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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Tuesday, April19, 1994 

The House met at 1:30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 

PRESENTING PETITIONS 

Old Age Pension 
Request to Federal Government 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): Mr. Speaker, I 
beg to present the petition of Marie Seaton, George 
Hickey, Marion Wheaton and others requesting the 
Legislative Assembly urge the federal government 
not to make any changes to the age of eligibility for 
old age pensions and a copy of this petition be sent 
to the federal Minister of Fmance. 

Curran Contract Cancellation and 
Pharmacare and Home Care Reinstatement 

Ms. Becky Barrett (Wellington): Mr. Speaker, I 
beg to present the petition of Bill Ormonde, Fred 
Tycoles, Kim Budge and others requesting the 
Leg islative Assembly of Manitoba urge the 
Premier (Mr. Filmon) to personally step in and 
order the cancellation of the Connie Curran 
contract and consider cancelling the recent cuts to 
the Pharmacare and Home Care programs. 

Handi-Transit Service 
Long· Term Plan 

Mr. George Dickes ( Point Douglas): Mr. 
Speaker, I beg to present the petition of Barry 
Hammond, Scott Kroeker, Harold Shuster and 
others requesting the Legislative Assembly of 
Manitoba urge the Minister of Urban Affairs (Mrs. 
Mcintosh) to consider working with the City of 
Winnipeg and the disabled to develop a long-term 
plan to maintain Handi-Transit service and ensure 
that disabled Manitobans will continue to have 
access to Handi-Transit service. 

Curran Contract Cancellation and 
Pharmacare and Home Care Reinstatement 

Mr. Harry Schellenberg (Rossmere): Mr. 
Speaker, I beg to present the petition of D. 
Abarientos, C. Bewsky, Gildred Aloro and others 
requesting the Legislative Assembly of Manitoba 
urge the Premier (Mr. Fllmon) to personally step in 
and order the cancellation of the Connie Curran 
contract and consider cancelling the recent cuts to 
the Pharmacare and Home Care programs. 

READING AND RECEIVING PETITIONS 

APM Incorporated Remuneration and 
Pharmacare and Home Care Reinstatement 

Mr. Speaker. I have reviewed the petition of b 
honourable member (Mr. Maloway). It complies 
with the privileges and the pmctices of the House 
and complies with the rules. Is it the will of the 
House to have the petition read? 

Some Honourable Members: Dispense. 

Mr. Speaker: Dispense. 

The petition of the undersigned citizens of the 
province of Manitoba, humbly sheweth that: 

WHEREAS the Manitoba g ov ernm ent 1ras 
repeatedly br oken promises to support the 
Pharmacare program and has in fact cut benefits 
and increased deductibles far above the injlatio11 
rate; and 

WHEREAS the Plrarmacare program was brought 
in by the NDP as a preventative program which 
keeps people out of costly hospital beds and 
institutions; and 

WHEREAS rather than c uttin g benefits and 
increasing deductibles the provincial government 
should be demanding the federal government 
cancel recent cuts to generic drugs tl10t occurred 
under the Drug Patent Act; and 
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WHEREAS at the same time Manitoba government 
has also cut home care and implemented user fees,· 

and 

WHEREAS the Manitoba government paid an 

American health care consultant over $4 million to 
implement further cuts in health care. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that 

the Legislative Assembly urge the Premier to 
personally step in and order the repayment of the 
$4 million paid to Connie Curran and her firm 
APM Incorporated and consider cancelling the 

recent cuts to the Pharmacare and Home Care 
programs. 

• (1335) 

TABLING OF REPORTS 

Bon. Linda Mcintosh (Minister of Urban 
Affairs): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to table the 
Annual Report 1992-93 of the Department of 
Urban Affairs. 

Bon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Rural 

Development): I would like to table two reports: 
the Annual Report 1992-93 of The Manitoba 
Water Services Board and the Annual Report 1993 
of The Municipal Board. 

Introduction of Guests 

Mr. Speaker: Prior to Oral Questions, may I 
direct the attention of all honourable members to 
the gallery where we have this afternoon 17 
teachers from Thailand under the direction of Mr. 
Wayne Eons and Mr. Rob Bend of Dakota 
Collegiate. They are guests of the Deputy Speaker 
(Mrs. Dacquay) and the honourable Minister of 
Government Services (Mr. Ducharme). 

Also this afternoon, from the Grant Park High 
School we have twenty-eight Grade 11 students 
under the direction of Mr. Norman Roseman. 'Ibis 
school is located in the constituency of the 
honourable member for Crescentwood (Ms. Gray). 

Also, from the Edward Schreyer School we have 
ninety Grade 9 students under the direction of Mr. 
Bob Grant, Mayor Don Mazur and Mrs. Susan 
S hednovack. This school is located in the 
constituency of the honourable Minister of Labour 
(Mr. Pramik). 

On behalf of all honourable members, I would 
like to welcome you here this afternoon. 

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

Advertising Guidelines 
Tabling Request 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Opposition): Mr. 
Speaker, my question is to the Premier. 

Last fall I wrote to the Provincial Auditor 
dealing with ads that the government had paid for 
with taxpayers' money labelled, the Film on 
government has done this and done that. 

The Auditor wrote back and said: I have written 
the Minister of Finance recommending that the 
government consider developing more explicit 
guidelines in this area, specifically defining to 
what extent to which the political element is 
acceptable in ads paid with taxpayers' dollars. 

I would like to ask the Premier today whether he 
could table the guidelines for advertising to 
delineate between ads for the public interest and 
ads that should be properly paid for by political 
parties. 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, 
firstly, this government is doing no more, in fact 
probably less in the way of advertising than the 
New Democratic government of which this 
member was a part ever did. They took out 
full-page ads with the picture of Howard Pawley. 
You may recall I tabled one in the Legislature 
because they did not even have his name spelled 
right. 

They took out all sorts of ads for all sorts of 
purposes that were more than a little questionable. 
The member has very little credibility making this 
kind of assertion in the House. 

I will tell him that we, as we always do, take 
seriously recommendations from the Auditor and 
what the Auditor requests is being done. As soon 
as we have more to report, we certainly will. 

Manitoba Lotteries Corporation 
Advertising Campaign 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Opposition): Mr. 
Speaker, I would ask the government to table the 
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guidelin e s  w h i c h  were re commen ded in 

November. 1bis is the first time ever, that we can 

recall, that the Provincial Auditor bas raised this 
issue and asked that the guidelines be developed 

by a government-

An Honourable Member: She said we were right 
and you were wrong. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Mr. Doer: Mr. Speaker, if the Premier is unable to 

produce the guidelines five months later, that is 

very unfortunate for the people of this province. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the Premier 

bow much money is being spent for the provincial 
Lotteries Corporation ads. Who was involved in 

designing those ads? Was the Premier's Office 

involved in designing those ads? Would that 

money not be better spent on programs such as the 

Village Clinic that bas been cut back, rather than 

advertising that it is being paid for under that 

jurisdiction? 

Bon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I 

would say, just to correct the member opposite, 

that the Provincial Auditor did not raise this issue. 

The Leader of the Opposition raised the issue as a 

political issue. 

She did not recommend any guidelines to us. 

She did not say we were wrong. She said that it 

might  be  wise t o  have those guidelines. 

[interjection] Well, Mr. Speaker, the hypocrisy of 

the members opposite on this issue. 

When they were in government, they spent a 

m illion dollars advertising Limestone, Mr. 

Speaker. Did anybody need to know about Lime
stone, a Manitoba Hydro investment that was 
being made as a government policy? They had to 

spend a million dollars advertising it, including 
over $200,000 to a firm from Montreal that they 
hired to handle the advertising campaign and the 
publicity campaign for Limestone. 

It is shocking, the hypocrisy of this member 
opposite-shocking. 

Rural Economic Development 
Advertising Campaign 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Opposition): I 
have asked the government for the guidelines; they 
cannot produce them. I have asked the govemmem 
how much money the Lotteries ad cost; be cannot 
produce that. I have asked whether that money 
would be better spent on clinics that this particular 
government bas cut back; he cannot produce thai: 
answer. 

I will ask another questioo, Mr. Speaker. 

Is the government contemplating running 
pre-election ads on rural economic development? 
Has the Premier's staff b e en involve d  ia 
developing those ads, and how much will it cost 
the taxpayers if you are producing those ads7 

• (1340) 

Bon. Gary Filmon (Premler): Mr. Speaker, I am 
sorry that the Leader of the Opposition is in such 
desperate straits these days that he bas to try and 
manufacture an issue like this. 

This government is spending far less ia 
advertising than the govennnent of which he was a 
part ever did. This govemment will go along willa 
the recommendations of the Provincial Auditor. 
We will come forward with the guidelines, and we 
will provide all the infomationhe bas requested in 
due course. 

Universities 
Funding Formula 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Fiin Flon): Mr. Speaker, we 
are not generally expecting any honesty from the 
government this session in this pre-election period. 

Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of 
Education. 

A few days ago, in answer to questions about the 
grant that is being contemplated for the University 
of Manitoba and universities in this province, the 
Minister of Education refused to answer what 
allocation would be going to the university. 

Mr. Speaker, my question to the Minister of 
Education and Training is: Given that the 
university's responcoe to the secret allocation that 
apparently the minister has authorized be given to 
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the university suggests, and I quote, that spending 
authorization approved by the board on March 24 
was based on a 6 percent overall reduction, can the 
minister now clear up for this House what is the 
reduction that the universities face? Is it 6 percent? 
Is it 4 percent? Is it 3 percent? 

Mr. Speaker, people 's lives, the lives of the 
students who are going to these institutions, are 
affected by these decisions. Will he now tell the 
people of Manitoba what he has already told the 
universities-how much are they cutting? 

Bon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Education 
and Training): That information will be 
abundantly clear come tomorrow. 

An Honourable Member: What is the secret? 

Mr. Manness: The member says, what is the 
secret I am following a long-standing practice also 
put into place by the former government when 
most of the spending decisions of government, 
expenditure decisions, have been released within 
the booklet of Estimates. 

Mr. Speaker, I am keeping with that practice. 
That will be available tomorrow when the Minister 
of Finance (Mr. Stefanson) tables his budget. 

Mr. Speaker, let me say what I did do, though. I 
did tell the presidents of the universities when they 
came to see me in late February that I would try 
and share with them before the end of March some 
of the details, some of the broad funding level, in 
confidence. 

I have done that. I have kept my word to that 
end, and so the universities in a broad funding 
sense know the level of support they will be 
receiving. 

Mr. Storie: Mr. Speaker, in this University of 
Manitoba response, they say that 4 percent will be 
the actual reduction that impacts on each unit in 
the university. 

My question is to the Deputy Premier (Mr. 
Downey) and the Minister of Industry, Trade and 
Tourism. 

Given that the Faculty of Agriculture, the 
Faculty o f  Engineering, the Faculty of 
Architecture , faculties and staff who are 

committed to economic development, the 
improvement of our economic activity in the 
province, faculties that are going to create the 
future entrepreneurs that this province needs
those faculties are going to be cut, staffing is going 
to be cut. 

How does this jive with the recommendations in 
the Roblin commission that say we have to tie the 
educational system and the economic activity in 
the province together when we are cutting back 
like this? 

Mr. Manness! Mr. Speaker, the question coming 
from the NDP benches rings hollow when 
members opposite talk about economic 
development. 

Mr. Speaker, I am well aware of what the Roblin 
report has recommended. We will be making a full 
response with respect to the recommendations that 
flow within that report. 

Mr. Speaker, let me point out, the issue here with 
respect to university funding and the decisions 
internal to the level of provincial funding are no 
different within the university setting than they are 
within the public school system. 

Mr. Speaker, those who are receiving the lion's 
share, in this case 80 percent of the funding, they 
are the ones that ultimately in society today, 
whether it is in Manitoba, whether it is in any other 
province in Canada, or anywhere else in the 
western world, are going to have to decide how 
they want to call upon those finite resources. 

Indeed, if the faculty, staff and those providing 
services at universities are not going to take less, 
then obviously there is going to be some impact on 
the total number that are employed. 

The formula is very, very simple. I know the 
member for Flin Flon can understand it. 

Mr. Storie: Mr. Speaker, yesterday, one of the 
questions raised on this side was the question of 
this government's sense of responsibility. They 
make the cuts and then they consult. 

Mr. Speaker, my question: Has the Minister of 
Education and Training sat down with the faculties 
that are going to be affected by this cutback, as 
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much as 6 percent we understand from the 
university's response, and determined what the 
impact is going to be on those faculties particularly 
that support economic development and economic 
activity in this province? 

Has the minister done that prior to making this 
announcement? 

• (1345) 

Mr. Manness: Mr. Speaker, no, we are following 
the same format that has been in place in this 
province basically for 25 years, and that is, a global 
amount is allocated to the Universities Grants 
Commission, and the Universities Grants 
Commission allocates that between universities. 
That formula has not changed. 

I dare say that the Roblin report, of course, when 
you look at the recommendations, is challenging 
the management and indeed the boards at various 
universities to begin to lay into place priorities. 
That will be the broader challenge that society is 
going to ask the universities to take and decide, 
ultimately, within the scarce resources, which of 
the faculties are going to receive the larger share. 

I accept what the member is saying. Indeed, that 
will be the challenge that will be put to all 
universities, not only in Manitoba but across the 
land. 

Economic Growth Rate 
Government Prediction 

Mr. Paul Edwards (Leader of the Second 
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, my question is for the 
Minister of Finance. 

Tomorrow is budget day yet again in Manitoba. 
What would be nice would be to have our 
provincial government actually accurately predict 
the growth rate in this province. 

Over the last five years, the government has 
every year overestimated growth. That is the key 
prediction for the government to make, because 
flowing from that the revenue predictions are 
made. 

The total misprediction is 7.6 percent over those 
five years. In 1989 they predicted 3.5; we got 1 .1. 
In 1990 they predicted 2; we got 1.6, and so on and 

so forth. Every year they have not just been wrong. 
they have overestimated growth. The govemmeot 
has never been right in the last five years. 

What assurances can this minister give the 
public that they will even be close this year to the 
real growth that is going to happen in this 
province? Does the minister have anew computed 

Hon. Eric Stefanson (Minister of Finance): Mr. 
Speaker, first of all, the Leader of the second 
opposition party makes an incorrect assumption in 
directly tying revenue to economic growth. There 
is a correlation, but there is not a direct relationship 
between economic growth in your province and 
what your revenues will be, because of the types of 
revenues that the province does in fact receive. 

If he took the time to look back at the last two 
fiscal years in particular, 1993-94 that we just 
completed, '92-93, he will note that basically our 
projections, the areas within our jurisdictio� 
within our control, our own revenue sources. our 
own expenditures are right on targeL 

If you look at the reduction in 1993-94, it was 
primarily driven by one item, and that was a 
significant reduction mid-year in our transfer 
payments from Ottawa. That is what drove it. 
Those numbers are provided at the start of the year 
to all recipient provinces. No recipient province 
anticipated those kinds of reductions. 

If you look at the results today in terms ofbow 
provinces have fared, New Brunswick is off by 
$ 100 million, Pri nce Edward Island has come ia 
with their budget being double what it was 
projected to be, a province like Saskatchewan was 
off the mark-although I know the Leader of the 
Opposition suggests that they were on the mark 
-but because of a change in accounting they were 
able to book back in excess of $ 150 million. 

I will say to the Leader of the second opposition 
party, our projections are the best that they can be 
at the point in time when you deliver a budget. I 

have a great deal of confidence in the numbers that 
have both been provided in the past and, certainly. 
the numbers that we will be providing to this 
House tomorrow, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Edwards: Mr. Speaker, this is the great 
government of pass the buck. The fact is not only 
have they been wrong every year, every year they 
have overestimated all of those unknown factors. 
How come every year they overestimate growth? 

Provincial Deficit 
Government Prediction 

Mr. Paul Edwards (Leader of the Second 
Opposition): My second question for the minister, 
Mr. Speaker. 

In addition to always overestimating growth, 
they chronically underestimate deficit. They 
underestimated it in four of the last five years by a 
total amount of $473 million, almost $100 million 
a year. 

The difference this year is that the government 
has the opportunity to call an election before they 
are proven wrong. This will be the year where they 
will not have to account for the numbers they get 
wrong. 

My question for the Minister of Fmance: Has he 
got a new method, because he has never been right, 
he has always overestimated growth and he has 
a l w a ys underes timated the deficit.  What 
assurances can he give the voters of this province 
this year that he might be close? 

• (1350) 

Hon. Eric Stefanson (Minister of F'mance): Mr. 
Speaker, I can tell by the supplementary question 
that the Leader of the Second Opposition Party did 
not listen to a word I said. It is abundantly clear by 
his supplementary question. 

I just indicated to him, in 1993-94, our own 
revenue sources are right on target, our own 
expenditures are right on target, and the issue that 
has driven the adjustment in the deficit is the 
reduction in equalization payments as has occurred 
right across Canada. 

I have had the opportunity to speak with the 
bond grading agencies,  to speak with the 
underwriters, and I can tell you and this House, 
Mr. Speaker, that they highly regard the Province 
of Manitoba, and that is why you get comments 
from organizations, like the Dominion Bond 

Rating company, calling Manitoba the most 
fiscally responsible government in all of Canada 
since 1987. 

Economic Growth Rate 
Government Prediction 

Mr. Paul Edwards (Leader of the Second 
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, they have never, ever 
been right. They have never been right not only on 
growth, not only on deficit, but the great long
range forecasting that was promised at t he 
beginning of this government, Sir. They have 
never been right on that. In the last four years, they 
have missed that by $920 million. 

My question for the minister: They have been 
wrong on these e very year. Why have they 
consistently taken the approach that the minister 
takes today, the Brian Mulroney, Kim Campbell 
approach--it is somebody else's fault; we do not 
really know? 

Why do they not be honest with the people of 
this province and tell us what the real growth rate 
is, because the real growth rate is way behind the 
national average? The 16,000 people who are not 
working today, who were five years ago, they 
know that Why does not this Minister of Finance? 

Hon. Eric Stefanson (Minister of Finance): I 
guess, Mr. Speaker, the Leader of the second 
opposition party is falling into that rut that if you 
repeat an inaccuracy over and over, sooner or later 
some people are going to believe it, and maybe the 
media will report it. 

All I can do is repeat to him , if he looks at the 
Estimates in '93-94, if he looks at the Estimates in 
'92-93, credibility is built around your ability in 
terms of your own numbers, the numbers that you 
provide and your ability to come in on target on 
those numbers, and we have done just that. 

If you look at the adjustments that have flowed 
from the federal  government in terms of 
equalization, those have been the issues that have 
adjusted our bottom line. As has happened, if the 
member of the second opposition party wants to 
call and contact some of his colleagues in Prince 
Edward Island, if he wants to talk to somebody in 
New Brunswick and find out and take the time to 
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understand transfer payments, I know equalization 
is a complicated formula, but I would encourage 
the Leader of the Second Opposition to take the 
time. 

He talks about wanting to do balance in this 
House, to come and speak with knowledge on 
issues and to bring credibility in terms of dealing 
with issues, Mr. Speaker. I encourage him to do 
that, to take the time to look at those kinds of issues 
and to do his homework before he asks any 
questions. 

Health Care System Reform 
Consultations 

Mr. Dav e  Chomiak (Kildonan): Mr. Speaker, as 
the minister is aware, many useful suggestions 
have been made regarding real health reform. I 
note from a document that I reviewed this morning 
that a number of matters about real reform have 
not been dealt with, things like poverty, growth, 
fee for service, the high price of technology, the 
high price of drugs, the expanded role of nursing, 
an expanded community-based health care. None 
of these things have been done by this government 

When will this government stop slashing and 
cutting and deal with the real aspects of health 
reform as indicated in that document'? 

Hon. James McCrae (Minister or Health): The 
honourable member is correct. Much has been 
done and much remains to be done, and we will be 
improving our health care system and making it 
sustainable by working very closely with health 
care providers and consumers in this province, as 
we have been doing for the past several years. 

The honourable member's suggestion leads one 
to the conclusion that the main plank in the 
campaign platform of the New Democratic Party 
today in this House and outside is that we should 
consult. Well, Mr. Speaker, you cannot have 
consult on the one hand, pandering on the other, 
especially when quality consultation is exactly 
what has been going on in this province. 

I will be speaking shortly after Question Period 
today, I understand, and will outline some of the 
moves forward we have made, but the honourable 
member and his colleagues are not p artners, 

unfortunately. I have repeatedly invited the 
honourable member to become a partner and he 
has opted not to do that, an d  I can only wonder 
why. 

* (1355) 

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Speaker, all of those points 
that I suggested the government has not moved on 
health reform are part of the minister's owD 
document which he probably has not read. They 
have been cutting and slashing and not even 
dealing with their own document 

My supplementary to the minister is: Since the 
MNU this morning has put out a working paper 
that suggests many of the same things in the MNU 
d o cument that the government originally 
s u ggested have been do ne, what will the 
government do to actually involve the communi1y 
in real health reform'? 

Mr. McCrae: I refuse to accept the policies that 
the honourable members opposite embrare, those 
being the poli cies emb arked on i n  our 
neighbouring provinces of Ontario, Saskatchewan. 
Alberta and British Columbia. All of those 
provinres, because they left reform too late, have 
had to embark on a slash-and-bum approach to 
health care reform. We have not been doing that. 

