going to believe it. All they have to do is convince
another 20 percent and they are home free.

So, Mr. Speaker, this is where | think they are at
right now. They are grasping at straws. They are
trying to scare people. They are trying to convince
people that they should somehow have a right to
govern. The public did not believe them when they
came up with their $1-billion plan in 1999.

They were doing not so bad, right? | mean, here
we were sitting in our campaign office with no
phones because they called it right after the Pan Am
Games in the middle of summer in the middle of a
telephone strike, knowing that the opposition, who
we were at the time, could not even communicate
with our people. We were sitting there with no
phones. At least we had electricity. What happened
was they did themselves in. They shot themselves in
the foot. They announced this billion-dollar spending
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plan and tax reduction scheme and people did not
believe them. There was a credibility gap.

The fact of the matter is the members were
spending a lot of money. If you take any addition of
debt, look back to the years when Howard Pawley's
government was in and take the equivalent number
of years the Filmon government was in power, the
debt of the province increased almost an equal
amount. We lost that argument by just a sliver. We
increased the debt just slightly more than they did,
but they have no monopoly on sound financial
management.

Mr. Speaker, while we are dealing with the
Liberal subamendment. The Liberal subamendment
talks about the Government's failing to set priorities
well and manage fiscal resources well. This is
coming from a party that cannot explain $100
million in Ottawa.

This is just the beginning. We have not got to the
bottom of this scandal yet. As a matter of fact they
are talking about having an election quick so that we
can get this over with. | can just imagine what is
possibly going to come out after the election. If they
think this is the best time to go for an election, these
are the best conditions, what could possibly be at the
other end of the rainbow here?

The members talking about managing fiscal
resources, well, let us look at the federal debt. We
talk about the Manitoba debt and the member
previous was talking about $16,000 in debt for every
person in the province. Well, that pales in
comparison to the federal debt. Where do you think
this federal debt came from? It came from Pierre
Trudeau and his reign. Then Mulroney came in
power and the debt just kept rising and rising. These
are from the fiscal Conservatives over there, the
smart business managers, the guys who know how to
run the economy.

They have all the answers on the economic side.
What do they do? They drive the debt right up
through the roof, where we have no choice in the
matter, where we had to do something about
reducing the debt.

Paul Martin did not have a choice, just like Roy
Romanow did not have a choice in Saskatchewan
when he balanced the budget. The Tory government

of Gary Filmon was not the first provincial govern-
ment to bring in balanced budget legislation and
balance the budget. It started in Saskatchewan with
Roy Romanow and, by the way, not because he
wanted to do it, | am sure, but because he had no
choice. He had no choice.

The Filmon government proceeded to balance
the Manitoba Budget after the Saskatchewan govern-
ment. Once again, he did not have a lot of choice,
because if you do not take steps to reduce the debt, if
you do not take steps to balance the Budget, the bond
raters get you at the end.

The fact that we have got two improvements
from bond-rating agencies in our credit rating should
be testimony enough that this Government is doing
the right thing, that this Government is headed in the
right direction. That is the way a provincial govern-
ment or any government should operate.

You will spend to the detriment of the province
if you end up being downgraded by Moody and the
other bond raters in the financial markets.

That is what the governments of 10 years ago
were faced with. They could not possibly increase
the debt anymore than they had because their interest
costs would increase and their services would be
decreased, so a number of governments starting with
Romanow, with Filmon, with Paul Martin, got the
deficit under control. What they did was they just
stopped running deficits, but it did not mean that
they were making any meaningful changes in the
total debt. They just were not increasing the debt
any. You can do that and you can be successful until
the economy turns negative, and then you are going
to be even in worse shape. So you have to start
paying down the debt.

Where were previous governments in that whole
issue? They did not recognize that here in Manitoba.
This Government was the first government that
recognized that we had an unfunded pension liability
and that the debt had to be paid down. As a result,
we are paying $96 million a year over the next 30
years to pay down the debt and to take care of our
unfunded pension liabilities.

We also introduced a measure to make certain
that, with newly hired people in the Government,
their pension liabilities were taken care of on a go-
forward basis.
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So we took care of all the new hires through the
budgeting process, and we are taking care of the
unfunded liability by amortizing it over 30 years.
That was not being done, Mr. Speaker, by the
previous government.

Mr. Speaker, how could you possibly show any
sort of sensible financial management by allowing an

unfunded pension liability to keep increasing year
after year after year?

Mr. Speaker: Order. When this matter is again
before the House, the honourable member will have
14 minutes remaining.

The hour being 5:30, this House is adjourned
and stands adjourned until 1:30 p.m. tomorrow
(Tuesday).