The document the honourable member refers to 
is one that I refer to very frequently in my now 44 
communities that I have visited in this province, 
and it continues to enjoy unanimous support. 

The honourable member says he supports it, b.a 
everything he does and says works again-;t the 
achievement of the goal s  outlined in that 
document, Mr. Speaker. 

C onsultations-Nursing Organizations 

Mr. Dave C homiak (Kildonan): My final 
su pplementary to the minis ter: W il l  the 
government which has now included doctors in 14 
more of the 46 committees working on health 
reform, will the minister undertake today to 
promise this House that nurses aides, members of 
the community and other caregivers will be 
included in these 46 working committees of which 
27 now have doctors, Mr. Speaker? 
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Hon. James McC rae (Minister of Health): 
Recently, Mr. Speaker, we were not able to partner 
as well as we should with members of the medical 
profession. 

For many, many years in Manitoba, 
governments have had quite a problem reaching an 
understanding with the medical profession. We 
have been able to do that and we are very pleased, 
because I think it was yesterday the honourable 
member or his colleague referred to physicians as 
the gatekeepers, and if you do not have the 
co-operation and support for reform measures by 
those gatekeepers, you are not going to get very 
far. 

Our door is wide open for members of the 
nursing profession. We already work with many, 
many members of the nursing profession on many, 
many of these committees, and will continue to do 
so. We value their input. 

The honourable member's input always has a 
slant to it that has little to do with patient care and 
everything to do with labour issues, Mr. Speaker, 
and sometimes that is not so helpful. 

Educati on System 
Guidance C ounselling 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): Mr. Speaker, 
child abuse is a serious and growing problem in 
our society today, partially as a result of economic 
policies that have led to greater poverty and 
unemployment. 

Violence is another problem in the schools that 
is growing, as well as substance abuse. There are 
more broken families during these difficult 
economic times that are taking place at this time, 
and yet this government has seen fit to eliminate 
many guidance counsellors, which is obviously a 
growing need in our schools as a result of its 
funding policies over the last couple of years. 

I want to ask the minister how he is proposing to 
deal with this growing need in our schools and in 
society in the form of curriculum and other 
program development for the schools. 

Hon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Education 
and Training): Well, Mr. Speaker, the question 

posed by the member is so far-reaching and is so 
fundamental to so many of the discussions that are 
taking place with respect to all levels of society 
today, I think it is unfair that he tries to cast in the 
terms of the education system being the solution to 
all of society's ills. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I recognize full well that we 
have tried in society through our education system 
to reach out to many of the realities of difficulty 
within society, and to that end we will continue to 
try to do our best. I am not one who stands here and 
believes that the education system, in itself, can fix 
all the problems that the member has brought 
forward in his question. 

* (1400) 

Mr. Plobman: Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the 
minister, in view of the fact that he acknowledges 
that the education system plays a very important 
role in dealing with this issue, why he has cut, 
eliminated the position responsible for guidance 
and child abuse program development in his 
Curriculum Branch as a result of his latest moves 
in reducing and devastating the Curriculum 
Branch in this province. 

Mr. Manness: Mr. Speaker, I was chastised 
before by the member for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie), 
the bench seatmate of the member for Dauphin, for 
not disclosing university funding. 

I can say to the member, there will be 
information. It will be forthcoming in the budget 
that will deal again with the curriculum 
development branch. 

Mr. Speaker, I would say to the member for 
Dauphin also, wait until tomorrow when there will 
be greater certainty around not only the question 
that he poses but indeed the question posed by the 
member for Flin Flon. 

Mr. Plohman: Mr. Speaker, that is precisely why 
we are asking the question now. If that position has 
been eliminated in times of growing need, we want 
a commitment from this minister, and that is what 
I am asking for, that he will in fact expand these 
services rather than eliminate those services during 
the time that they are in greatest need by the public 
and by the schools of Manitoba. 
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Mr . Manness: Mr. Speaker, if I thought for one 
moment that filling that position would correct the 
societal problems that we have, I would have filled 
that position on coming into office. 

The member may like to try and make those 
viewers believe that because we do not have this 
one consultant position filled, we therefore are the 
cause of the problems he brings before us. I do not 
think many people are going to believe that. I 
know they will not. I know they understand that in 
education refonn, all of us are going to have to 
come to grips in a meaningful way with the 
questions the member brings forward today. 

W orkforce 2000 
Northern Blower 

Ms. Jean Friesen (Wolseley): Mr. Speaker, my 
question is for the Minister of Labour. 

Would the minister tell the House whether or not 
the $80,000 of Workforce 2000 rebate granted to 
Northern Blower over the last two years for 
technological training has been or will be used to 
train those who have taken the jobs of workers 
who have been on strike since the summer of 
1992? 

Hon. Darren Praznik (Minister of Labour): Mr. 
Speaker, I am not sure what the member for 
Wolseley is trying to achieve. 

We as a government do not interfere in the 
negoti ations between companies and their 
employees. We do not think it is appropriate to do 
that That dispute is obviously ongoing. One hopes 
it will be settled. Conciliation services have always 
been available, but I do not think it is right for the 
Ministry of Labour to be involved in choosing one 
side or another in a particular labour dispute. 

W orkforce 2000 
Northern Blower 

Ms. Jean Friesen (Wolseley): Mr. Speaker, my 
supplemental)' is to the Minister of Education. 

Would he undertake to table the curriculum of 
the training programs at Northern Blower to which 
the taxpayers have contributed $80,000, so that we 
may confirm publicly what the Minister of Labour 

has refused to answer, whether or not this money 
was used to train replacement wotkers? 

Bon. C layton Manness (Minister of Edacatioa 
and Training): Mr. Speaker. I see at least the 
member for Elmwood (Mr. Maloway) is off this 
track. He does not dare rise again and ask 
questions on this. 

But, Mr. Speaker, themvitationorthe plea thatl 
provided to the member for Elmwood, I guess I 
also extend to the member for Wolseley. If sbe 
wants me to be able to answer questions specific to 
any company which bas received some offset. 
either against payroll tax and/or a grant after 
training has been provided under the Workforce 
2000 plan, I ask her just to give me a call in the 
morning so I can bring some of that info.onation to 
the House. 

Now today I have infonnation with respect to 
yesterday's question which was on IBM. and I am 
prepared to provide it. I would gladly provide 
infonnation on Northern Blower if that is the 
company of which the member asked a question 
today. But, Mr. Speaker, I have to have some prior 
notice to that and I will attempt in taking notice to 
give an answer on that company tomorrow. 

Ms. Friesen: Mr. Speaker, I do not think the 
minister listened to my question. My questioa 
addressed principle. 

Would the minister undertake, I said, to table the 
curriculum of the training program for which the 
taxpayers have paid $80,000? I ask the minister 
again-it is a principle-will he on principle table 
that curriculum for which the taxpayers have paid? 

Mr. Manness: Well, Mr. Speaker, I will give a 
general response to the question. As I do not have 
the curriculum of the institutions of which we fund 
so greatly, particularly the University of Manitoba 
and indeed all the other universities, as a matter of 
fact the same institution in which the member for 
Wolseley w as a professor, I do not have the 
curriculum indeed for many of these areas. 

But I can assure the member that we have people 
who monitor that curriculum and see exactly the 
in-bouse t r a ining that does take place, see 
specifically what is imparted by way of training 
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knowledge to those employees. Our staff look at 
that and make a judgment and ultimately 
recommend to the branch whether or not that 
course of training within the private company is 
supportable by way of grant and/or payroll tax 
offset. 

That has happened in this case, as has happened 
also within IDM. 

Post-Secondary Education 
Access 

Ms. Avis Gray (Crescentwood): Mr. Speaker, 
since 1991 student financial assistance in this 
province has decreased some 24 percent. We also 
know that with tomorrow's budget there will be 
significant cuts to grants to universities. We know 
that oftentimes the cuts to universities will be 
borne by students who will have to pay increased 
tuition costs and those increased tuition costs 
particularly affect lower-income students. 

My question for the Minister of Education is: 
What measures will the minister be taking to 
ensure that students from all socioeconomic 
backgrounds will be able to afford a university 
education? 

Bon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Education 
and Training): Mr. Speaker, I think the member 
will have to wait until tomorrow to see some of the 
changes that are expected to come forward with 
respect to student loans. 

The member is probably well aware of the 
dialogue that has been in place with respect to a 
new program between the federal and provincial 
governments. They are talking about a new 
cost-sharing dimension with respect to student 
loans. 

I will give a fuller explanation of how it is we 
will  fund our contri bution to that new 
methodology that by all appearances is going to be 
in place. 

Student Fmancial Assistance 
Funding Levels 

Ms. Avis Gray (Crescentwood): Mr. Speaker, I 
have a supplementary to the same minister: 

We know that the federal government has in fact 
announced an increase in student loans. We also 
know that  we have st ill seen a decrease 
provincially in student financial assistance. 

My question to the minister is: Can he assure us 
that, in fact, student fmancial assistance in this 
province will at least be restored to what the levels 
were in 1991? 

Bon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Education 
and Training): Well, Mr. Speaker, I cannot assure 
the member that. I can assure that there will be a 
significant level of funding in place, possibly 
more, but the method by which it is made available 
to students, obviously, may be different. 

So I know my comments, of course, beg further 
questions and, to that end, I will explain that in 
further detail tomorrow and the next day. 

Post-Secondary Education 
Access 

Ms. Avis Gray (Crescentwood): Mr. Speaker, 
with a final supplementary to the Minister of 
Education. 

We know that the unemployment rate for young 
Manitobans now stands at 17 percent, and many 
university students are only going to university 
part time or one-quarter time because they have 
difficulty raising money and in fact finding work. 

Can the Minister of Education, if he is not 
prepared to release the budget figures, at least tell 
this House what strategy he has to specifically 
ensure that students in this province can access 
post-secondary education? 

Bon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Education 
and Training): Mr. Speaker, I cannot envisage a 
situation where a government anywhere in this 
land will be denying a support to those who want 
to  legitimately avail the mselves of the 
opportunities that exist within post-secondary 
education. Our government is no different. There 
will be a significant number of resources that are 
directed towards that end. 

Seeing the member referenced 17 percent youth 
unemployment, I point out to her that it was just a 
month ago there was 22 percent. So we know we 
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are trending down, as a government, in the right 
way, and we know that the supports that we have 
in place, which will be detailed tomorrow, will 
help continue to maintain that trend. 

• (1410) 

Mental Health Care 
Rur al Stress Line 

Ms. Rosano W owchuk (Swan River) :  Mr. 
Speaker, the Canadian Mental Health Association, 
at the request of farm organizations, Manitoba 
Pool, Women's Institute and many others, have 
undertaken to develop a rural stress line for rural 
residents because they recognize that there is a 
lack of services in rural Manitoba and farm 
families are under a tremendous amount of stress. 
Rural organizations and businesses have supported 
by direct donations. People have lobbied the 
government; we have asked the government 
questions on this, but to date they have not 
indicated their support for the rural stress line. 

Will the Minister of Health today indicate 
whether he recognized the importance of this 
service, and will he indicate whether his 
government will put money in place to support the 
rural stress line? 

B on. James  McCr ae (Minister of Health): Mr. 
Speaker, there might be a lot less stress in rural 
Manitoba if some people would come clean on 
where they stand with respect to economic 
development in places like Swan River, for 
example. It would relieve a lot of stress if people in 
the Swan River area knew where their member of 
the Legislative Assembly stood on the whole 
Louisiana Pacific proposal and the oriented strand 
board plant proposal, and the honourable member 
could help a lot if she would shed some light on 
that and show some s u p port for economic 
development in our rural communities. 

Mr. Speaker, the hono u rable me mber's 
question, however, deals with a serious matter 
relating to farm and rural stress that from time to 
time exists. I have been working with the Canadian 
Mental Health Association, with the Pools, with 
the Keystone Agricultural Producers in discussing 
potential plans for a farm and rural stress line. 

Ms. W owchuk: Mr. Speaker, if the Minister of 
Health will check the record in Hansard, he would 
know exactly where I stand on the issue he raised. 

Will the minister recognize that the services in 
rural Manitoba are not adequate and the proposed 
stress line is greatly needed and he should not be 
afraid to put money into it? Will he recognize that 
this is preventative health and something that his 
government should be supporting? 

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Speaker, through the changes 
to the mental health service delivery in Manitoba, 
we are enhancing very, very significantly mental 
health services in rural Manitoba and in northem 
Manitoba. 

The honourable member for Thompson (Mr. 
Ashton) will bear witness to the fact that I was 
extremely pleased to be able to announce that we 
are going to be putting about 40 people to wotk 
enhancing mental health services in the Thompson 
area. 

The honourable member for The Pas (Mr. 
Lathlin) and the honourable member for F1in Flon 
(Mr. Storie), I think, are aware tbal we are going to 
be putting about 20 people to work enhanciDJ 
mental health services in their areas. This is 
happening in Westman, in Eastman, north ao4 
south as well as Interlake. 

As I began to say to you in my last answer, we 
are working with these various groups to see what 
role the government can play in getting such a 
program started. I have made it clear to those 
proponents of the program that we do not want to 
own this program but that we are willing to discuss 
becoming a partner in getting it started. 

Ms. W owchuk: Mr. Speaker, since other 
provinces recognize that rural people deserve 
services equal to urban people and other provinces 
recognize that this service is important, businesses 
recognize that this service is important, will the 
minister, today, indicate whether or not he is 
standing with the farm organizations and rural 
business people and support this service to rural 
Manitobans? 

Mr . McCr ae: Mr. Speaker, since I was elected to 
this House in 1986 I have been standing with any 
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organization working towards the enhancement of 
rural and farm life. I do that along with all of my 
colleagues on this side and we do so very willingly 
because those are the people we represent. 

I would like to know where the honourable 
member stands on issues like Ayerst Organics, on 
issues like Louisiana Pacific. I would like to have 
their full-blown support for these proposals 
because we want to put people to work in this 
province. 

Mr. Sp eaker: The honourable member for St. 
Johns has time for one very short question. 

Domestic Violence Court 
Backlog 

Mr. Gord Mackintosh (St. Johns): Mr. Speaker, 
just when there is an alarming increase in youth 
crime in Manitoba and an increase in the reported 
incidence of spousal abuse, and given backlogs of 
up to one year in the Provincial Court of Manitoba, 
of all times, this government cuts back on the 
judges available to deal with this crisis. 

I might remind the Minister of Justice a fact of 
which she is aware, that women in Manitoba 
abused by their partner just two or three months 
ago are now being told that the accused will not go 
to trial until January of 1995. 

I ask the Minister of Justice: Will she table 
information in this House showing how bad the 
backlog will be in the Provincial Court once 
Manitoba is deprived of the equivalent of three 
judges in the short term and, to my understanding, 
six judges permanently? 

B on. Rosemary Vodrey (Minister of Justice 
and Attorney General) :  Mr. S peaker, the 
member is, I believe, continuing to confuse the 
issues of the operation of the courts and the 
domestic violence court in which we are taking a 
very active stand and a very active role in 
attempting to reduce the backlog within the 
domestic violence court. 

Let me also correct him again. He continues to 
make a mistake today that he has made on other 
occasions, and I think it is very important to let the 
people of Manitoba know that there are three 

vacancies on the court now and those vacancies 
exist because one judge has become the chief 
provincial court judge, another has moved to the 
Court of Queen's Bench and another has resigned. 

I made it clear yesterday in answering the 
question that the process is in place that we will be 
filling those vacancies, and in addition to any 
further retirements judges are now indicating to the 
chief provincial court judge those who wish to 
retire will continue to work up to approximately 90 
days. 

So we certainly are making every effort to 
ensure that there is not a backlog on the courts of 
Manitoba. 

Mr. Sp eaker: The time for Oral Questions has 
expired. 

NONPOLnnCAL STATE ME NTS 

Western Canadian Bantam AAA Hockey 
Championship 

Mr. Speaker: Does the honourable Minister of 
Rural  Development have leave to make a 
nonpolitical statement? [agreed] 

B on. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Rural 
Development): Mr. Speaker, I am honoured to rise 
in the House today to recognize a group of young 
Manitoba athletes who are to be highly 
commended for their superior hockey talent which 
was recently showcased at the Western Canadian 
Bantam AAA Hockey Championships held in 
Kamloops, British Columbia. 

This energetic team is widely known as the 
Russell Rangers and were the first rural team in the 
history of Manitoba to represent our province in 
the championship games. 

The whirlwind tour started in Dauphin when the 
Russell Rangers came to Dauphin and defeated the 
Winnipeg Monarchs to become the first-ever rural 
team to seize the Manitoba Bantam 
Championships. 

After a grueling weekend in Kamloops, Mr. 
Speaker, the Russell Bantams overcame the Prince 
Albert Pirates 4-2 for the bronze medal. 
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This team consists of ten 15-year-old players 
and six 14-year-old players, all from the Russell 
area. Their names are Ryan Robson, Corey 
McNabb, Kevin Marygold, Shaun Schmitz, John 
Witzke, Daniel Bulischak, Kenny Chuchmuch, 
Nigel Rubeniuk, Dion Deschamps, Jon 
Montgomery, Dion Petz, Sean O'Brien, Andrew 
Fenton, Jarrett Adam and Devron Kobluk. 

Also, I would like to make a special mention of 
the Russell Bantams goalie, Danny Bulischak, 
whose outstanding talent earned him the most 
valuable player in this tournament. Another 
member of the team, centre Ryan Robson, was 
named to the all-star team, a great honour for Ryan 
and also for the team. 

I would also like to give special mention to the 
Rangers' coaches, Mr. Bob Chuchmuch, Gary Petz 
and Ken Schmitz, who have dedicated their time, 
their energy and their love of the sport to do 
everything they possibly could to make this team 
the best they can be. 

I ask all members of the House to join me today, 
Mr. Speaker, in congratulating this fine group of 
young Manitobans. 

• (1420) 

Manitoba Winter Games 

Mr. Sp eaker : Does the honourable Minister of 
Energy and Mines have leave to make a 
nonpolitical statement? [agreed] 

Bon. Donald Orchard (Minister of E nergy and 
Mines): Mr. Speaker, on Friday last I made a 
nonpolitical statement. The Moffat family, Bob 
and Uz-Hansard indicates that they were in the 
40-over category. They were in the 40-under 
category, and they might take some offence at 
being in the wrong age group. They were gold and 
silver medal winners respectively. 

ORDE RS OF THE DAY 

THRONE SPE E CH DE BATE 
(E ighth Day of Debate) 

Mr. Sp eaker : On the adjourned debate, the eighth 
day of debate, on the proposed motion of the 
honourable member for Sturgeon Creek (Mr. 

McAlpine), for an address to His Honour the 
Lieutenant-Governor, in answer to his speech at 
the opening of the session. The matter is open. 

Bon. James McCrae (Minister of Health): :Mr. 
Speaker, earlier in Question Period, I indicated that 
I would have a chance to speak later. One of the 
members opposite, the member for Wellington 
(Ms. Barrett) suggested that I might not get to taJk 
very long, and she was right because my speech 
time today is limited by an all-party agreement So 
the honourable member for Wellington ought to 

check with her House leader before she makes 
comments like that from her seat. I go along 
willingly with the agreement. As a former House 
leader, I know how these things get worked out. I 
mention that, though, for the benefit of the 
honourable member for Wellington. 

An Honourable Member: No, no, you can go as 

long as you want, Jim. 

Mr. McCrae: I thought we had an agreement? 

Mr. Speaker, like all the others, I am pleased to 

join in this debate and thank you for your fine 
service to the House • 

I call attention to the first Speech from the 
Throne from our new Lieutenant-Governor in 
whom I and many other Manitobans are extremely 
well pleased. We believe he is well positioned to 
bring grace and dignity to the job that he does as he 
is doing. 

(Mr. Marcel Laureodeau. Acting Speaker, in tbe 
Chair) 

I join the others, also, in welcoming an the new 
members to this Legislature. I wish them well in 
their work. I suggest that their constituents will be 
better served if we all work together as 
co-operatively as we can. 

This is a throne speech which I am pleased to 
support, having listened to a few of them in my 
time in this place. I think the one we heard recently 
here , read by His Honour the Lieutenant
Governor, is one that ranks well in terms of a 

report card on where we are and where we want to 
be as a province and as a people here in Manitoba. 
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I was very honoured, pleased and challenged last 
September to be appointed Minister of Health for 
the Province of Manitoba, Mr. Acting Speaker. It 
is a challenge for any minister right across this 
country, as any one of them will attest to very 
quickly. 

We are in a time in our history when we have to 
stand b a ck and look and see whether our 

institutions are serving us well, and whether they 
will continue to serve us well into the next century. 

You see, Mr. Acting Speaker, it is not good 
enough for us and our generation to have enjoyed 
the highest level of health spending in our history 
and to have enjoyed a high-quality health care 
system, but to leave nothing for our children. That 
is not right; it is not fair. It is not why we are here 
on this earth, to leave less behind us than we came 
to, so we should, all together, work together to 
make improvements to our health care system so 
that it can be sustained for many, many years to 
come, not only for my children and yours, but for 

theirs too. So provinces right across the country are 
embarked on health care refonn plans. 

Just passed to me a moment ago, before I began 
my com ments , was a press clipping from 

S askatoon, S askatchewan-! believe it is a 
Canadian Press wire service story-dated 
yesterday. It is from Saskatoon. It says: Staff cuts 

will increase elective surgery waiting lists at 
Saskatoon hospitals, says the president of the 
provincial health board. We would anticipate some 
increases, John Malcolm said Monday. About 200 
union and nonunion workers at the three hospitals 
lost their jobs in layoffs announced Friday. 

This is in a small city compared to Winnipeg, the 
city of Saskatoon, Saskatchewan. 

The article goes on, Mr. Acting Speaker: 
Malcolm stressed the board will closely monitor 
waiting lists and make changes where necessary. 
Starting in May, one hospital in the city will 
function every third Friday, as if it were a statutory 
holiday, with fewer workers. 

An Honourable Member: Where is that? 

Mr. McCrae:  This is  in S askatoon, 
Saskatchewan, our neighbours to the west. 

An Honourable Member: That i s  an NDP 
government. 

Mr. McCrae: Yes, that is right. That is an NDP 
government, in Saskatchewan, is it not? They have 
an NDP government in British Columbia as well. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, I remember these things 
because I, from time to time, am asked by 
honourable members opposite to be mindful that 
changes and reductions at St. Boniface Hospital, 
for example, have an impact. I know they have an 
impact. They have an impact on jobs, and they 
have a potential impact on care. Although the 
research and the studies and the evaluation of the 
situation since those closures and changes has 
resulted in a report that patient care, and patients 
returning to hospital as a result of poor care, there 
is no difference before or after the changes at St. 
Boniface Hospital. That is happening here in my 
province. I look at British Columbia, and I am 
reminded that their way of dealing with the crisis 
that we face in health care in this country is to 
close a major urban hospital called Shaughnessy 
Hospital in Vancouver. That was the response 
there. 

The response in Ontario bas been-I do not 
know if my running count is up to date. The last 
figures I had were that they had closed 3,500 beds 
in Ontario and thrown 1 4,000 hospital staff out of 
work. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, I do not say those things to 
be critical of those provinces. I say those things to 
be critical of the kind of hypocrisy of honourable 
members opposite when they suggest that they 
somehow are critical of what we are doing here in 
Manitoba with a planned approach as laid out in 
the Quality Health for Manitobans: The Action 
Plan, which was put out by my predecessor in the 
spring of 1 992. The things we are doing are 
consistent with that plan, and that plan enjoys the 
unanim ou s  supp ort of everyone who was 
consulted. That is, over 13,000 Manitobans have 
been involved in that c onsultation and 
implementation process. Honourable members 
opposite would leave the impression that somehow 
that consultation is not happening when indeed it 
is. 
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Health refonn and change in recent months have 
also meant the announcement of a province-wide 
breast screening program, the announcement of 
our support for future midwifery programs, 
changes and improvements to our home care 
system, which, at Seven Oaks Hospital, includes a 
private company, We Care Home Health Services, 
which honourable members opposite were quick to 
attack before checking with the patients who are 
benefiting from that pilot project The patients who 
are served by the We Care Home Health Services 
in conjunction with Seven Oaks Hospital like the 
program and like the services that are being 
delivered. Our friends opposite hate it, and that 
tells me a little bit about how tuned in honourable 
members opposite are. 

Mr. Acting Spe aker, we are into a lung 
transplant program. We are into enhanced 
psychiatric training for general practitioners in 
Manitoba. After many years of need, we have 
decided that we will have to do without the support 
of the federal government with respect to forensic 
facilities. Very recently I was able to announce in 
Selkirk the future long life of the Selkirk Mental 
Health Centre with the advent of a new forensic 
service delivery system operating out of that 
centre. 

We have announced mental health service 
improvements in Thompson, in Flin Flon, in The 
Pas, in Eastman, in south and north Eastman, in the 
Interlake area. We have opened a self-help office 
in conjunction with three or four self-help groups 
in Brandon, Manitoba as well. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, just in case some people do 
not know where Brandon, Manitoba, is, Brandon, 
Manitoba, is about two and a half hours to the west 
of us and is Manitoba's second city. In reference to 
the We Care Home Health Services, honourable 
members opposite refer to the Americanization of 
our health care system because we use the services 
of a firm that began in the city of Brandon. 

Because of support in the community for such 
services and need for those services, that company 
has grown into many, many franchises, and it has 
only done that by serving people well. That is why 
they have grown, and they have been used by the 

Seven Oaks Hospital contracted with on a pilot 
basis to improve service for people on an early 
discharge program. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, health care reform is 
moving forward and is moving forward with the 
support of all kinds of health care providers and 
health care consumers. As honourable members 

opposite might be interested in knowing, they are 
helping us in many, many health care improve
ment committees and task forces that we have at 

work and assisting their fellow citizens and the 
government of Manitoba in the development of a 

quality health system for many, many years to 

come. 

• (1430) 

Before I-I cannot see that. What does that say? 
[interjection] I am sorry, Mr. Acting Speaker. I 
was distracted just momentarily by a member of 
the Liberal caucus who is flogging lottery tickets. 

I do represent, and very proudly so, the people of 
Brandon West in this Legislature, and I have done 
so since 1986. It is not very often I have taken the 
honourable member for Brandon East (Mr. 
Leonard Evans) to task, because for the most part I 
feel he is trying to do his job and I am trying to do 
my job. But once in a while something happens to 

the honourable member for Brandon East, and he 
needs to have a few things brought to his attention. 

If Chatelaine magazine believes that Brandon is 
one of the 10 best cities in Canada, why can the 
honourable member for Brandon East not give the 
city of Brandon credit for something? Why does he 
always downgrade our community? What kind of 
advertisement does he want to put out for Brandon. 
Manitoba? Oh, do not come here anybody. Any 
seed houses should not come to Brandon because 
we do not know how to sell seeds, even though 
Brandon's  own McKenzie Seeds controls 70 
percent of the seed market in this country. But if 
you ever entered into any kind of a partnership 
agreement for growth for McKenzie Seeds, the 
first thing they would do would be leave Brandon. 
Well, they never have yet, Mr. Speaker, and they 
control 70 percent of the markeL 
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I really think the honourable member for 
Brandon East should re-examine his approach. He 
should ask his constituents if they think it is the 
right thing to do for him to take one of the most 
respected citizens of Brandon, in the person of Ray 
West, President and CEO of McKenzie Seeds, 
obviously a well-respected individual in the seed 
business and certainly in the business community 
in Brandon-a very highly respected person. 

To take personal shots at the president and CEO 
of a company which he and his colleagues at 
McKenzi e  Seeds have brought out of the 
doldrums, started making handsome profits, even 
paying back the government of Manitoba the 
money that McKenzie Seeds owes because of past 
misadventures in other times, all of these things 
have been happening with the help of the likes of 
Ray W es t ,  and that is the person that the 
honourable member for Brandon East decides to 
single out for abuse. 

He clearly owes Ray West a very, very sincere 
apology. He owes everybody at McKenzie Seeds 
an apology, the whole community. He owes the 
people of the city of Brandon and the people of 
Manitoba one great big apology for downgrading 
the city of Brandon in the way that he has. 

On the other hand, Brandon is too good a place 
for the jobs that GWE might bring to Brandon. 
They are going to bring a large number. The last 
count I heant it was growing. I do not know what it 
is going to grow to, but it is going to employ many 
Manitobans and Brandonites. The honourable 
member for Brandon East says, oh, the jobs are not 
good enough. 

Well, excuse me. We have raised five children in 
Brandon, and any one of my children would have 
been very happy, had the opportunity arisen, to 
have been able to be employed with a company 
like that. There are many, many other Brandon 
people , young and old, who appreciate the 
opportunity to be employed. It is not good enough, 
Mr. Acting Speaker, to talk jobs, jobs, jobs and 
then be against them every time jobs are created. 

Ayerst Organics is another example. I am a 
Manitoban ,  a western Manitoban and a 

Brandonite, and I am very pleased to see Ayerst 
Organics expanding its operations in Brandon, not 
only for  the e mployment , the high quali ty 
employment that it can generate in my community, 
but also the generation of economic activity, 
employment, jobs all throughout Manitoba and 
beyond in the production of PMU to bring to 
Ayerst to make into pharmaceutical products for 
women around the world. I am proud of that 
development. 

But where is the honourable member for 
Brandon East (Mr. Leonard Evans) when his 
colleague the member for Radisson (Ms. Cerilli) 
and her friends do everything they can to destroy 
that company? Where is the honourable member 
for Brandon East? Well, they used to call him 
bunker Len for short. Maybe there is somethirig to 
that. We wonder where he is when those issues 
come up. We have not heard him say anything 
except, oh, I support Ayerst Organics. Does he say 
that to the face of the honourable member for 
Radisson? Does he say that in the caucus room of 
the New Democrats? What does he say there? 
What does he say publicly in terms of repudiating 
the kind of behaviour of the honourable member 
for Radisson in her attempt to destroy industry in 
Manitoba? Deadly silent, Mr. Acting Speaker, and 
it is very, very distutbing. 

Then I referred in my earlier comments to We 
Care Home Setvices. This is a company that has 
been contracted by Seven Oaks Hospital to 
provide early discharge care for people being 
discharged from Seven Oaks Hospital. The 
honourable members opposite in their opposition 
to all of this do a disservice to their fellow citizens. 
They call into question the ability and even the 
wish of Seven Oaks Hospital to provide quality 
care to the people within their care. I mean, what 
kind of statements have honourable members 
opposite been making about Seven Oaks when 
they have been making those statements about We 
Care and the Americanization of health care, 
so-called, by this Brandon firm in cahoots with 
Seven Oaks Hospital drumming up this plan to 
destroy health care in Manitoba. 



April 19, 1994 LEGISLATIVE ASSE:MBL Y OF MANITOBA 397 

I do not accept any of that. The reason I do not 
accept it is because it is not founded in any facts. 
Another reason I do not accept it is that patient care 
is improving, not as honourable members opposite 
would have you believe, but then again, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, where is the honourable member 
for Brandon East when it comes to defending and 
promoting the growth of a firm that bad its 
beginning in Brandon and is working in a good 
economic climate created by this government and 
bas been able to build itself into a larger company? 

How did it become a larger company? It became 
a larger company because the people value the 
services delivered by that company. Before we get 
all carried away with our socialist mindset, with 
our socialist blinkered dogma, let us look at what is 
right for the people before we get so carried away 
in our opposition to quality improvements in care. 
All of this from an opposition that opposes each of 
our budgets, opposes each of our throne speeches 
every year. You can count on it, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. Why? Because those budgets and throne 
speeches stand for taxes that stay down and not 
grow as they did in the y e ars of the New 
Democrats, a government that stands for and 
works for growth and a government that works for 
the creation of jobs at places like McKenzie Seeds, 
places like GWE, places like Ayerst Organics and 
all of the spinoff from that, places like We Care, 
places like Louisiana Pacific. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, the Liberals ought not to be 
let off the book on this p oint becau se my 
colleagues in the Liberal Party, through their 
Health critic, the other day, jumped right into that 
little trap that somebody laid for the NDP, which 
the NDP were all ready to jump into anyway, but 
the Liberals jumped into it with them. That is that 
issue again of private versus public. 

You cannot for years on end criticize the public 
system, as honourable members opposite do, and 
then be critical also when the private sector is 
brought in as a partner in the delivery of health 
care. 

Now, the private sector is brought in as a partner 
in this one particular pilot project. As I said earlier, 
I await with anticipation the evaluation. What are 

the Liberals going to say if that evaluation comes 
out very positive? What are they going to say then. 
ob, it is still wrong because it is ron by the private 
sector? 

* (1440) 

Well, bow much do you want to be associated 
with the philosophy of the New Democrats, I ask 
my honourable Liberal friends opposite, because I 
am telling you, look at the direction the NDP 
philosophy is going, totally rejected most of the 
eastern world, the socialist dogma that we bear 
espoused from the benches opposite. I caution my 
friends in the Liberal Party, be careful about that. 

An Honourable Member: Just do not call me a 
socialist. 

Mr. McCrae: Well, you know what happens 
when you dance with the devil. Well, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, I did not mean that. I am sorry. I did not 
mean to say that. I withdraw that last commenL 

An Honourable Member: I would think so. 

Mr. McCrae: Yes, I did not mean that. I am sony. 
Do not flirt with the socialists is my advice. I say 
that because the people will soundly reject the 
approaches of the New Democrats as they have 
done in the past. If you get too close to them, you 
will be soundly trounced as well. 

I thank honourable members for their attention. I 
welcome all new members to this House and loot 
forward to a positive working relationship. Thank 
you. 

Mr. Gary Kowalski (The Maples): Mr. Actin� 
Speaker, it is truly an honour and privilege to rise 
to speak in the Chamber today . I must first 
acknowledge the Speaker for the way be bas 
treated all newly elected MLAs. He has treated us 
with fairness, kindness and respect, and for this I -

thank him. 

I also wish to acknowledge the Oerk and bis 
staff for their assistance in our first few months. L 
along with my new colleagues from the class of 
'93, had the opportunity to attend a series of what 
were called orientation sessions shortly after being 
elected. These sessions should have been called 
survival courses for newly elected MLAs. They 



398 LEGISLATIVE ASSE:MBL Y OF MANITOBA April l9, 1994 

are very useful, and I thank the Qerk, the staff and 
all the other people who were a participant in those 
sessions. 

An acknowledgement of the Pages is in order. I 
have already been impressed by these young 
individuals. When there is so much publicity when 
a young person is involved in youth crime or 
violence, it is a shame that the media have not 
taken notice of our Pages and done a story on them 
as examples of some of the best and brightest 
young people in our province. 

In this adversarial environment of partisan party 
politics, I must comment on my colleagues in this 
Assembly. Members from all three parties have 
given me useful advice and encouragement since I 
entered this building. 

Since being elected I have worked with a 
member from the NDP caucus, the member for 
Kildonan (Mr. Cbomiak), on establishing youth 
drop-in centres in our constituency. I should note 
that the member for Kildonan and I first met when 
we took catechism classes together at Holy 
Eucharist Church in East Kildonan. There we went 
on to high school together at Miles Mac collegiate. 
We shared many of the same acquaintances and 
experiences growing up together. He went to 
become a lawyer, and I went to become a cop. I do 
not know where he went wrong. 

The Justice minister has encouraged me to come 
to her office to obtain information that will be 
helpful to my constituents and fellow Manitobans. 
Without trying to score points by making a hit on 
the government to warrant the 20 seconds of fame 
on the six o'clock news, unless the latter is my true 
purpose, I am willing to try to work co-operatively 
with the minister if it achieves what is best for my 
constituents and better serves all Manitobans. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, although all MLAs whom I 
have dealt with have treated me well, the Liberal 
MLAs who make up our caucus have helped and 
supported me to an extent far beyond what I could 
have expected. After working the field of law 
enforcement for 20 years enforcing laws it is very 
strange for me to leave that environment and join 
the caucus to learn a new role as a politician 

making laws. The caucus has been very patient 
while I learn more about the process and bow this 
place functions. I will reward their assistance, 
support and patience by becoming a contributing 
member to this process with the unique perspective 
that my background can bring to this Assembly. 

I would be remiss if I did not pay tribute to the 
value, leadership and inspiration provided by my 
Leader. His achievements have, and will continue 
to have, a profound impact on the political future 
of Manitoba and this country. As Manitobans get 
to know our Leader better they will find, as I have, 
that to know him is to like and respect him. The 
more Manitobans get to know our Leader, the surer 
they will be that be is the person to lead this 
province after the next election. 

The member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) has a 
difficult task. Many of the sergeants who have 
supervised me in the past can attest to that. I am 
opinionated, strong-willed, assertive, and I have a 
tendency to contribute more than my share to any 
discussion. As the rest of the caucus has done, he 
bas been patient, supportive and helpful. What I 
have appreciated the most from my Leader is the 
concern that be has shown for me personally and 
for the welfare of my family. 

As MLAs we should not forget our caucus staff 
and our constituency assistants. In all three 
political parties the staff has shown their political 
bosses a great deal of loyalty and effort above and 
beyond the call of duty. They often do this with the 
realization that there is little job security working 
for an elected official. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Chair) 

I would like to take this opportunity as well to 
thank my family for their support and energy 
helping me to take on this important task. For 20 
years my family had to put up with shift work, 
midnight shifts, overtime and other dubious 
benefits of having a police officer in the family. 
Now they have to put up with the never-ending 
seven-day-a-week schedule of an MLA, listening 
to public criticism of their husband and father and 
dealing with people who think our family is rich, 
when in fact they have to suffer the effects of 
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reduced family income as a result of me assuming 
the position of MLA. I know all my colleagues in 
this House can appreciate what I am saying and 
know there are no words that can truly express the 
appreciation we have for our families. 

A special mention is warranted for all those who 
participated in the past election, starting from 
those who went on to vote, the hundreds of 
volunteers who took a more active role in the 
political process by working for the candidate of 
their choice, to the candidates who put their names 
on the ballot This is the type of participation that 
is needed in order for democracy to work 
effectively. I would also like to thank all those 
volunteers who put their time and effort in the past 
election to help me. It was and is a bumbling 
experience to have so many people work so bard 
on my behalf. 

At this time I would like to express my sincere 
thanks to the people of The Maples for putting 
their trust in me to serve their interests in this 
Assembly. For the duration of this government I 
w ill be working hard to earn the trust and 
confidence of all Maples residents, for in the 
election I was knocking on a lot of doors, in fact, 
every door in The Maples at least once, and I have 
the worn shoes to prove it. 

Many constituents mentioned to me that it was 
important that the MLAs are not only around 
during elections but they are also around between 
elections. I have opened a constituency office in a 
central and accessible location in the centre of The 
Maples. Not only does this constituency office 
serve the important function of providing my 
constituents with easy access to me, their elected 
representative, but last night when a fire wiped out 
an apartment block nearby, it also served as 
emergency shelter for those left homeless. It was 
gratifying to me to be able to help these people 
who bad suffered such a tragedy. I have been and 
will continue to be there to help all the residents of 
The Maples. 

It is with great pleasure that I am here, elected by 
my constituents of The Maples to represent them 
in the daily deliberations of this Assembly. To 
each and every resident of The Maples as their 

elected representative 1 vow to serve them wilh 
fairness, with honour and with integrity. 

The Maples is a wondeiful constituency. lt is an 
example of the multicultural mosaic that makes 
Manitoba such a great place to live. Many of my 
constituents are newcomers to Canada and to 
Manitoba and have not yet obtained their Canadian 
citizenship. The present community of The Maples 
reminds me of the way the area of the city known 
as the north end used to be. The old north end had 
a strong ethnic work ethic supplied from the influx 
of immigrants. The nationality of those immigrants 
depended upon what period of Manitoba bistOtY 
we are talking about for The north end bas been the 
landing point of immigrants of different national 
origins for decades. 

The strong work ethic and emphasis on family 
and the importance of a good education has 
resulted in some of Winnipeg's most successful 
people coming from the north end. Included in the 
list is our First Minister (Mr. Filmon), our federal 
c abinet minister, Lloyd Axwortby, and 
international recording artist, Burton Cmnmings. 
At one time, 12 oftbe 18 provincial courtjudges iu 
the city could claim the honour of growing up in 
the north end. Our Speake!' is indicating be was 
also from the north end. 

What is interesting, out of those 12 provincial 
court judges, only two of them still remain living 
in the north end. Just as the old north end had a 

strong work ethic and other positive values that 
were reinforced by the culture of many of the 
immigrants who came to live there, so does The 
Maples. Just as the north end has supplied many of 
M anitoba's  judges, politicians, entertainers, 
athletes and other successful people, so will The 
Maples. 

The Maples is a suburban neighbourhood of 
hard-working people. The area is represented by 
City Councillor Mike O ' Shaughnessy at the 
municipal level, myself at the provincial level ancl 
Dr. Rey Pagtakhan at the federal leveL These 
representatives are not only political coUeagues, 
but I also consider them friends. We are working 
together to give the residents of The Maples the 
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representation they deserve at all levels of 
government. 

There are five elementary schools in The 
Maples: Arthur E Wright, Constable Finney, 
Elwick, James Nisbit and O.V. Jewitt School. 
1bere is one middle school, Ecole Leila North, and 
one junior high, Ken Seaford. The Maples 
Collegiate is the high school that services the area. 

• (1450) 

The Maples bas a thriving business community. 
I am actively encouraging the residents of The 
Maples to do business with the merchants located 
in The Maples for their mutual benefit. 

(Mr. Jack Penner, Acting Speaker, in the Chair) 

Recreational facilities in The Maples include 
many parks and green spaces, a major City of 
Winnipeg swimming pool, and thanks to a core of 
long-time volunteers, The Maples has a wonderful 
community centre and multiplex. 

With the St. Joseph's nursing home, the Maples 
Personal Care Home and Seven Oaks Hospital all 
being in The Maples, health care is always an 
important issue in my constituency. 

Shortly after my election, I was able to facilitate 
the creation of a combined Citizens for Crime 
Awareness and community police office in our 
neighbourhood. During this week, which bas been 
designated as a volunteer week, it is important to 
note that the community police CFCA office could 
not have been opened without recruiting the 
support of over 80 volunteers. Within two weeks 
of recruiting, this office had to start a waiting list of 
people willing to volunteer. There is also a waiting 
list of The Maples residents who would like to be 
members of the youth justice committee I started 
two years ago. 

An example of the community spirit and the 
spirit of volunteerism that exists in my community 
is the fire that occurred last night where 18 people 
lost their homes. I would like to express my 
deepest sympathy for those people who suffered 
from the fire, but we are grateful that nobody was 
hurt. Shortly after the community heard of the fire, 
the volunteers from the community police office 
rushed down to the office to keep it open and to 

help the police and the victims. Community 
members offered their homes, food and supplies 
and moral support for the victims. The manager of 
the neighbourhood IGA provided diapers, food 
and other emergency supplies to the victims. The 
Maples is a caring community where the volunteer 
spirit is strong and where people help each other. I 
say again, I am honoured to represent such a fine 
community . 

Mr. Acting Speaker, I would now like to share 
with the House some of my personal background. I 
was born and raised in Winnipeg. I am the second 
generation to be born in Canada, my grandparents 
coming from Poland and the Ukraine. My parents, 
Tony and Olga Kowalski, instilled in me the values 
of a strong work ethic and a sense of duty to help 
others. 

I am currently on leave of absence from my job 
as a police officer. The member for Rossmere (Mr. 
Schellenberg) in his inaugural speech talked about 
the members of this House who he had dealt with 
professionally as a teacher. As a police officer, I 
think I will avoid talking about any members that I 
may have dealt with in my former occupation. 

Prior to my career in law enforcement, I had a 
number of jobs. Some of the more interesting jobs 
I worked at was as an underground miner, a taxi 
driver, a private security consultant. I have tried 
flying and skydiving. I only had one close call 
during the 20 years I worked as a police officer 
when a bullet went between my legs and hit a 
burglary suspect I was wrestling with. 

My volunteer activities followed my daughter's 
development. When Tanya attended Maples Day 
Care, I started volunteering there and became a 
member of the board of directors. When she started 
O.V. Jewitt School, I joined the parent committee 
there and served in a number of positions. I later 
became involved in the school division's parent 
education committee. I also started volunteering 
on the north Winnipeg youth justice committee 
when I was appointed as an honorary probation 
officer by the Attorney General at the time, the 
honourable member for Brandon West (Mr. 
McCrae). I later started The Maples youth justice 
committee. These volunteer activities led to people 
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in the community to encourage me to run for 
school trustee in the Seven Oaks School Division 
in the 1992 election. 

I now view my present position as an MLA as a 
continuation of my volunteer activity, but now I 
am able to devote all my time to service to the 
community. 

Before I make comment on the throne speech, I 
would like to make a few comments about a 
subject that the member for Osborne (Ms. 
McCormick) mentioned in her inaugural speech, 
that is decorum and heckling that is a practice in 
this House. 

In preparation for this address today, I obtained 
copies of some inaugural speeches made by my 
colleagues. In one of those speeches are some 
comments made by a new member of this House 
that apply just as well today as it did then. Please 
allow me to read the comment: Democracy has 
travelled many miles from the early tribal caucus, 
but the essence of their meeting is with us today. 
One person speaks, and the others listen. It is my 
wish that during this session, we maintain a 
decorum that would befit the great orators of 
history. Certainly, good repartee and sophisticated 
wit are admiral , but pettiness, character 
malignrnent is a lesser man's fonn of rhetoric. 

It is my wish that we pledge our heads to clearer 
thinking, our hearts to greater loyalty, our hands to 
larger service and our health to better living as we 
serve as legislators. It is my wish that the 
government accepts our cause when given and also 
accepts constructive criticism. Those are the words 
of the member for Crescentwood (Ms. Gray) 
during her inaugural speech, the member for 
Broadway on August 2, 1988. 

I do not heckle, and I do not plan to heckle. 
Members should not interpret this as a sign of 
weakness but a strength. As I said earlier, I have 
jumped out of airplanes, chased armed suspects, 
gone 1,500 feet underground in mines where men 
had died the day before, but because I am strong 
enough to reject a parliamentary tradition that does 
not serve the public interest, I will endeavour not 
to heckle another member in this House. This point 

was driven horne when I noticed a group of school 
children sitting in the gallery watching the 
proceedings, watching the yelling and the 
interrupting, the lack of respect shown other 
people, and I thought that they were not very good 
role models to these young people. I believe that it 
is incumbent upon us to be leaders in every sense 
of the word, to show respect and tolerance and 
maintain the decorum of the House. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, I now want to speak briefly 
about my reaction to those areas in the Speech 
from the Throne which are of particular interest to 
me in the context of my personal professional 
experience and of the critic areas for which I have 
assumed responsibility for the Liberal caucus. 

The throne speech states: "Manitobans place a 
high value on the safety and security of their 
homes and families ." As a person who has 
dedicated his working life to the protection of life 
and property in the city, I could not agree more. 
What I disagree with is the methods the 
government has chosen to achieve this and the tone 
of the government's message. My experience wida 
youth crime and violence comes from being on the 
street where crime and violence occur, witnessing 
the failures of laws and govermnent policies an4 
knowing that the police is the central component of 
what maintains law and order and prevents 
anarchy. 

For years I have shared the frustration of 
enforcing laws and policies that did not work. For 
four years I worked as a community police officer 
in the area with the highest crime rate in this city. ! 
often worked alone, going into homes, schools, 
hotels, the likes of which members of  this 
Assembly could not even imagine. I have lived and 
worked with persons who make up the statistics 
that are causing the concern. The most irnportara 
point I want to make is that youth crime and 
violence is not the problem. It is a symptom of the 
problem, just as increased youth suicide rate, 
increased youth unemployment rate and increased 
child poverty rate are symptoms of the problem. 
The problem is a troubled society that is losing its 
ability and, some would argue, its will to look after 
its youth. 
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The youth summit held by the government on 
December 10, 1993 was a very positive first step in 
dealing with the problem of youth crime and 
violence. The government should be applauded for 
this c onsultation . The problem with the 
consultation was that the message received was 
filtered through a right-wing philosophy that did 
not reflect what I heard as one of the participants at 
the summit. There were 700 recommendations that 
came from that summit. Depending on what 
message you want to convey, you could pick any 
nine points to make up an action plan that fits your 
philosophy. So I wish the government would stop 
saying, we have listened to Manitobans. They have 
listened to Manitobans they agree with and have 
turned a deaf ear to those they do not. No wonder 
the public is losing its respect for the government's 
brand of public consultation. 

The Liberal caucus was dissatisfied with an 
aspect of the summit on youth crime and violence 
held by the Minister of Justice (Mrs. Vodrey) in 
December last year. Although useful infonnation 
was imparted at this forum, we felt there was an 
inadequate representation of young people. My 
experience as an honorary probation officer 
working with youth has taught me that the 
contribution and conversation that young people 
have about this issue is different when adults 
dominate in numbers or influence in the 
discussion. The Liberal caucus believes that it is 
incumbent upon politicians to consult with those 
who are most affected by political decisions, 
particularly when those persons typically are 
excluded from the political process. 

This was the reason we held a workshop at the 
Legislature on Saturday, April 9, 1994, called 
Listening to Youth. We felt it important to provide 
a forum exclusively for youth so that young people 
would get a genuine opportunity to speak and be 
beard. The only participation from the organizer of 
the forum was to divide participants into groups of 
six or seven individuals and identify three major 
topics for discussion. From there it was up to the 
participants to undertake discussions about their 
own experiences, opinions and ideas. 

• (1500) 

Nearly 70 young people from Winnipeg and 
around the province participated in the event. 
Individuals attending were from a wide variety of 
cultural and socioeconomic backgrounds, ensuring 
that a broad cross section o f  opinion was 
represented. In attendance were people from a 
variety of Winnipeg neighbourhoods and rural 
communities, as well as representatives from 
Manitoba reserves. We were fortunate also to have 
young offenders and members of youth gangs 
present. 

The result of this mix was the expression of a 
variety of opinions on a number of issues relating 
to youth crime and violence. Not only were the 
young people able to express their opinions to a 
member of the Legislative Assembly, they were 
also able to learn from the experience of peers 
from communities and backgrounds other than 
their own. 

The first topic of discussion was the cause of 
youth crime and violence. The predominant theme 
that emerged in the discussion, the cause of youth 
crime and violence, was the environment and the 
circumstances in which young people exist. 

The first point that these young people brought 
forward was a lack of connection and relationship 
with the adults in their lives. Many of the young 
people talked about being raised in families where 
either both parents worked or their single parent 
worked. As a result, many youths talked about 
coming borne after school to a television set. When 
their parents were home with them, they were tired 
and stressed out. As a result, there was not a strong 
influence from the parents. 

The other thing that came out from many of the 
young people was a lack of hope. A lack of 
optimism and a lack of opportunity were also 
mentioned as possible causes of youth crime and 
violence. The poor economy and the expectation 
of future joblessness gave many of the young 
people an attitude that there was no benefit to be 
good and to work bard. The impediment of a 
criminal record in obtaining a job does not matter 
if there is no expectation of ever having a job. 
Some of them talked about older brothers and 
sisters who had completed their education and bad 
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been looking for work for two or three years. They 
talked about parents who could not find jobs, so 
how can we expect these young people to look to 
the future when everyone around them has no 
future. 

They also mentioned a sense of lack of 
belonging. Some of the most poignant thoughts 
raised during the discussions at this forum relate to 
the place of youth in today 's society. In discussing 
causes of youth crime and violence, the ominous 
impression emerged that many participants simply 
felt that young people were not valued in our 
society. A lack of understanding of the youth of 
today on the part of those in positions of authority 
was mentioned as a possible cause of youth crime 
and violence. The problem is reinforced when 
there are difficulties in the family setting leaving 
young people without necessary supports and 
guidance. These ideas suggested that young people 
feel that their concerns are not being listened to by 
those in positions of power. 

Poverty is perhaps the m ost frequently 
mentioned cause of youth crime and violence. 
Participants from less affluent communities were 
particularly likely to cite this as a source of 
criminal violence and behaviour. It was interesting 
that we had a mix of kids from different areas of 

town, and over the fou r-hour session the 
understanding of each others' reality of where they 
lived changed. Many young people who came 
there with the impression that nothing happened to 
young offenders when they get arrested were 
challenged by kids from the core area, by kids who 
were in gangs or had been involved with the youth 
justice system. They asked if they know what 
really happens when you get arrested, and it 
quickly became evident that they did not. 

Over the years, I have driven a number of young 
people to the Youth Centre and it did not matter if 
it was their first time or it was their fifth time, 
believe me, they were not happy to be going there. 
I saw many tears from some pretty tough people, 
but those same people who were crying on their 
way to the Youth Centre, when I saw them out in 
the community a couple of days later, they were 
bragging to their friends that nothing happened to 

them when they got arrested. It was a macho thing. 
So the perception is there that nothing happens to 
young offenders. 

A young offender who bas to do every Saturday 
morning community service work, he complains. 
he hates it, he does not want to do it again, but 
when he talks to his friends, he says, nothing 
happened to me when I got arrested. All I had to do 
w as some community service work. The 
perception that nothing happens to y oung 
offenders I think is inaccurate at best. 

The recession was noted as a cause by a number 
of participants. The brutal economic recession of 
recent years has resulted in an increase in 
unemployment and poverty rates. These factors 
serve to increase the sense of despair in young 
people. The recession resulted in parents working 
longer hours at lower-paying jobs and having less 
to give to their children in tenus of material things 
and more importantly in terms of time and 
attention. 

This point was very strongly emphasized by 
these young people at the workshop-media 
portrayal of youth crime and violence. They said 
that it contributes to the impression about the 
involvement of young people and crime. Many of 
the participants in discussions stated that they felt 
that the portrayal of young people in the media was 
damaging and did not give a balanced impression 
of young people. 

I referred earlier to our Pages as examples of 
some of the best and brightest of the young 
Manitobans we have in this province, and the 
figures bandied about, either 5 percent, 8 percent 
or 10 percent of our youth are involved in the 
youth justice system. That means at least 90 
percent of our youth are not involved in the youth 
justice system , yet the media is giving the 
perception that we have our youth out of control. 
and this was mentioned by the young people. 

Another possible cause related to the media was 
a proliferation of violence in all fonns of popular 
culture. The extreme levels of violence present in 
America and to a lesser extent Canadian-produced 
films, television and music contribute to criminal 
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behaviour by creating role models based on 
violence and criminality. 

The cycle of violence was cited as a factor 
leading to violence and criminal behaviour. There 
is little doubt that this is closely related to poverty. 
Growing up in an environment of deprivation and 
violence with a lack of guidance and support from 
parents and peers often will result in criminal and 
violent behaviour. 

Children who have suffered abuse are more 
likely to p artake in violence and crime. 
Observations of young people who had suffered 
abuse and/or had been raised in poverty confirm 
what we should by now know to be common 
knowledge,  that there is an undeniable link 
between the circumstances in which children are 
raised and their involvement in criminal 
behaviour. 

They also talked about group associations. They 
also talked about cuts to educational funding as a 
cause to problems of youth crime and violence. 
Participants noted that with opportunities for 
people entering into the workforce seeming to be 
m ore limited now than ever before , it was 
particularly unfair that funding for education be 
cut now. This serves only to fuel the sense of 
hopelessness among young people. 

Some participants noted that there was an 
increase in the sizes of classes resulting in teachers 
being less able to devote attention to individuals. It 
relates back to what I said earlier about youth 
having a lack of adult relationships in their lives. 
This is yet another example of needed supports 
being taken away from young people. 

It was also noted that the budget constraints had 
resulted in curtailment of extracurricular activities. 
This is part of a larger problem cited by young 
people, that there simply is not enough for young 
people to do. Problems such as this, like many 
others, are more acute in poorer communities 
where families have less resources to compensate 
when public funding of activities for young people 
fall short. 

• (1510) 

The young people then talked about prevention 
of youth crime and violence. Many of the ideas for 
prevention of youth crime and violence are, as 
might be expected, corollaries of the causes. This 
common-sense approach may seem obvious but 
often is not employed when addressing the 
problems of youth crime and violence. 

The first one they mention is involvement of 
young people in preventative strategies. They 
mention everything from peer mentors to 
consultation with the courts, with the police and 
other aspects of the criminal justice system, that 
they have more input into what happens to young 
people, because to use our experiences from when 
we were young does not apply today in this rapidly 
changing society. 

It talked about better support services being 
available through schools and communities. It 
talked about media awareness classes for young 
people so that the young people know that Teenage 
Ninja Turtle is not real life and so they know that 
Rambo is not a real person. 

Another thing they mentioned was encouraging 
youth involvement in communities. They stated it 
might go a long way to address a problem of lack 
of sense of belonging for young people as they 
become more connected to adults and their 
community in general. 

The third task they talked about was the 
consequences of youth crime and violence. A 
number of useful suggestions were posed in this 
portion of the discussion. Again, a wide range of 
opinions were expressed. However, consensus did 
emerge on the direction of consequences for young 
offenders. Harsh punitive measures were not 
viewed as a solution to the problem of youth crime 
and violence. 

Because of the dynamics of the family 
relationship and other circumstances identified as 
possible causes for youth crime and violence, a 
harsh disciplinary approach was thought to 
possibly reinforce a problem rather than contribute 
to the solution. One of the consequences was 
shortening the time required to deal with young 
offenders in the justice system. One of the young 
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participants said, I do not think five years into the 
future, I do not think five months into the future, I 
do not think five weeks into the future. He said, if 
I am going to have a consequence it has to be 
immediate if it is going to have any impact. 

We have to re-evaluate our resources and see if 
there is a way we could give a more speedy 
response to young people who do get involved in 
youth crime and violence. 

Again, the young people as a possible 
consequence-with sponsors or mentors for young 
people who have been involved in crime. Again, 
they said because they are lacking adult 
relationships, whether it is from their parents, from 
their teachers, they need it. They said whether that 
is from a volunteer, whether it is from an 
organization, they are looking for adults to show 
concern and have a relationship with in their lives. 

They also talked about peer justice committees 
comprising young people, including former young 
offenders, might be an effective way to reach 
young offenders and young people at risk of 
becoming involved in violence and crime. The 
insight of young people into the motivation and 
behaviour of their peers should be tapped. 

Healing circles were also proposed as an option 
for aboriginal youth. Healing circles help to 
address feelings of alienation among aboriginal 
youth by bringing them into contact with their 
culture and feeling a sense of pride and belonging. 
We should note that 70 percent of the youth 
involved in the youth justice system are aboriginal, 
so we have to look at some traditional aboriginal 
solutions for the problem. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, they mention counselling 
for entire families, recommend as an effective way 
of dealing with young offenders. Remember, these 
recommendations, these thoughts are coming from 
youth as young as 13 and as old as 18. I think you 
have to compliment how insightful they were. 
When they talked about counselling for entire 
families, once again participants in their discussion 
groups confirmed the effects of dysfunctional 
families, circumstances that are so well 
documented by experts. 

We were told by young people that there wa.OJ a 
need to offer treatment to the entire family unit 
since it was the way in which this family unit 
functioned that was at the root of the behaviour of 
young offenders. This gives credence to the notion 
that a system of harsh discipline is not the answer 
to the problem of youth crime and violence. Such 
reactionary measures clearly do not address the 
fundamental causes of this type of behaviour. This 
becomes all the more apparent when young people 
tell us that treating the family as a whole is 
necessary to prevent repeat young offenders. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, community service was 
also suggested as a consequence for young 
offenders. Such a system might instill a sense of 
belonging and pride in the community of young 
people. Of course, there is a system right now of 
community service but these were the suggestioos 
of the young people, not mine. 

It is because I care about all of society and 
because I care about law and order, I know we 
must do what will be effective to solve this 
problem instead of what is popular, or more of us 
will fall victim to crime and violence committed 
by young people, the young people we have not 
helped. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Cbair) 

Mr. Speaker, I have listened at the youth summit 
and I have listened to a public dialogue on this 
subject. What I am hearing is that the citizens of 
Manitoba want to be safe and want their property 
to be safe. If this government takes a number of 
harsh punitive measures to solve the problem and 
the rate of violence and crime continues, they wiD 
not have delivered what the public truly want. 

When a lynch mob is angry and wants to hang 
the thief without benefit of due process, it would 
be easy to step to the front of them all and chea" 
them on and call it leadership. True leadership is 
the individual who calls for a reasoned response 
that will offer effective, long-term resolutions to 
the problem. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the first throne speech that I 
have had an opportunity to comment on. Although 
there were other statements in the throne speech 
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that I wish to comment on, including judicial 
accountability, the recommendations o f  the 
Aboriginal Justice Inquiry, Education and 
Training, and issues relating to the handling of the 
court Ojibway tribal council policing issue, but I 
am running out of time. I know I will have the 
opportunity to debate these issues and questions 
with the government in the near future. 

In summary, my comments in general about the 
throne speech are tainted with the cynicism that the 
public has about government in general and 
politicians in general. 

I have reviewed the throne speeches of this 
government in the past, and their promises and 
predictions for the future, and use them as an 
indicator of how accurate the promises and 
predictions of the throne speech are. For example, 
on October 1 1 ,  1990, the throne speech stated: it 
remains committed to the vision it set forth when it 
first took office, a strong economic economy and 
better jobs for our young people. 

Do young people feel the economy is strong now 
and they have more opportunities now? No. 

The government said, they will protect vital 
health, education and family services in an era of 
limited resources. If we ask Manitobans, do they 
feel vital health, education and family services 
have been protected? 

We will invest in our education system to make 
it more responsive to challenges of our children. 
Since 1 990, have they invested or have we seen 
cutbacks in education? 

Regional and sectorial strate gy, the key 
component of that strategy must be a strength of 
work relationship with Manitoba's native people. 
Do Manitoba 's native people feel that this 
government has worked with them? 

You know, often a battle of statistics develops 
when issues of the economy, jobs and reductions 
of budgets and services in government are talked 
about. The public are not influenced by the 
statistics. Manitobans are witness to friends, 
family and neighbours, unable to find a job, who 
have less money in their pocket when all the taxes 
are taken into account Manitobans have sons and 

daughters that are unable to find work in this 
province, who are being forced to move away. 
People receiving government services, such as 
social assistance or home care or Handi-Transit, 
tell them that the quality of life has not improved. 

Government announcements, statistics , 
percentages, increases in total budget do not 
change Manitoba's understandings that they are 
worse off now than six years ago when this 
government took power. They know it. They can 
see it in their daily lives. 

One of the life experiences that I bring to this 
House is buying a used car. If I bought a used car 
from a salesperson who made promises about the 
future performance of the car once and did not 
deliver, it would be difficult for him or her to 
convince me to believe any promise about the next 
car sold to me. In an American election years ago, 
the question was asked, would you buy a used car 
from this man when referring to one of the 
candidates? 

The first five throne speeches of this government 
have been lemons and failed to live up to their 
promises, so I believe the promises and predictions 
of this throne speech will once more fail to be 
realized, and we have another lemon on our hands. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Ms. Jean Friesen (Wolseley): Mr. Speaker, I am 
glad to rise today to speak on the government's 
proposals in the Speech from the Throne. But it is 
traditional courtesy first to welcome the new 
Pages, the interns, the translators and the staff of 
Hansard and to thank them for the work they 

·
do to 

ensure the smooth operations of this Legislature. 

• (1520) 

It is also traditional to welcome you, Mr. 
Speaker, in your continuing role as the Speaker of 
this House, and on this occasion I do so with more 
than a mere genuflection to tradition or to 
legislative rhetoric. 

This government now is a c aretaker 
government, and it has no majority . We have 
already seen the stark reality of this in emergency 
debates and in the voting on the amendment 
offered by the Liberals on the throne speech. 
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You are in the difficult position of maintaining 
the neutrality that has won you the respect of the 
members of this House, of discerning a responsible 
role of the Speaker in this position, and not least 
following the dictates of your own conscience in 
the proceedings of this House. Moreover, as we 
approach the time of an election, the temper of the 
House will become more heated, and your sense of 
humour and your sense of fair play may be more 
sorely tested than before. 

May I take this opportunity, Mr. Speaker, to 
offer you my best wishes for this session. I would 
also like to welcome the new members to the 
House:  the member for The Maples (Mr. 
Kowalski) , the member for Osborne (Ms. 
McCormick), and particularly the member for St 
Johns (Mr. Mackintosh), and the new member for 
Rossmere (Mr. Schellenberg), both of whom I 
have taught and both of whom I am delighted and 
honoured now to have as colleagues. 

This government has chosen not to meet this 
House for eight months-surely the longest gap in 
recent memory. It is an indication of the 
discomfort it experiences with any form of 
criticism or any indication that there are other 
diagnoses of the problems facing Manitoba or 
other solutions than those proposed by the 
chambers of commerce or the confederation of 
independent businesses. 

Although the member for Tuxedo (Mr. Filmon), 
the Premier of this province, occasionally claims 
that he welcomes advice, that he looks for 
constructive criticism, his actions belie this. A 
Premier who welcomed debate, who was 
convinced that his policies were leading us in the 
right direction, would have called together the 
political forum of this province before eight 
months had passed. Those eight months, in fact, 
tell us that this is a Premier who is reluctant to face 
opposition and who is unwilling to face the people 
in Question Period. 

Now that we have heard the throne speech and 
watched with amusement the prepared petty little 
tirades that come with it, it is clear that his 
reluctance to face the Legislature was based more 
fundamentally on the fact that this is a government 

at the end of its tenure. There are no new policy 
ideas, no new approaches, and no indication of a 
recognition the overwhelming difficulties that 
Manitobans are facing. 

This was a government which came to power six 
years ago with one big idea, to expand the role of 
the private sector and to diminish the place of 
government in our province. When historians look 
back on this period, they will reflect upon that as 
the hallmark of the Filmon Tories, a governmem 
which took public community resources and 
investment and transferred them into private 
hands. 

As opposition we have had many opportunities 
to evaluate these government policies in health 
care, education, natural resources, housing. 
telecommunications, transportation. Their policy 
has been to cut the budgets and staff of the public 
institutions and to fund, in increasing amounts, the 
for-profit private institutiom. 

Nowhere is this more clear than in education. 
The government has continued its path of 
increasing the funding to private schools. Let us 
call them private schools, although the government 
and the schools themselves prefer  to calt 
themselves independent. They are clearly not 
independent so long as they are taking public 
money. They answer to their own boards, not to the 
public of Manitoba, in spite of the fact that the 
largest part of their funding is provided by the 
public taxpayer. They can be selective in the pupils 
they admit, screening-in many but not all 
cases--the high-risk and high-cost students. Their 
curriculum and the trained teachers they use are 
also provided by the taxpayer of Manitoba. Fmally 
there is no restriction on the amount of money they 
can raise to add to public funds for the education of 
their selected student body. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not to argue against the 
existence of private schools. Some are excellent. 
There is the same ratio of dedicated teachers anc1 
lively children as in the public schools, one must 
assume, but the first responsibility of any 
community is to the public schools which provide 
for all. It is the clear, unequal treatment and the use 
of government power and public money to 
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diminish the public and enhance the private that is 
not the Manitoba way. 

Mr. Speaker, let us compare this with the 
experience of the public schools under this 
government. The public school is the crucible of 
our society. It is where all are equal, no matter 
which home a student comes from. Within the 
school district the children of the doctor, the 
teacher, the manual worlcer, the new immigrant or 
the First Nations children find themselves equal. 
All are admitted, no matter what their income, 
their e conomic prospects or their physical 
capabilities. 

If their poverty has meant poor nutrition and 
delayed growth, the public school will help them 
to close that gap. If they have suffered at the hands 
of neglectful parents, the public school will try to 
find them the help they need. If their physical 
needs are special, the public school will train 
teachers to help them. It will develop curriculum 
that is suitable for them. It will provide the medical 
and social assistance that they need. It will do its 
utmost to ensure there is a place in the classroom 
for every child. When parents are concerned about 
their children's progress, the public school is 
accou ntable through the principal, the 
superintendent and an elected public body, the 
school trustees 

It is not a perfect system, Mr. Speaker. No 
educational system achieves such a nirvana and 
especially not one which has so many needs to 
meet and so many expectations to fulfill, but it has 
in our province thousands of dedicated teachers 
who devote their energies to the children in their 
care. 

It will be unfair to single out people by name, 
but anyone who bas anything to do with high 
school athletics programs knows of the extra hours 
logged by teachers in practices, tournaments, 
training on weekends and in the early morning or 
into the evening. It is these same teachers who will 
spend their evenings and summers in university 
courses to enhance their professional development 
or, like my own son ' s  m ath teacher, m ake 
themselves available every single morning at eight 

o ' clock and every lunch hour for the extra 
assistance students need. 

There are similar stories to be told in all our 
schools, in music programs, in theatre, in art, in 
languages and, increasingly, in computer-based 
studies. But how has this hard-pressed system been 
treated by this government of the one simple idea? 
School boards have been bypassed, elective 
officials discounted. Without negotiation teachers' 
salaries have been cut. School boards were advised 
by this government, which trumpets loudly its 
devotion to training, to eliminate professional 
development days of teachers in Manitoba. 

The government has systematically cut the 
funding to public schools and this year there bas 
been a further cut of 2.5 percent. School boards 
have been advised to use their reserve funds, 
referred to as surpluses by this minister. Thus the 
fiscally prudent school boards who have put 
money aside for bu ilding and renewal for 
emergencies or other long-term plans will be 
penalized for their prudence. It hardly encourages 
boards to indulge in long-range planning in the 
future. Manitoba education will run on the 
short-tenn plan from here. 

In addition, Mr. Speaker, the government 
prohibited local school boards from increasing 
their taxes beyond a certain limit to make up any 
prospective shortfall. This unprecedented use of 
the central power of the provincial government is 
deeply resented by local boards. Those boards 
have been prevented in essence from exercising 
their ability to represent their voters. They do not 
even have the option of asking their voters how 
they choose to deal with the fmancial strictures 
placed upon them by the provincial government. 
The government bas in effect limited one of the 
most important elements of our public school 
system, its accountability to its local electors. 

On the one hand, we have priv ate schools 
receiving more and public schools receiving less. 
The private school, narrow in base and 
exclusionary, is yet able to tax its supporters in an 
unlimited way. The public school, open and 
diverse, has been limited in its ability to be 
accountable to its citizens. 
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The inequality and the treatment of the two 
systems has been systematic over the last six years. 
It is no accident. This is a government of ideology. 
Their goal has been to reduce the areas of society 
which remain in the public domain. Their goal has 
been to limit the scope of government and increase 
the number of public decisions which are made 

privately. This does not necessarily make 
Manitoba a better place for all our citizens. It has 
certainly increased the power of some, those who 
are in an economic position to make the many 
private decisions, but it has diminished the power 
of many. The greatest irony, if irony is the right 
word, is that it has accomplished all of this with 
public money. Mr. Speaker, the transition from a 
public Manitoba to a private society will be the 
hallmark of the FJlmon government, but its legacy 
to Manitobans will be one of an increasingly 
fragmented society. 

There are other examples that would be familiar 
to Manitobans by now, in community colleges, for 
example. Two years ago the government created 
governing boards and set the colleges at arm's 
length from government policy, but in appointing 
those boards it created not the partnership between 
private and public sectors that one might have 
expected, but in insisting upon market-driven 
training it handed the dominant power of our 
public institutions to the private sector. 

Mr. Speaker, the minister says from time to time 
that we oppose market-driven training, and this is 
not the case; I have discussed this with the last 
minister in Estimates. But, if by market training we 
mean training which is demanded immediately and 
currently by local companies, then we must argue 
that it is not the only form of education. There is a 
place for market-driven training, but it is not the 
only pathway on the educational road ahead. 
Market-driven training does not take account, for 
example, of the generic skills required in basic 
education by all the community, nor is it easy for 
market-driven training in fact to respond to the 
changing needs or to even innovation in the 
economy and educational needs of Manitoba. 

• (1530) 

Mr. Speaker, under this government, colleges 
were also directed to find their monies in the 
private sector. They were directed to create 
courses demanded by industry, not to direct their 
energies to the education and tiaining needs of the 
young or unemployed Manitobans. 

Even before the colleges became part of the 
private Manitoba, many of their basic introductory 
levels were eliminated to open up opportunities for 
the newly emerging private colleges in the 
province. The consequences for Manitobans have 
been that the waiting lists at Red River College, for 
example, have grown, and it is not unusual now to 
wait one or two years to enter a training program. 
Small wonder then that the private colleges are 
growing. Th!IS, what the government has done is to 
use the public purse and public authority to 
decrease opportunities for many at community 
colleges. In the process they have created a steady 
supply of students to private colleges and through 
student loans, often administered by the private 
colleges, have given private educators a secure 
financial base. 

Private mru:kets in education, of course, have 
long been in existence in North America, but what 
we have seen in Manitoba under the Film on Tories 
is a deliberate and systematic use of state power to 
move the balance of that market in favour of the 
private entrepreneurial approach to education. 
Public institutions have been narrowed and limited 
by government policy. Private institutions whose 
major allegiance is to their profit line-it is not 
their role to consider the long-term needs of the 
Manitoba population, nor under this government is 
it the role of the market-driven community college, 
nor, according to the last Education minister when 
I raised this with her in the examination for 
Estim ate s ,  is it any longer the role o f  the 
government. Stand aside, and let the market 
decide. This was the one lonely big idea of this 
government when it came to power six years ago, 
and the y have doggedly applied it to 
post-secondary education. 

Mr. Speaker, since 1 990, they have cut $10 
million from the community colleges. They 
eliminated student bursaries. They cut ACCESS 
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programs. They cut or eliminated the New Careers 
and other community-based education programs 
for adults. In addition, they transferred the cost of 
further education to the individual from the 
community through student loans, and they created 
a market for the private colleges at the entry level. 
From the perspective of the private colleges, these 
are the cheapest and easiest courses to put on. Few 
labs are needed, little expensive equipment is 
required and there are very few regulations or 
inspections. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, this is not to say that there 
are not good teachers in the private college system 
or that sound learning is not occurring, but it is to 
say that in vocational areas where there is no 
external certificate or examining body, we simply 
do not know what kind of education is taking place 
and whethe r e n rolled students are be ing 
appropriately served. It is a case of the buyer 
beware, as the minister said in essence when I 
raised the question with her last year, and is that 
how Manitobans want their post- secondary 
education to be expanded? 

The impact on students, Mr. Speaker, is that 
with a Grade 8 or Grade 9 education these students 
find no place at the community college. They have 
none of the opportunities of the late lamented Core 
Area Agreement which provided education, and 
with the virtual elimination of community-based 
education by this government, they find that they 
have nowhere else to go but a private training 
school. 

Here they find themselves in a commercial 
atmosphere, sometimes with no student advocate 
or adviser, none of the systems of internal appeals. 
They are tied to a legal contract and with the 
obligation of a student loan to be repaid whether 
they succeed or not and whether they ever find a 
job or not For many young Manitobans, because 
of the ideology and policies of this government, 
this is the only option that many students have left. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the privatizing of Manitoba 
has benefited a few at the expense of the many, and 
it bas accomplished it through the use of public 
policy and public money. There has, however, 
been one new educational policy initiative other 

than cuts to public institutions and that bas been in 
the Workforce 2000 program announced in the 
1991 throne speech. I would like to talk a little bit 
about this program because there seems to be some 
confusion in the minds of honourable members 
about its purpose and content. 

In essence, Mr. Speaker, this is a program of 
grants to private industry, small businesses or 
financial organizations to encourage work-based 
training. At its announcement there were to have 
been four components. Frrst of all, an annual $3 
million program of small business direct grants of 
up to a maximum of $10,000 for projects initiated 
by a company in areas of, as the press release says, 
high demand occupations and skills shortage areas. 

Secondly, it was a program which offered 
rebates on the payroll tax for larger companies 
which indicated that they bad training plans in 
place. This appears to have been restricted to the 
private sector as few public institutions such as 
hospitals or universities which pay the payroll tax 
and have training programs have received rebates, 
and the purpose of this is to encourage further 
investment in employee training. 

There were two other sections of Workforce 
2000 which seem to have been little touched. One 
of these was a sector-wide provision for industries 
to get together and to create training initiatives that 
would benefit a particular sector of the Manitoba 
economy or to study industry-wide initiatives. It 
seems to have been the least active of the sections, 
but in my view, Mr. Speaker, was the one which 
bore the most promise. 

Fourthly, there was a special project section 
which remains a mystery and seems not even to 
have begun, although initially it was devoted to 
programs, at least on paper, of training the trainer. 
Much of that, I would guess, has been subsumed 
under the first program, since it seems that many 
trainers received grants under the small business 
category. 

This program was the jewel in the Tory 
approach to education, yet we have heard Jittle 
about it in detail. It features in their speeches to 
business but not in their speeches to the House, 
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with the notable exception of  the member for 
Emerson (Mr. Penner). 

Some of their members seem to think it is a 
job-creation project, and while some jobs, perhaps 
as many as 80 over three years, may have been 
created, that is not its prime purpose. It was 
patterned, I believe ,  on an Ontario program 
developed under the Peterson Liberals and 
implemented under them and the New Democrats. 
One of the hallmarks of this Ontario program and 
the Ontario Training & Adjustment Board is that 
they are joint labour business programs with a 
greater co-operation and broader programs than 
exist here in Manitoba. 

Here we have a system of loosely distributed 
cash grants or rebates to companies with little or no 
labour involvement. I have had many concerns 
with Workforce 2000, and I have raised them in 
this House and in Estimates for the past two years. 
In raising them, I have always prefaced my 
remarks by saying that there may be training merit 
in these programs. There may be some value to the 
individual, and I would like to think there was. It is 
costing us approximately $9 million a year of our 
education funds, education dollars which the 
minister assures us are very limited. 

But the same principles exist here as with other 
education shifts to the private sector. We simply do 
not know what is taught, by whom and what the 
outcomes are . Private education, lavishly 
supported in this case at the rate of up to $9 million 
annually, perhaps cumulatively now more than 
$30 million, does not disclose its curriculum, its 
teachers, their qualifications, their pass and fail 
rates, their selection criteria, the number of appeals 
or grievances. All the elements which are present 
in every form of public education are missing in 
Workforce 2000, and accountability is the issue 
here. 

These are public dollars, or at least 50 percent of 
it is in most of the programs. Surely there is some 
accountability for the $30 million, and so indeed I 
have thought. I tried to raise this with two 
successive ministers of Education, but both seem 
to have difficulty understanding the questions of 
accountability and priorities. Certainly neither of 

them had any desire, either in the House or in 
committee, to provide any evidence that education 
had taken place at all. 

For a moment or two, 1here was a glimmer of 
hope when in March of this year the new Minister 
of Education (Mr. Manoess) indicated that there 
had been abuses of this program; I use his word. 
There had even been cases where training had not 
even occurred, and again I use his words. This was 
a revelation. In my wildest dreams, I had never 
once made the assumption that the government 
might have allowed abuses to occur or known of 
and done nothing about nonexistent training. 

Early in the new session. anxious to put at re&1 
the prospect that the whole program might be a 
sham, I asked the minister to name the recalcitrants 
in order that those who did partake in this program 
in good faith and did train and educate their 
workers might be vindicated. The minister 
backtracked. The kangaroos were loose in the 
paddock. Suddenly, we were into the 
all-too-familiar sporting jargon. No abuses, mate, 
simply a few companies are offside. The minister, 
all smiles and chuckles, throws up his hand in 
mock alann when asked a specific question about 
a bankrupt company which his own departmental 
documents listed as having completed the tl3ining. 

• (1540) 

Mr. Speaker, when do abuses and misuse of 
public money, to use the minister's words, become 
merely offside, to use the minister's word? What 
indeed is onside and offside? Well, I have played a 
few sports in my time. My experience was that 
there was ooside and offside, and there was that 
gray area when the referee was not looking. That is 
what has happened here. It is not a question of 
onside or offside. The referee, the Minister of 
Education (Mr. Manness), who, in fact, wrote the 
rule book, turned his back, allowed companies or 
trainers, in his own words, to abuse public money, 
or in the words of the member for Emerson (Mr. 
Penner), when he said that in fact there was not just 
one abuse but pockets of abuse. 

When confronted with this in Question Period, 
the minister refused us further comment or action. 
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It does not give one much confidence in any 
system of accountability he may or may not 
institute in the future . That loss of public 
confidence is a great pity, Mr. Speaker, because 
there m ay be some merit in some of the 
work-based training programs here. In particular, 
there may have been merit in the proposal for 
industry-wide human resource, by which I expect 
the government means labour planning, because 
there certainly is not any labour force planning 
going on anywhere else in the government. Such 
an approach which brought together both labour 
and business might have been extremely useful 
and would have benefited all the citizens of 
Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, work-based training programs 
have a place. They should be, however, first of all, 
publicly and clearly accountable. The refusal of 
the minister in the House to table the curriculum or 
the evaluation of cowses paid for by the taxpayer 
is unacceptable. Secondly, such training should be 
oriented toward the economic strategies of the 
province, and I believe the minister also believes in 
this. If that is the case, it is very difficult to 
understand why this minister would support, as he 
did in supporting the previous Minister of 
Education, the grant to Glendale Golf & Country 
Club to train their cashiers. 

Now, I have no doubt that those cashiers 
benefited from that training, but was the provision 
of funding for a private golf club one of the 
strategic priorities of this province? It is a golf club 
which has no connection to the tourism industry. It 
does not, in fact, invite tourists into its facilities. It 
is clearly a private golf club. What that grant did 
was make life more comfortable for the already 
well-seated. 

Thirdly, Mr. Speaker, all members of the 
workforce should be eligible for training, and 
when edu cation is  in the hands of private 
employers, there must be guarantees that the 
employers will not simply pick and choose at will 
-without accountability, we do not know if this is 
the case-nor should the employer m ake 
government money simply a fund for management 
seminars, as one particular company did last year 

under Workforce 2000, when it took its managers 
up to Oear Lake for a weekend away from phones, 
discussing the implications of free trade. 

Fourthly, Mr. Speaker, training should be 
measurable. It should be laddered, and it should 
lead to lifelong learning. There should be some 
indication that companies who receive Workforce 
2000 money have longer-term plans for the 
education and creation of a culture of learning in 
their workplace. 

Fifthly , wherever possible, recognized 
certificates should be issued, and those 
qualifications should be portable. Training should 
benefit the individual, not simply fit the worker for 
one workplace. Thus, the inspirational and 
motivational speakers who have been paid under 
Workforce 2000 are simply not an appropriate use 
of training dollars. 

Sixthly, it is not a priority use of public money, 
in my understanding, to train people where there 
already exists a solid corporate training culture. If 
the purpose of this program is to create a training 
culture in Manitoba, the grant of $50,000 to IBM 
for human relations or perhaps salesmanship 
training, to a company which already has over 400 
training courses a year, is not the best use of what 
the minister believes to be scarce education 
dollars. 

Fmally, Mr. Speaker, the minister must table an 
annual public accounting and evaluation of 
Workforce 2000, as the Auditor recommended in 
December 1993. 

It is possible to design a work-based program in 
conjunction with labour. It is possible to have 
work-based training that benefits the worker and 
the company. It is possible to have training that is 
publicly accountable and that has some connection 
to the economic priorities of the province. It is 
equally possible to do this in conjunction with a 
vital apprenticeship program and open community 
colleges, but it is not likely to happen under this 
government. 

The agenda here is different. The FiJmon 
government is the Saskatchewan of Grant Devine 
and the British Columbia of Bill Vander Zalm. The 
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increased debt accumulated by these governments 
is mirrored here in Manitoba. As right-wing 
governments do, they use that debt, created in 
large part by Tory interest rates, to claim that they 
have no alternative but to cut. So they cut welfare; 
they cut friendship centres. They eliminate 
assistance to advocacy groups, and they reduce 
access to education and other programs which 
offe red hope to the m ost disadvantaged 
Manitobans. 

In truth, like Devine and Vander Zalm, this is 
only part of their agenda Their one big idea was to 
reduce the role of government, to reduce the role of 
community, to diminish collective institutions and 
to create a competitive, cut-throat, individualist 
s ociety that would delight the discredited 
Thatchers and Reagans of this world, whose one 
big idea was that there was no such thing as 
society, only individuals. 

Mr. Speaker, the Conservative Party under 
Grant Devine tore through the he art of 
Saskatchewan. In the end, the people of that 
province saw through the boasting and the empty 
prophecies and the disbursement of public money 
to private hands. The Tory party of Manitoba bears 
a striking resemblance to that ill-fated government 
of Grant Devine. It is not just the refusal to call the 
Legislature for eigbt months. Grant Devine, you 
remember, tried to govern without a budget for 
s ome m onths.  It is not just the legislative 
behaviour, the reliance on personal attacks and the 
refusal to answer questions. It goes far deeper than 
that. 

We could compare Grant Devine' s  hot tub 
grants to the Manitoba Tory version of urban 
reforestation, which gave away free trees to the 
south end of Winnipeg for homeowners but, more 
significantly, we should look at the ruthless 
destruction of public services in Grant Devine's 
Saskatchewan. 

The Saskatchewan children's dental plan was 
eliminated; Pharmacare introduced user costs; the 
Queen's Printer and the government's sign shop 
was privatized; an attempt was made to privatize 
the liquor stores; nursing home fees were raised 
dramatically ; youth workers were cut; park 

services, those that might make a profit and could 
help pay for children's swimming lessons, were 
privatized; welfare rates were cut and cut and cut; 
private vocational schools expanded and public 
institutions were underfunded. Highways became 
a department of contracting out, the savings 
coming at the expense of individual workers and 
their families, whose wages dropped by as much as 
a third. 

... (1550) 

It is all beginning to sound too famlliar, Mr. 
Speaker. The same pattern is clearly there when 
we look at the major Crown corporations of 
Manitoba and Saskatchewan. The public insurance 
system was gutted to provide advantage for a few 
at the expense of the many. 

SaskTel was divided up and the profitable part 
sold off just as Manitoba Telephone has suffered, 
and this at a time when we need more than ever the 
public electronic highway under local democratic 
control. 

As one reviews the destructive path of Devine, 
his role as a trailblazer for the Filmon Tories 
becomes clear. How did Grant Devine leave 
Saskatchewan? Was it a better place for most of its 
people? Was it a fairer society? Had public 
resources been harvested well? Were those Tories 
sound stewards of the community interest? 

The huge public debt and the empty promises of 
economic development spoke for themselves, and 
the people of the province, in that last election. 
spoke to their government. Their message was the 
traditional one of Saskatchewan and of other social 
democrats, and I quote, that we are all better otJ 
individually and collectively if we work together 
and that we are entitled to look to the public 
service as one of the instruments by which we do 
that. 

No one of us, however talented, lucky or 
privileged, could hope to enjoy as individuals a 
fraction of life's chances if it were not for the 
benefits conferred by society as a whole. 

Successful and good societies are those which 
organize themselves in this way, to encourage and 
empower individuals, not the privileged few. 
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The community then, acting as government, can 
and must do what individuals alone can never 
accomplish. It is a clear distinction-on the one 
hand, a party which says that public setvice and 
public institutions benefit us all, and on the other, a 
government which has subjugated itself and us to 
free market ideology, a government which either 
does not know or does not care that in its 
sink-or-swim ideology many Manitoban families 
are sinking fast, a government which knows that its 
policy leads in the end, as it did for Reagan's 
America and Thatcher's B ritain, to private 
affluence and public squalor. 

The only response to the last throne speech of 
this caretaker government is to call for an election 
now. 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, 
this provides me the opportunity just to put on the 
record what I would have hoped to have put on 
e arlier in the week with respect to my critic 
portfolio with Education. 

We have seen the government, the Minister of 
Education (Mr. Manness), through the throne 
speech, who has made a commitment to have a 
parent forum on education, and that is going to be 
at the end of the month, in which there are a lot of 
expectations that are out there that the minister is, 
in fact, going to be listening and responding in a 
positive way to whatever might come out of that 
particular forum. 

I have a lot of concerns with respect to the 
manner in which this forum was called, and I want 
to talk about some of those concerns. 

I could start it off by saying in terms of the actual 
timing, but I give the minister, at least at this stage, 
a bit of the benefit of the doubt and accept the 
timing of this particular parent forum. 

There are some other concerns that I have with 
it. I raised it in Question Period. In Question 
Period, I made reference to what was going on in 
one of the school divisions up north, where we had 
seen one school division that did not necessarily 
pass down the applications to be able to attend the 
public conference through the schools .  This 
particular individual who had made application 

was told to go down to the school division, and 
they went to the school division. 

The point is, Mr. Speaker, you have a school 
division that is now offering a subsidy in order to 
be able to come down to Winnipeg and names of 
individuals who might want to represent that 
particular community now have to at least vet 
through the school division, if in fact they want to 
be able to go down. I have a bit of a problem with 
that, if they were wanting the additional funding. 

So that poses the question in terms of is the 
g overnment doing enough to try to make it 
equitable or available for individuals living in rural 
Manitoba to be able to participate in this public 
forum. Another concern that I have is with respect 
to what is actually going on in terms of why is it 
that we only have-limiting it to 400. 

Mr. Speaker, the interest in education is 
phenomenal. I know in my own area I have had no 
problem in terms of getting committees 
established on education. I have attended parent 
councils. The interest to be able to have input on 
education is there, and the government is limiting 
that input. I do not see why-[interjection] The 
Minister of Education and Training (Mr. Manness) 
says now he will take representation from anyone, 
and I would expect that of any Minister of 
Education. 

I would ask the Minister of Education why he 
would limit it to just one public forum if the 
demand is there to have two forums of 400, or 
whatever the demand that is there, to allow that to 
occur. This, I believe, would be a fairer way of 
approaching this particular issue of educational 
reform, that if the government were to make a 
commitment-and it is still not too late, Mr. 
Speaker-to have one in Sturgeon Creek, to go 
ahead and have another public forum in another 
school in south Winnipeg if in fact the numbers 
warrant, that there is not a limitation in terms of 
who can attend and who cannot attend. 

My fear is that there are a lot of individuals who 
would like to be able to have the ear of this 
particular government, and the government has 
provided a vehicle for that but is not allowing 
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everyone to be able to get aboard. If, in fact, the 
government made the simple gesture of saying, 
look, if there are additional people who want to 
have input into educational reform, we are willing 
to provide that vehicle in which anyone who wants 
to sit down and tell us what their concerns are, that 
we are going to be listening to what they have to 
say. I believe that is absolutely essential. 

I also would not mind to comment very briefly 
with respect to the curriculum. The government 
and the Minister of Education have been talking a 
lot about curriculum development. He has been 
talking a lot about the core subjects. He talks a lot 
about math tests and how Manitoba is not doing all 
that well. This is very, very popular to a certain 
extent, to go and say, look, here are our problems, 
but what is the minister actually doing to rectify it? 
He has alluded to, in answer to a question that I 
gave him, I believe it was last week and today, that 
we might be surprised with what happens in that 
particular budget that comes down tomorrow. I 
hope we will see the reinstatement of resources to 
the Curriculum Branch, because that is, in fact, 
what the government has done in the real world, is 
they have actually been cutting back on that 
resource, while at the same time they have been 
talking about doing things with the curriculum. 

Mr. Speaker, as I had indicated, I would just take 
this brief opportunity before the Premier gives his 
final words on the throne speech. Thank you very 
much. 

Bon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, it is 
always a pleasure for me to rise and speak in this 
House. As I have said many, many times, this is an 
opportunity that I cherish, an opportunity to 
exercise my rights in the democratic process and to 
be able to represent the people of Manitoba, the 
people who elected me and people throughout this 
province. 

The throne speech and the Budget Debates are 
particularly important debates in our Legislature, 
ones in which we have the opportunity to discuss 
and give our views on a wide range of issues, and 
this always, I believe, is a debate that should 
separate the various views of the various parties 
and give an opportunity for the democratic process 

to work and work well. I always took forward to it, 
and today is no different. 

• (1600) 

Mr. Speaker, I begin by thanking the member for 
Inkster (Mr. Lamoureux) for his courtesy in 
allowing me to have sufficient time to address the 
throne speech. It is an important document and a 
document that I believe requires a significant 
length of time. The Leaders of both opposition 
parties did give very thorough responses and did 
take a significant portion of time, and so I am 
delighted to be able to respond in a like fashion 
with a speech that has not only content but perhaps 
some length to it. 

I would like to begin by welcoming back all the 
members of the Legislature, the opportunity to 
once again see their smiling, sometimes smiling, 
faces, and to be able to debate issues that have 
occurred since the last time we were together is 
always a welcome opportunity. 

I welcome you back, Sir, to your august post in 
this Chamber, and I compliment you on the 
manner in which you conduct yourself throughout 
the course of each and every session. I always 
marvel at your evenhandedness, at your ability to 
remain c alm in the face of s om e  trying 
circumstances from time to time. I know that all of 
us from time to time give you cause for a little 
anxiety as tempers flare and as emotions run high. 
You have always been able to rise above that and 
maintain an equilibrium in this House without 
being too heavy-handed, and I compliment you for 
that. 

I welcome back the table officers and thank 
them for the continuing contributions that they 
make, and I certainly welcome our new group of 
Pages. I hope they will enjoy their experience here. 
that it will be not only enlightening and rewan:ting. 
but it will be an experience that they look back 
upon with great fondness after their length of 
service in the Legislature. As I say, I welcome 
them and congratulate them on their selection for 
this important and honoured post. 

Mr. Speaker, I said earlier that the throne speech 
is a debate in which we have an opportunity for a 
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wide-ranging exchange of views. It is an 
opportunity for people to make statements about 
their views on the workings of this Legislature. 

From time to time, I think it is important for us to 
correct the record when people make inaccurate 
statements. Just that very statement I make about 
returning to the Legislature recalls the comment 
made by the honourable member for Wellington 
(Ms. Barrett) who said that it was the longest break 
in history between sessions in the Legislature. I 
know she does not have the benefit of a great deal 
of experience and perhaps not even the experience 
of having followed the political process in 
Manitoba for some time before she was elected. 
She would, of course, have known that that is an 
easily refutable statement, that it is totally 
inaccurate , that there were early days in this 
Legislature in which the Legislature sat six, eight 
weeks at a time, so there were long periods in 
which the Legislature did not sit. 

If she even had taken the opportunity to look 
back at this past decade, she would have seen two 
occasions in which New Democrats were in office 
in which the length of time was as long as 10 
months between sessions and two occasions in 
which it was a longer break than the one we have 
just come through. I take that as an honest mistake, 
one of inexperience. I recommend to her that she 
look at the information available to her before she 
makes statements of that nature. 

The throne speech this occasion is an important 
one. It may be the l ast one before the next 
provincial election I think it is important for us to 
define what we stand for as part of putting forth 
our plans for the future. As a government, we not 
only should define what we stand for, I think we 
ought t o  re mind pe ople o f  what we have 
accomplished in six years in government and 
define our vision for the future for the people of 
Manitoba. In all counts, I think the throne speech 
addresses very well those issues. 

Our government ' s  priorities are jobs and 
economic security, personal and community 
security, particularly securing our future. These 
are fundamental goals that I believe unite all 
Manitobans. Thousands of Manitobans have told 

my colleagues and I as we have travelled 
throughout the province-and we have used those 
just over eight m onths since we l ast met 
productively, I believe, to travel the length and 
breadth of this province to meet with Manitobans 
of all walks of life in their communities and to talk 
with them about their goals, their aspirations, their 
own desires for the future of this province. 

Those thousands of Manitobans have told us that 
these issues of security, jobs and economic 
security, personal and community security, 
security of their future, are the most important 
goals they have, the most important priorities they 
would put before government for its efforts. We 
have listened, listened whether we have been in the 
North in places like Thompson, in places like 
Minnedosa, in places in the south, in Altona, and in 
the west in Brandon or Melita or wherever we have 
bee n ,  in Carberry. I n  so many of these 
communities we have listened. 

It is interesting that these themes repeat 
themselves regardless of where you are, that 
people share common goals, common values in 
our province. That should not surprise us because I 
think that is part of Manitoba's history, that we 
come from a wide variety of backgrounds, that we 
come to this province and this country from so 
many different areas of the world and yet we unite 
because of common goals and common values. We 
unite to create a strong, viable and energetic 
province that I believe has a very, very strong and 
bright future. 

(Mrs. Louise Dacquay, Deputy Speaker, in the 
Chair) 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the people of Manitoba 
feel just as strong about these things as we do, and 
the throne speech reflects their views. They also 
say that they are interested in ensuring that taxes 
do not increase. They say that is important, along 
with the areas of security, and they are probably 
tied together. They also say that they do not want 
governments to spend money wastefully, that 
governments ought to respect the people whom 
they serve and they ought to respect them in the 
way in which they deal with the money that has 
been entrusted to them on their behalf. 
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I believe that all of this is reflected in the throne 
speech that launched the Fifth Session of the 
Thirty-fifth Legislature. It is our government's 
blueprint for Manitoba's future, but it has been 
drawn by the hands of hardworking Manitobans in 
every community of this province. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, before I go further, I 
see that some of the members to whom I will be 
referring are here. I apologize for not immediately 
welcoming the new members who have been 
e lected s ince we last s at,  the member for 
Rupertsland (Mr. Robinson), the member for 
Rossmere (Mr. Schellenberg), the member for The 
Maples (Mr. Kowalski), the member for Osborne 
(Ms. McCormick) and the member for St Johns 
(Mr. Mackintosh). I certainly welcome them to the 
Legislature and I say to them very sincerely that I 
still believe that this is the greatest honour that we 
can experience, being able to represent people as 
elected representatives in this Legislature. 

• (1610) 

I say that we may disagree fundamentally in our 
views, in our priorities, in our philosophies about 
what government should do for its people, but we 
will disagree here with passion. We will disagree 
here very vigorously, sometimes too vigorously, 
but we all share a tremendous, tremendous honour 
that has been given us by the people who elected us 
and the people who we have the privilege of 
representing. I hope that they will, throughout their 
period of time in this Legislature, always look 
upon it as an honour and a privilege to be here. I 
certainly do and I hope that will always continue. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, returning to the throne 
speech, I say to you, if I had one word to describe 
it, I would say it is realistic. It is not filled with the 
would-have-beens and should-have-beens and 
could-have-beens rhetoric that I have heard from 
members opposite in the last 10 days. 

You know, they say, well, we would have spent 
more money on this and that and the other thing, or 
you should have done more of this and less of that 
and other things. That is, of course, said from the 
luxury of opposition. I want members opposite to 
understand that, because they do not seem to 

understand that opposition bas the luxury of being 
able to be everywhere at all times and not 
accountable or responsible for anything in the 
course of what they do, and to bring them to reality 
because, as I say, I think the throne speech is 
realistic. I do not think some of their responses to it 
have been fairly realistic. 

But to bring them back to reality 1 am going to 
let them know how different it is for members of 
the New Democratic Party and the Liberal Party 
who are in government in this country, and the 
different attitude that they t ake tow ards 
governm ent and tow ards ful filling the 
responsibilities and meeting the challenges. 
because it is very, very different. The kinds of 
speeches that I have heard, the would-have-beens 
and could-have-beens, you know, from the luxury 
of opposition where you can advocate spending 
money without saying which taxes you would 
increase or what other services you would cut. 
Madam Deputy Speaker, is not there when you are 
in government or where they can criticize without 
offering alternatives, a very typical response of tbe 
Liberals in this House. 

We will talk about that and we will talk about 
some of the specifics in due course. 

Our first priority, above all else, is the 
commitment to jobs and building a strong 
economy. The foundation of our province ' s  
economic strategy is, of course, the principle of 
fiscal responsibility. Jobs and investment depend 
upon a competitive economic climate, and I cannot 
stress that strongly enough, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 

I have had the great good fortune and experien� 
of being able to go to the World Economic Forum 
for the second time, where I was in the company of 
many Canadians, not only business leaders, not 
only experts in many, many different fields. 
scientists, economists, people who are as well, of 
course, academics and also public leaders, people 
such as the leaders of a number of our provinces. 
Premier Rae, Premier Harcourt, Premier Johnson. 
These people participated and heard just the very 
things that I heard, and it is quite an interesting 
dose of reality to be able to listen to people from all 
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over the world who are dealing with similar 

problems and challenges to those that we are, who 

have perhaps through their past experience built up 

a situation in which they have in the past created 
circumstances that they now have to deal with. 

I will talk, for instance, about the experiences of 

listening to people from Europe. I remember 

many, many times in this House listening to the 

speeches of the members opposite, particularly in 
the New Democratic Party, of telling us about 

social democracy and how well it worked in 

Europe, pointing to the great example of Sweden 
as one and the great example of Germany, where 
people could have it all. They could have a 

tremendous social safety net. They could have 

wonderful working conditions, and they could 

have all of those things and a wonderful standard 

of living and be competitive worldwide and 
everything else, strong economy, a very, very 

vibrant social safety net. The example of a sort of 
social democracy was held up to us over and over 

again. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, this is what the social 

dem ocrats-! am not talking about the 

right-wingers . I am not t alking ab out the 
ultraconservatives. I am not talking about the 

Zhirinovskys of this world. I am talking about the 

social democrats. This is what they are saying 
today at world economic forums. They are saying 

the welfare state is dead, that-

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Opposition): 
Except in Manitoba--200 million more. 

Mr. Filmon: Madam Deputy Speaker, we will get 
to the contributions of the member for Concordia 
in a moment. 

They are saying the welfare state is dead. They 
are saying that they are terrified of the competition 
from Asia in general-Asia minus Japan I might 
say, because Japan is having its serious economic 
difficulties and challenges-and North America. 
They are saying, you people in North America 
have dealt with many of your problems and 
challe nges . You have gone through the 
restructuring that your economy must have, and 

you now have the opportunity to once again have 
vibrant and strong growth. 

They look at us and they see 3 and 4 percent 
growth in our immediate future and they say, that 

is the result of you having made some difficult 

decisions, of having bit the bullet and undertaken 

some restructuring of your economy. You people 

are on track, provided you deal with your deficit 

and debt problem. You people are at least well 

along the way to dealing with the challenges that 

you have to face in competition, worldwide 

competition, from Asia and all of these emerging 
markets. 

The Prime Minister of Sweden, Karl Bildt, who 

is a social democrat I might say, said that the 

welfare state is dead. The information from 

Sweden is that they-okay, this is what is 

happening in Sweden. Sweden will have lost 

one-sixth of its entire worlcforce, one-sixth of aJl of 

its jobs in a period of three years-this is the 

private sector-because they are not competitive. 

This is what a minister from France said. He 

said, today in France the average worlcer has 17 

days of paid statutory holidays, six weeks of paid 

vacation, works a 35-hour week, supports a social 

safety net that includes a guaranteed annual 

income and rich pension plans and all of the social 

safety net that we cannot sustain, and as a result we 

cannot any longer support that kind of social safety 
net because we are uncompetitive. The charges 

that are added to the costs of operation, the co�ts of 

manufacture are so great that we cannot compete 

with the products and goods and services that are 

coming from Asia or North America, and that is 
what is happening throughout Europe. 

The job loss is absolutely traumatic, traumatic 
losses of jobs, traumatic reductions in their 
economy. Looking at growth rates in the future, 
whether it be Germany, whether it be Sweden, 

whether it be any of those countries, they are 
looking at no growth in the foreseeable future, and 

Madam Deputy Speaker, this is the prospect as a 

result of years and years and years of social 
democracy. 
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The academics who were there in Davos said 
that the wiping out of communism in the world 
was only the first stage. The next group that is 
going to be extinct is the social democrats because 
nothing they say makes economic sense in today 's 
world. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I know that it is tough 
medicine for the members opposite, and I know 
they do not like to listen to these things, but that is 
reality . The answers they are preaching make 
absolutely no economic sense and are not 
sufficient to address any of the challenges that the 
world faces. Social democracy is going the way of 
communism which is extinction in every part of 
the world. 

Yet members opposite, with their pseudo
intellectual approach to the problems here
[interjection] Well, in the past six years our 
government has concentrated and has succeeded in 
making Manitoba significantly more competitive 
than it was when we took office. We have done 
this by keeping government spending in line and 
by freezing or reducing all m ajor taxes in 
Manitoba. It is a record that is unmatched 
anywhere in this country. 

• (1620) 

The provincial budget for 1994 I believe-and I 
am looking forward to it because it will continue 
the path of responsibility, and we have done this in 
a period of time when our revenues have been 
under attack. For instance, we have had significant 
downsizing of our transfers from Ottawa. In the 
last two years alone, the last two budgets alone, our 
transfers from Ottawa, mid-year, mid-budget-year, 
have been reduced by over $300 million. As a 
matter of fact, on a continuum between 198 1 and 
the present, the proportion of our revenues from 
Ottawa used to be 42.5 percent in 1 981.  Today it is 
just over 35 percent. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, we have had our 
revenue transfers under constant attack from all 
areas . [interjection] Well, the member for 
Wellington (Ms. B arrett) says, what about 
Saskatchewan? Well, here is the interesting thing. 
The members opposite do not understand this or do 

not recognize it, and that is that during the period 
of time when Saskatchewan has had these transfers 
reduced mid-year because of previous year's 
adjustment to equalization, they have never shown 
up on their bottom line deficit. Their auditor has 
simply allowed them to write it off against the 
previous debt and to not show it on their books. 
That has been the practice in the Province of 
Saskatchewan. If they had treated it exactly the 
same way as we did, their deficit this year would 
be up $ 1 1 0  million, but they did not treat it the 
same way as ours. 

Ms. Becky Barrett (Wellington): 11tey started 
with a million-dollar deficit from Devine, and they 
now have it down to three-quarters of that. You 
started with a surplus and now have-

Mr. Filmon: Madam Deputy Speaker, the 
member for Wellington continues to talk about a 
surplus. The budget that Jim Walding voted 
against had a deficit of $334 million. That is what 
the deficit was from the New Democrats. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, our successes, of 
course, have been because Manitobans rolled up 
their sleeves and that we have done what has been 
necessary in Manitoba. We needed to create fiscal 
responsibility and at the same time invest our tax 
dollars in the service areas that people look to us 
for. We have, of course, the New Democrats 
opposite who are back to preaching the failed old 
policies of Howard Pawley. I never thought I 
would see the day when the member for Concordia 
(Mr. Doer) would embrace the Jobs Fund, that 
short-term, make-work approach to job creation, 
as being the answer for government creating more 
jobs in our economy, the tired old, failed policies 
that not only put Howard Pawley under but are 
now putting the government of Ontario, put the 
government of B ritish Columbia under. 
[intetjection] 

Well, you do not have anything else to offer. So 
that is the answer that w e  hear from New 
Democrats. The same old tired, failed policies. I 
remember, the member opposite was far more-

An Honourable Member: • • •  the government of 
B.C. under, you say. 
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Mr. Filmon: Have you taken a look at their polls? 
Have you taken a look at where they stand in 
popularity? Have you taken a look? People know 
what they are doing. They are taking a billion 
dollars of-[interjection] 

Madam Deputy Speaker: Order, please. 

Mr. Filmon: They are taking a billion dollars in 
British Columbia, they are taking a billion dollars 
of current deficit and taking it off the balance sheet 
and hiding it in Crown corporations that they set 
up to construct bridges and roads and all sorts of 
things. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, this is the answer from 
New Democratic British Columbia. This is the 
answer: B.C. debt pushed into dark comer. This 
article, March 24, 1994, from The Globe and Mail, 
talks about how the NDP govenunent of British 
Columbia is slaying the dragon debt by taking all 
of its spending off the books and putting it away 
from the balance sheet. 

I will quote: It is all the result of an accounting 
practice that has some calling the NDP "the new 
debt party" and others accusing the govenunent of 
playing a shell game to hide its debt. To meet its 
zero deficit target by 1995-96, the govenunent is 
continuing a practice of moving its debt and deficit 
into Crown agencies and corporations. It works 
like this. The budget meant to show the day-to-day 
operating costs of govenunent will run a deficit of 
$898 million for 1994-95. The deficit is simply 
how much more the govenunent will be adding to 
its accumulated debt, but another $ 1.128 billion in 
additional spending is being picked up by other 
arms of the government not listed in the budget. 
This is a debt that the govenunent is ultimately 
responsible for, even if it is included in the last 
page of the budget papers and does not show up on 
the bottom line, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

That is exactly what they are doing. So their real 
deficit is over $2 billion, annual deficit. It is 
shocking; it is shameful. It is what the New 
Democrats have to do. It is how deep they have to 
dig in order to try and justify that they can manage 
their books. [interjection] 

Here, call them "the new debt party." That is 
what they call them in B ritish C olumbia. 
[interjection] 

The members opposite have just mentioned 
advertising. I want to show them what the 
government of British Columbia does in the way 
of advertising government policies-full-page ads. 
This one says: Ottawa wants to shortchange British 
Columbia once again. This is a full-page ad paid 
for by the taxpayer. This one is a report to the 
province to try and overcome the truth that is in the 
news coverage that tells British Colombians that 
they really do have a $2-billion deficit. This is a 
quarter-page ad that says: Deficit down. This is 
incredible! 

This is New Democrats. This is . the 
holier-than-thou hypocritical New Democrats who 
talk about the fact that government should not 
spend money on advertising, taxpayers' money, 
and they are spending hundreds of thousands, 
millions of dollars, just as Howard Pawley did 
when they were in govenunent, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. It is shameful. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh. 

Madam Deputy Speaker: Order, please. 

Mr. Filmon: Madam Deputy Speaker, I welcome 
the contribution of the members opposite. It is 
obvious that the truth gets to them. I will carry on 
providing them with more truthful information that 
may well get under their skins, but I think that this 
is exactly what is necessary, because we ne.ed to 
create a sense of responsibility here in this 
Legislature. We cannot have New Democrats and 
Liberals just simply saying anything they want 
without being called to attention, to the mark, on 
the dishonesty of some of the comments that they 
are making. 

* (1630) 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I was trying to speak 
about the member for Concordia (Mr. Doer) and 
his new-found love of the Jobs Fund approach to 
creating employment, where you use govenunent 
money to create short-term, make-work jobs and 
leave the province with a legacy of debt that 
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chokes it forever in future. We have that. We have 
that infonnation. 

Before the member for F1in Flon (Mr. Storie) 
leaves, I just want him to read what was in the 
Dominion Bond Rating Service analysis of the 
strengths and weaknesses of Manitoba as part of 
their analysis of all of the provinces in Canada. 
Here is the biggest weakness that they stated: High 
cumulative deficits in the 1981 to '88 period are 
the main reason interest costs are so high today. 
Now, who was in government in 1981 to '887 Who 
was in government? 

The great debt providers of this province are the 
New Democrats, no question about it. They hold 
the record for creating debt in this province, $3.8 
billion of general purpose debt in just six budgets 
-$3.8 billion. No question about it, they hold the 
record, the dubious record, for creating the debt 
that today denies Manitobans the services that they 
piously demand of us. 

The money that went into the Jobs Fund to 
create that short-tenn stimulus that they had hoped 
would allow them to get re-elected was roundly 
criticized by the member for Concordia (Mr. Doer) 
when he was the president of the MGEU. 

I remember him saying that all that the money 
did on those projects was to enable them to plant 
flowers on the roadsides throughout Manitoba. 
That was one of his famous lines. The other one 
was when he regaled people about how they spent 
the money on the Jobs Fund and how he told that 
they sent two people up to Cross Lake, I believe, to 
install-it was one of the northern communities on 
the Nelson River-signs on a project that was built 
with Jobs Fund money. It was the silliest thing in 
the world; it took three days for two people to go 
up there-[intetjection] You told me that they 
spent overnight in a hotel on their way up there, 
and they put the signs. That was how they spent the 
money in the Jobs Fund and kept people busy: 
putting up those green and white signs-can we 
ever forget them?-to advertise the Jobs Fund 
money that went up. I see that some of the 
members who were up north at that time and 
perhaps even employed under Jobs Fund projects 

are sitting there with some cbagrin on their fa� 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh. 

Madam Deputy Speaker: Order, please. 

Mr. Filmon: On the other side of the coin, we 
have the New Democrats today, in a desperate 
attempt to influence positively the own electoral 
fortunes, fighting-[interjection] 

Madam Deputy Speaker: Order, please. I am 
having great difficulty hearing the Fll'St Minister. 

Mr. Filmon: We have New Democrats today, in a 
desperate attempt to influence positively their owa 
electoral fortunes in this province, fighting againbt 
all sorts of proposals for investment in job creation 
in Manitoba. It is absolutely incredible, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, that they would stoop to this 
level, that they would work with and encourage an 
of their friends in the special interest groups, 
groups that include many of their supporters. 
former candidates, active workers in an 
underground force to fight against these projects. 

I am talking about, for instance, the Ayerst 
proposal in Brandon. Last year in the session we 
talked about the efforts of the member for 
Radisson (Ms. Cerilli), and we produced, of 
course, this petition that was circulated by one 
Elizabeth Carlisle that asked people to sign up in 
their opposition to having the Ayerst PMU plant in 
Brandon constructed. It gives the phone number at 
the Legislature and in her constituency office of 
the member for Radisson. Now, she denied that 
she had anything to do with that. She said this 
person-

An Honourable Member: Come on. You did DCll 
have anything to do with Michael Gobuty. 

Mr. Filmon: No, I did not deny that whatsoever. I 
said-[intetjection] I tabled the letter so that you 
would not misrepresent it. Here, this is what this 
person does. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, that is fine. They can 
deny that she lent her name to this petition. What 
they cannot deny is this letter, because it is sent oo 
the letterhead of the MLA for Radisson; it has the 
picture of the MLA for Radisson in the comer. It is 
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very readily identifiable; it is a letter that was sent 
to The University of Minnesota Hospital Qinic in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota, Dr. Lavalleur, and it is 
signed by Marianne Cerilli-Marianne, it says. 
Her writing, we will get a handwriting expert to 
prove it if she tries to deny it. 

This letter on her very own letterhead says: 
Thank you for the interest that you have expressed 
in the issue of the expanding use of hormone 
replacement therapy for women as well as the 
PMU plant expansion in Brandon, Manitoba, the 
environment and health. Enclosed is a paper for 
your consideration. Please call if you are interested 
in working to do education and organizing work on 
these issues. 

It is not organizing to try and make this project 
happen, it is organizing to try and stop this project. 
The entire paper that is attached to this letter is 
filled with inaccurate statements that condemn the 
process of producing this Premarin drug, that 
condemn the use of this Premarin drug, that 
condemn the plant from a health care standpoint, 
from an environmental standpoint and everything 
else. She is playing with the lives of a thousand 
Manitoba families who depend upon the Ayerst 
plant for their livelihood. 

The worst part is, Madam Deputy Speaker, of 
course, that she is allowed to do this by her Leader, 
who lets her remain as their chief critic and their 
chief spokesperson on issues of this nature. 

She is now involved with a group called People 
for the Ethical Treatment of Animals, and they are 
putting out these folders, I might tell you, 
throughout the United States in an effort to destroy 
the market for Premarin by Ayerst. She is now 
quoted in this brochure with her name on the back. 
It asks people on the back page, people who want 
to oppose and shut down that PMU operation in 
Brandon, it says: What you can do: Write to the 
Manitoba government, the Honourable Marianne 
Cerilli,  R oom 2 3 4 ,  Legisl ative B uilding, 
Winnipe g, Manitoba, R3C OB 8, Canada, 
protesting their funding of Ayerst's expansion and 
telling them that you will not visit the province as 
long as it continues to fund cruelty to horses. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, not only is she trying 
to destroy that plant, she is even trying to destroy 
tourism into Manitoba. What length will they go 
to? 

Point of Order 

Mr. Doer: Madam Deputy Speaker, impugning 
motives of a member is clearly out of order, and 
the member for Radisson (Ms. Cerilli) bas written 
a letter, as the Premier has to Mr. Gobuty, asking 
the animal rights groups in the United States that 
are trying to hurt our local industry to cease and to 
desist in using her name and our party's name and 
any politician's name in Manitoba, and I would 
ask the Premier to show the same courtesy with 
these people in the United States that are misusing . 
the industry in Manitoba and names in Manitoba, 
as we have shown, as a courtesy to the Preinier 
when Mr. Gobuty misused his name. Thank you. 

Madam Deputy Speaker: Order, please. The 
honourable Leader of the official opposition does 
not have a point of order. It is clearly a dispute over 
the facts. 

• • •  

Mr. Filmon: Madam Deputy Speaker, the only 
letter that we have on her letterhead is the letter 
that she sent to the University of Minnesota 
Hospital on her letterhead, asking for people to 
work with her to organize and educate on this 
p articular issue, and her point o f  view is 
thoroughly contained in the document that she 
shares with this doctor, a document that condemns 
and tries to destroy the PMU plant in Brandon, and 
I might say that if she did not say these things, if 
they were not on the record, they could not use her 
statement. 

• (1640) 

The statement that is quoted in this document by 
People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals is her 
words, and again: In addition, according to 
Marianne Cerilli, member of the Legislative 
Assembly and Environment critic for the Canadian 
New Democratic Party, the expansion bas, quote, 
serious consequences for the Assiniboine River, a 
river that many Manitobans use as a drinking
water source. 
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She says that, Madam Deputy Speaker, knowing 
that the Clean Environment Commission has 
examined thoroughly that issue,  bas had the 
expertise of scientists, of biologists, of engineers, 
of people who are trained to make these judgments 
about the safety of drinking water, and those 
people have given the authority to the Ayerst plant 
to put their discharge after treatment into the 
Assiniboine River. They have given it an 
environmental bill of health, and she persists in 
condemning the environmental consequences of 
that plant. 

It is wrong and it is indeed a very dangerous and 
dishonest w ay of dealing with jobs and 
opportunities and investments in Manitoba. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I might tell you that the 
Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Doer) is himself not 
clean on these issues. When GWE systems moved 
into Brandon, both he and his member for Brandon 
East (Mr. Leonard Evans) criticized that operation 
with 104 new jobs corning into Brandon. He said 
that the jobs were too low paying. 

Well, when did New Democrats stop 
appreciating the dignity of work, the dignity of a 
job? Is that not important to New Democrats any 
longer? Are they saying that only certain types of 
jobs are good jobs? This is a tragedy, when the 
Leader of the New Democrats himself will 
condemn jobs and opportunities for Manitobans to 
work, to be productive members of society. 

This is the party that says that it is in favour of 
jobs, Madam Deputy Speaker, but condemns and 
actively works against every real job creation 
measure that takes place in this province, every 
single one. He is the one who talks about McJobs. 
He is the one who condemns people who take jobs. 

Well, Madam Deputy Speaker, there is no help 
coming from the New Democrats on the issue of 
job creation. We will ensure that the people of 
Manitoba will know what New Democrats say and 
what New Democrats do when it comes to creating 
jobs in this province. We will talk about Louisiana 
Pacific and we will talk about the position being 
taken by New Democrats. 

The members from the liberal Party need not 
smile , Madam Deputy Speaker. Their new 
member for Osborne (Ms. McCormick}, of course, 
without any knowledge and information, blithely 
runs forward and says, oh. this government does 
not appreciate and does not really support 
sustainable development. 

There is a fundamental ignomnce on the side of 
the Liberal Party about what sustainable 
development really means. Sustainable 
development has two parts to it---6ustainable and 
development. It does not mean no development, 
which New Democrats believe and which Liberals 
believe. 

This is the fascinating part. I have read and I 
have shared. This government is getting 
compliments from people throughout North 
America because of the real work and the real 
commitment that it has given. 

The Global Tomorrow Coalition in Washington, 
D.C., who are the people who helped President 
Clinton put together his round table, his 
sustainable development round table, have said 
many complimentary things. Abby Rockefeller, 
who is a noted environmentalist in the United 
States, called Manitoba a green beacon for all of 
North America, because these are people who 
understand what sustainable development is all 
about. Sustainable development means 
development in harmony with the environment. 
We have people such as the Leader of the Liberal 
Party and his new member for Osborne who take 
the same position as the member for Radisson, 
which is, off with their heads before they even 
begin an analysis. 

The Louisiana Pacific firm has not even 
presented its proposal to the Clean Environment 
Commission, and they have judged it to be 
inadequate. They are saying, stop it now, cut it o£4 
close it down, because they have made up their 
minds that it is not good for the environment 
before they have even seen the proposal. 

That is not environmentalism, that is sheer 
ignorance. That is not sustainable development, 
that is sheer lack of understanding. That is not 
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su stainable development , that is straight 
antidevelopment. That is all that is. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I want the member for 
St. James (Mr. Edwards) to know that he is the one 
who has no integrity on this issue. He is playing 
fast and loose with the truth. He is trying to 
convince people based on a record somewhere 
else, not based on any actual proposal that these 
people do not have. 

We have the members opposite who fought 
against, I might tell you, the proposal to bring a 
new interpretive centre, Ducks Unlimited, to 
Manitoba, a centre that draws tens of thousands of 
people, compliments from everywhere in North 
America, from all the people who have seen this, 
went through the most thorough environmental 
assessment and review process in the history of 
this-[ interjection] 

An Honourable Member: And they failed, so 
they changed the law. 

Mr. Filmon: Not at all, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

The process was done by the Clean Environment 
Commission with the most thorough scrutiny in 
the history of this province. The licence was issued 
by the Oean Environment Commission, based on 
the most thorough review. 

Everybody who has been to see this facility has 
said that it is a jewel for all of North America, that 
it is the most attractive interpretive centre of its 
type in North America, and these people continue 
to spread lies and misinformation about it. It is 
absolutely false. 

Point of Order 

Mr. Doer: I de al with the w ords that are 
unparliamentary, and I would ask the Madam 
Deputy Speaker to look at the words of the First 
Minister if the w ords he has used are not 
parliamentary. Certainly at minimum it is showing 
very poor taste in leadership in this House but at 
maximum may be contrary to the rules, and I 
would ask you to rule on that, please. 

Madam Deputy Speaker: I would just caution all 
honourable members to ensure that they use 

parliamentary language. I am not sure in which 
context the word was used. 

Mr. Filmon: I accept your caution, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. I will withdraw any words that 
may have been unparliamentary in anything that I 
have said. 

Madam Deputy Speaker-[interjection] 

An Honourable Member: Get on with the throne 
speech. 

Mr. Filmon: I am speaking about the throne 
speech. It has to do with the future of this province. 
It has to do with the commitment to attracting 
investment and jobs in this province, something 
that New Democrats know nothing about. That is 
why the member for Wellington (Ms. Barrett) is 
having difficulty understanding this. 

• (1650) 

We of course have an interesting situation in this 
House in which the Liberals are trying to ride the 
coattails of their federal cousins into office. 

Mr. Neil Gaudry (St. Boniface): You could not 
do it with Brian, is that it7 

Mr. Filmon: Madam Deputy Speaker, I hesitate to 
disagree with my friend the honourable member 
for St. Boniface, but I think that is the first time 
that anybody has accused me of trying to ride 
Brian Mulroney's coattails. 

An Honourable Member: You said all you had to 
do was pick up the phone. 

Mr. FUmon: Well, I did pick up the phone, but 
there was no answer on the other end from tiine to 
time, or not the answer I was looking for. 

It is a little bit like New Democrats, you know, 
open door but closed mind. That was the New 
Democratic policy. 

I cannot for the life of me understand why the 
Liberals would not at least try and keep their 
credibility by criticizing their federal colleagues 
for the measures that they are taking in reducing 
taxes on cigarettes. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Chair) 

The fact of the matter is that this country, 
throughout its recent history, has established the 
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best record of all the developed world in reducing 
smoking in its population. This country is down to 
between 25 and 30 percent of its adult population 
who are smoking. In Europe, it is more than double 
that. It is 60 percent and over in Europe and Japan 
and throughout the developed world. 

It bas been a very conscious policy decision of 
all governments in Canada to, as much as possible, 
restrict smoking, to discourage smoking, and 
taxation policy bas been one of the fundamental 
building blocks. 

The Liberal Party in Ottawa is wrong in this 
respect. They are going to harm future generations 
of Canadians throughout this country, and I 
cannot, for the life of me, understand why the 
Liberal Party in Manitoba would not be more vocal 
in criticizing their colleagues on it. 

Why would they side with the smugglers and the 
criminals in trying to make it easier for them to 
bring cigarettes into this province instead of 
standing up for policies that have been accepted by 
people of all political stripes, that are good and 
valid and solid policies, Mr. Speaker? 

When the North American Commission on the 
Environment office was awarded to Montreal, 
despite a better proposal by Winnipeg, did we hear 
the Liberals criticize? No, the member for St. 
James (Mr. Edwards) says, the federal government 
has to look after more than Winnipeg. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, if Manitobans will not stand 
up for Manitoba, who do they expect to stand up 
for Manitoba? The Liberals are on a very, very 
slippery slope on this and many other issues. 

Did they say anything about the cancellation of 
hundreds and hundreds and hundreds of jobs in the 
aerospace industry? Not a bit. Look at the 
cancellation of, for instance, the F-5 overhauls. F-5 
overhauls will reduce 400 jobs at Bristol 
Aerospace by the end of this year. They reduced 
some 5 00 j obs in Manitoba through the 
cancellation of the EH-101 contract. 

I remember time after time after time in this 
House, members of the Liberal Party, particularly 
their former Leader, talking about the lack of 
opportunity for engineers and scientists in this 

province, talking about the fact that there were not 
enough high-tech jobs in Manitoba. 

They, with the stroke of the pen, destroyed 500 
high-tech jobs, half of them at least for engineering 
graduates-gone with the stroke of a pen. 

That is their kind of commitment to 
diversification o f  our economy ,  to higher 
technology, value-added industry-a shocking 
situation, and they sit there with a smirk on their 
faces and offer absolutely no encouragement to the 
young people of this province. 

Mr. Speaker, when we took office in 19 88, we 
said that we would not leave our problems to 
future generations. We said that we would deal 
with every problem that faced us as a government. 
We said that we would take our problems head-on 
and that we would deal with them and not leave 
them to future generations and we have done that. 
We have faced our problems head-on. 

In fact, in our efforts to control taxes, to control 
the deficit, to plan with wisdom and responsibility 
and innovation, we have acquired a reputation as a 
government that is creating an attractive 
environment for Manitoba. You can read about it 
in many different magazines. You can read about it 
in many different publications. The Globe and 
Mail Report on Business, Mr. Speaker, in its 
August edition, front p age coverage on 
Winnipeg's attractiveness for investment and job 
creation. Trade and Commerce magazine in 
November gave m ajor, major coverage to 
Manitoba, cover page. Diane Francis said we have 
turned an NDP antibusiness regime into a 
probusiness climate in Manitoba, and she said that 
we have created a climate that is attractive to 
investment and attractive to job creation. 

We are listening to Manitobans throughout this 
province. We had last week a turnout of some 600 
people at a rural development forum in Brandon, 
and I congratulate the Minister of Rural 
Development (Mr. Derkach)-a very positive 
climate, a very upbeat, energetic environment, 
people who know that they have an opportunity 
now to create jobs, to make a return on their 
investment and who have an excellent opportunity 
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to succeed and grow here in Manitoba. The fruits 
of our labours are taking root and growing in 
c ommunities throu ghout our province of 
Manitoba. 

In 1992, Mr. Speaker, we had the second highest 
GDP growth rate of all the provinces of Canada. In 
1993, we had the third best job creation rate of all 
the provinces of Canada. In 1994, we are expected 
to have a growth rate in excess of 3 percent, which 
is well above what occurs in Europe and many of 
the countries throughout the world, many of the 
industrialized countries throughout the world. We 
have done it because we have kept taxes down. We 
have created a climate that attracts investment and 
jobs, and we have done it in a way at the same time 
that has made this a more attractive place for 
people to live, a far better place for people to live. 

As a matter of fact, Stats Canada has recently put 
out some figures on the growth of disposable 
income, and Manitoba is the-is it the highest or 
the second highest in Canada-it is 7.4 percent 
growth in disposable income for the average 
Manitoba family compared to 3 percent as the 
national average, is what is expected in 1994. That 
was the highest in Canada, Mr. Speaker, and that is 
because while all the other provinces are 
increasing taxes, we are keeping them down. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to deal with some of the 
hypocrisy that comes forward from members 
oppo site . I dealt with their hypocrisy on 
advertising. I want to deal with their hypocrisy on 
he alth care because particularly the New 
Democrats have been saying certain things about 
health care that I think cannot go unchallenged. 

• (1700) 

As a for instance, they continue to talk about the 
APM contract, the Connie Curran contract. Well, I 
think that they ought not to be feeling so smug 
about that, because, guess what is happening. The 
former senior New Democratic appointment in 
Manitoba, the Clerk of the Executive Council, 
Howard Pawley's senior deputy minister, Mr. 
Michael Deeter, who also became the Deputy 
Minister of Health in the Province of Ontario, has 

now been hired as the chief executive officer of 
APM's Canadian division. 

Now, that Michael Deeter is the brother-in-law 
of the current president of the New Democratic 
Party of Manitoba. So these people hypocritically 
are talking about Connie Curran and the APM 
report, and New Democrats are the principal 
supporters of APM in Canada and principal 
beneficiaries. The CEO of APM 's Canadian 
division is one Michael Deeter, the former deputy 
minister for Howard Pawley, the fonner Deputy 
Minister of Health for the New Democrats in 
Ontario and the brother-in-law of the president of 
the Manitoba New Democratic Party. 

Point of Order 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Opposition House Leader): 
Mr. Speaker, I say this because I know the Premier 
seems to delight in doing this, having done it with 
my own spouse in Question Period when I was not 
present, but the Premier should understand this is 
the 1990s, and it is very unfair in this particular 
case to make comments regarding individuals such 
as the president of our party. It does not matter who 
she is married to, who she is related to, she is a 
person in her own right and deserves far better 
treatment from the Premier than this kind of 
comment. 

Mr. Speaker: The honourable member does not 
have a point of order. 

• • •  

Mr. Filmon: The hypocrisy of people wbo. have 
been cheap sbotting. The cabinet secretary for 
communications all day long has been cheap 
shotted by the members in the New Democratic 
benches, and they think that mentioning this 
relationship is dirty pool. Ah, Mr. Speaker
[intetjection] But you can say anything you want 
about a civil servant who is not here to defend 
herself. Right? You can say that, can you? You 
really are a piece of work. 

Mr. Speaker, the member for Concordia, the 
Leader of the New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer), 
likes to go on talk shows like Richard Ooutier, and 
in the Selkirk Journal and say that he prefers the 
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appro ach in S askatchewan and in B ritish 
Columbia to health care reform, and he will debate 
Ontario's any old day, he says. 

Well, I will tell you what New Democrats are 
doing. Here, for instance, is what New Democrats 
are doing in British Columbia. Not only did they 
close a major downtown hospital, Shaughnessy 
Hospital in Vancouver, but even right now, from 
Sunday 's April 1 7  newspaper, The Vancouver 
Province, here we have a story in which 1 72 
additional beds are being closed by the New 
Democratic government there. The hospital, St. 
Paul 's,  and the combined Vancouver and 
University of B .C. hospitals say beds must be 
closed because Victoria-that is the government 
-is giving them no increase in funding in their 
1994-95 budgets. That is what is happening in 
New Democratic British Columbia. 

Let us take a look at what is happening in New 
Democratic Ontario. The headline is: Rae warns of 
more cuts. Now this story talks about more cuts in 
addition to the 3,500 beds that have been closed 
already in the province of Ontario by the New 
Democratic government-3,500 beds. Job losses 
are in excess of 4,500 nurses and support staff in 
the province of Ontario thanks to New Democrats 
with their band at the wheel of health care reform, 
Mr. Speaker. That is what the member for 
Concordia says that be supports, that kind of health 
care reform. 

The same thing is true in the province of 
Saskatchewan, which he also says that he supports 
-52 rural hospitals closed. That is their idea of 
improving health care, and their idea of how health 
care reform ought to take place. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Liberals do not have a 
better leg on which to stand, because the Liberals, 
of course, are doing exactly the same thing. In 
New Brunswick, the cuts have been extensive, and 
the cuts have been deep in their health care system. 

I will not go into major detail on that because I 
already did that in previous sessions, but since the 
last session, we have had the election of a new 
Liberal government. It was the government, of 
course, in the province of Nova Scotia. 

Since that session, there bas been s ome 
experience, because you will recall that that 
Liberal Party, in running for office, condemned its 
predecessor government for cuts in health care, 
cuts in social services, cuts in education. They said 
that they would not raise taxes, and they said that 
they would not continue to cut in health care. Well. 
of course, we know that they have raised taxes 
already in less than a year in office, substantial 
increases in taxes. We also know, Mr. Speaker, 
that here we have: Halifax hospital lays off 157; 
fewer patients will re ceive care; 5 6  beds 
eliminated in one hospital only in Halifax. That is 
what the Liberals do. 

Here is an even greater indication of what the 
Liberals will be doing in future in this country, 
because it is the Liberals in Ottawa who are 
dealing with transfer payments to the provinces for 
the support of health care in Canada. Here we have 
the Honourable Marcel Masse, the 
Intergovernmental Affairs minister, who is looking 
at how he is going to save money in Ottawa in 
terms of eliminating some of their costs and 
getting their deficit down. The headline in the 
Toronto Star, which is a Liberal paper, says: 20 
percent cut seen in spending for health. 'The quote 
is: Canada is in a state of financial crisis-now this 
is only five months after they have been elected 
-and must cut billions of dollars in spending from 
health care and other programs, a top federal 
minister says; Intergovernmental Affairs minister, 
Marcel Masse, said last night, health spending 
alone could be cut perhaps by 20 percent, and 
international experience suggests services should 
not suffer. 

That is what he is saying. Services will not 
suffer. We are going to cut your spending by 20 
percent-[interjection] 

Mr. Speaker, that is an absolutely fascinating 
response from the member for St. James (Mr. 
Edwards) who says, of course, that they would 
spend smart with 20 percent less money in health 
care. When we look at reductions of less than a 
tenth of that, they think that it is an absolute crisis 
in health care. It is unbelievable. The hypocrisy of 
the member for St. James is unbelievable. 
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Here is more from Ontario: Hospital cuts 
marrow transplant program. There are other stories 
about them closing down emergency wards in 
hospitals and all of these services. The same thing 
as well again from the Toronto Star this time is: 
NDP to cut $34 million in schools. That is the New 
Democrats. 

An Honourable Member: Where is that? 

Mr. Filmon: In Ontario. 

An Honourable Member: I thought it was 
Sweden there for a minute. 

Mr. Filmon: Well, Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the 
members opposite find it humorous when we 
remind them of the truth of the actions of their 
countetparts and their colleagues in other parts of 
Canada. 

• (1710) 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to talk to a very limited 
extent on trade and the importance of trade to 
Manitoba's economy. I believe that two recent 
developments-and I compliment the federal 
Liberal Party on seeing the light, and I assume that 
means their colleagues here in the Manitoba 
Legislature, their fellow Liberals, also agree with 
the tremendous change, the J 80 degree change that 
was done by the federal Liberals of approving 
NAFf A without changing one iota, one element, 
one sentence of that agreement. I t  was an 
unbelievable conversion on the road to Damascus. 

There is a great deal to be said for the advantages 
and the opportunities of trade. I have said many, 
many times in our rural communities that two 
things that happened just before Christmas of 1993 
will probably result in the brightest prospects for 
economic security that our farm community has 
seen in decades, and those two things are the 
resolution of GATT and NAFfA. In those two 
items alone, I believe that you will see the 
economic health of rural Manitoba take a 
tremendous step forward. 

Mr. Speaker, even just in anticipation of 
NAFf A, because Manitoba businesses were going 
down, were looking at opportunities, were seeking 
out markets and checking out what they could do 
in Mexico, our trade with Mexico increased by 30 

percent in 1993. Just the fact that some Manitoba 
producers, some Manitoba manufacturers and 
suppliers went down to Mexico to start looking at 
opportunities. 

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, I want to just 
remind those New Democrats who were adamant 
opponents of the Free Trade Agreement with the 
United States that in the last three years alone our 
exports to the United States have increased 40 
percent-40 percent in the last three years. 

An Honourable Member: What is the deficit for 
trade . . .  ? 

Mr. Filmon: It is almost eliminated, absolutely. It 
has been eliminated, and these are the results of 
trade agreements that open up opportunities for 
Manitobans. Manitobans on the world stag�and 
we have got to remember that Manitoba is a 
trading province. If we are going to maintain our 
quality of life, our standard of living, we have to be 
able to sell; half of all the goods we produce we 
sell outside this province. We must keep the 
borders open. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to look for the support 
of members opposite, as we continue to try and 
ensure that we remove the intetprovincial trade 
barriers in this country. We want to ensure that. 
Liberals, I believe, will support that; New 
Democrats, I am not sure, will support that. New 
Democrats in at least two of our provinces in 
Canada today are fighting against a resolution of 
that intetprovincial free trade agreement, and we 
are going to want them to go out and lobby their 
colleagues in other provinces to ensure that we 
have free trade throughout. 

I have not even talked about the Mineral 
Exploration Incentive Program and the 
tremendous explosion of mining opportunities in 
this province of Manitoba. [interjection] 

Mr. Speaker, I know that the member for 
Dauphin (Mr. Plohrnan) is very exercised to hear 
the good news of all the opportunities that are 
happening in our economy. He does not want me 
to be able to carry on, but despite his interventions, 
I will persist because I think it is important for 
people to know that in 1993, we had the largest 
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exploration, the largest dollar spent in exploration 
in both mining and oil in the history of Manitoba. 

Of course, New Democratic policies throughout 
the '70s and ' 80s absolutely killed mining 
exploration and development in Manitoba, 
absolutely killed mining exploration. Now we 
have the opportunities for growth that are taking 
place in the mining industry because of our 
Mineral Exploration Incentive Program, because 
of our policies to encourage mining. 

The largest single claim staked in the history of 
Manitoba: 2. 7 million acres by Rhonda Mining 
Corporation to look for diamonds, gold and 
precious metals. We have a nickel mine that is 
currently in the final stages of exploration, a nickel 
deposit that could result in a nickel mine that is at 
least as large as Thompson, thanks to the policies 
of this government. 

We have vanadium; we have titanium. We have 
all these metals being produced. By the end of 
1995, we will have three producing gold mines, 
thanks to the policies of this ·administration 
-hundreds of jobs, massive opportunities for the 
people of northern Manitoba. 

What do they have in British Columbia, who are 
now pursuing the policies of the New Democrats 
that they imposed on this province that brought 
exploration to a grinding halt in this province'? 
They have, it says here: B.C. tries to calm mining 
industry. It says: 50 percent drop in exploration 
investment called crisis. 

They have a crisis in the mining industry, and all 
of those people are coming to Manitoba. In fact, 
Falconbridge moved their exploration offices out 
of Vancouver to Winnipeg because of the climate 
in British Columbia that is absolutely anti
mineral-exploration, and they moved it to 
Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, the one thing that I want to say to 
the members opposite, because they do not seem to 
have any sense of what answers they would bring 
here other than raising taxes, the one thing I say to 
them is in our consultations with people 
throughout this province, they do not want their 
taxes increased. They know how much the taxes 

increased under New Democrats when they were 
last in office. They know bow much the taxes are 
increasing under New Democratic governments all 
over this province, all over this country. 

Here is another one from the Toronto Star: Tax 
bite up $3 billion under NDP. Now that is in one 
year in Ontario under the New Democrats-$3 
billion in tax increases. That is what they know 
would happen if the New Democrats were ever 
allowed to get their hands on government in this 
province. 

Mr. Speaker, the other thing I say to them is that 
they have to have a realistic approach to ensure 
that they attempt to live within their means, 
because revenue increases in future for all the 
governments in Canada are not going to go up as 
they did in the past. Revenue increases in Canada, 
the best forecasts that we and other governments 
have in Canada are that revenues will increase at 
half the rate that they did in the '80s and a quarter 
of the rate that they did in the 1970s. So the New 
Democrats and the Liberals bad better come up 
with better answers, because the ones that they 
have given in the past simply do not cut it, and that 
will not help them to meet the needs of 
Manitobans. 

Mr. John Plohman (Daupbin): Sounds like a 
gimmick coming. 

Mr. Filmon: I just want to close with a little 
information, and I would just ask the member for 
D auphin, I did not heckle him when 
-[interjection] Mr. Speaker, I just want membem 
opposite to know exactly what bas happened to 
spending in this province and the priorities that we 
have chosen since we have been in office for the 
past six years. 

In the area of Family Services, spending has 
increased from 10 percent to over 12 percent of our 
budget. In the area of Education, spending bas 
increased from 17.2 percent to 18.7 percent of our 
budget. In the area of health care, it has increased 
from 31.6 percent to 33.9 percent of our budget. 

• (1720) 

Mr. Speaker, the social safety net, in three 
departments only, Health. Education and Family 
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Services, comprises 65 percent of all of our 

spending.  In addition to that, in our areas of 
taxation, the changes that we have been making, I 

just heard a tax expert on the radio the other day 

talking with Richard Cloutier about taxes in 
Manitoba. That tax expert responded to a caller 

who said that they were concerned about the 

complexity of the income tax form in Manitoba. 

The response that was given by that tax expert 
was that, of course, the income tax system and the 
form basically have to follow the principles and 

the rules of the federal government who do collect 

income taxes for all of the governments of Canada 
with the exception of Quebec. They said that in 
order to bring in changes to try and apply your own 
mark to the tax collection system, the forms 

unfortunately do become complex, but he said, the 
good side to it is that the complexity in the 

Manitoba system is because of the tax credits that 

were brought in by this government by the former 
Minister of Education to try and increase the 
credits for families and indeed for dependants in 

Manitoba and give much greater fairness to the tax 

system for our low-income people and our people 

w ith dependants . That was done by this 

Conservative administration in Manitoba and, as a 

result of that, Mr. Speaker, with the changes that 
we brought in, that brought Manitoba from the 

second highest overall taxed province in Canada 
when we took office in 1988 to the third lowest 
taxed province in Canada today. 

People opposite say, oh, yes, but you are not 
doing anything for the low-income people, you are 
only worried about your rich friends. Well, the 
government of Saskatchewan in its budget in 
February, and I recommend it as good reading to 
the members opposite, put forth a table that gives 
the comparison of costs that are imposed by the 
provincial governments across this country in the 
form of taxes and regulated costs, regulated by the 
PUB. We are talking about the regulated costs 

such as heating, electricity, telephones and car 
insurance, and you add to that the costs that are 
imposed by the provincial government, and guess 
what. 

For a family income of $25,000, Manitoba has 
the lowest costs in Canada. For a family of 
$50,000, Manitoba has the second lowest costs in 
Canada, and for a family of $75 ,000 income, 
Manitoba is the third lowest costs in Canada, for 
all of these costs that are either directly imposed or 
regulated by provincial governments. 

So not only have we been keeping taxes down 
and lowering taxes, Mr. Speaker, we have 
continued to do so in a way that has been fair to the 
taxpayers of Manitoba and fairest to the lowest
income people in our economy. 

I remember when the New Democrats were in 
office and they brought in that 2 percent tax on net 
income and it started to click in to families earning 
$ 1 2 ,000. That 2 percent tax on net income 
whacked families earning $12,000 with a new tax. 
That was their contribution to fairness and to 
keeping the cost of living down for the low-income 
people of this province. 

The other part of the equation, of course, is what 
we have done with respect to deficits, Mr. Speaker, 
and what proportion deficits have played as a part 
of our decisions and our priorities in government. 

Well, the members opposite in the NDP party 
who are constantly criticizing everything that we 
do fiscally in government, while they were in 
office , six straight budgets had deficits that 
exceeded 3 percent of the gross provincial product. 
We, since we have been in office, Mr. Speaker, 
have a deficit that has averaged under one and a 
half percent of the gross provincial product. Those 
deficits have continued to go down without 
increases in taxes and without impacting the cost 
of living of the people of this province. We have 
not only kept their taxes down, but we have kept 
their deficits down so that we did not defer the 
costs of government today to future generations. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want t<r--when we talk about 
hypocrisy, we, of course, had the recent event of 
the Liberal Party and its lottery. But I just want 
New Democrats to know what is going on in other 
provinces. Here, of course, is British Columbia, 
which it says, B.C. could be Vegas of the North, 
talking about the casino being planned for B.C. 
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Here, of course, is a story from the Regina Leader 
Post, which says: Gambling income a windfall for 
government. It says, quote: Virtually all of the 
increase in revenues for the province of 
Saskatchewan will come from 3,000 video lottery 
terminals that will be operating in licensed 
establishments across the province in the coming 
year-3 ,000 VLTs being put in by New 
Democrats in Saskatchewan. 

New Democrats in Ontario, of course, are 
practising their commitment to building the 
Canadian economy by hiring a U.S. firm to run 
their casino in Windsor, Ontario, Mr. Speaker. 
Michael Deeter not only believes in Connie Curran 
and the Connie Curran approach to health care, but 
he believes in it in an approach to lotteries and 
gaming. 

There has been a little bit of information put 
forward by the member for Wellington (Ms. 
Barrett), whom I welcome to the House, and it is 
information about New Democrat spending to try 
and maintain jobs in Ontario. This article from the 
Globe and Mail is entitled Where Money Talks So 
Jobs Won't Walk. It talks about $ 163 million of 
taxpayers' money being put into firms in Ontario 
for training and m aintaining people on 
employment 

Mr. Speaker, now these are not little companies. 
These are not fledgling, floundering companies. 
These are the list of companies who received $163 
million for training and other purposes in jobs in 
Ontario-this is for the member for Wolseley (Ms. 
Friesen): Inglis Limited, $5 million; Du Pont 
Canada, $20 million; Toyota Canada, $ 1  million; 
Bombardier, $ 1 1  million; General Motors, $5 
million; Provincial Papers, $18 million; Chrysler 
Canada, $30 million; Ford of Canada, $43 million; 
Mitel Corporation, $20 million; Fleet Aerospace, 
$10 million-$ 163 million from New Democrats 
to training and maintaining jobs in Ontario. That is 
the hypocrisy of the New Democrats opposite, Mr. 
Speaker. 

• ( 1730) 

I also want to thank the member for Concordia 
(Mr. Doer) for the calendar that he sent around, 

Mr. Speaker. It is a beautiful picture of bis wife, 
Jenny, and his lovely daughter, Emily, and he does 
not look bad in it either. I just want to ask him, 
where is March 2? It must have been a black day. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, it has been a great pleasure 
as always to address the throne speech, and I just 
say that the throne speech makes its commitment 
to jobs, to a stronger economy, to the security of 
Manitobans and to a brighter future for all 
Manitobans. I believe that the throne speech is 
worthy of the support of every single member of 
the Legislature, and I invite all members to support 
it. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. Pursuant to Rule 
35(4), I am interrupting the proceedings in order to 
put the question on the motion of the honourable 
member for Sturgeon Creek (Mr. McAlpine), that 
is, a motion for an address in reply to the Speech 
from the Throne, which is that an humble address 
be presented to His Honour the Lieutenant
Governor as follows: 

We, Her Majesty's dutiful and loyal subjects, 
the Legislative Assembly of Manitoba, in session 
assembled, humbly thank Your Honour for the 
gracious speech which Your Honour has been 
pleased to address us at tbe opening of tbe presem 
session. 

Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt tbe 
motion? 

Some Honourable Members: No. 

Voice Vote 

Mr. Speaker: All those in favour of the motioa. 
please say yea. 

Some Honourable Members: Yea. 

Mr. Speaker: All those opposed, please say nay. 

Some Honourable Members: Nay. 

Mr. Speaker: In my opinion, the Yeas have it. 

Formal Vote 

Mr. Ashton: Yeas and Nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker: A recorded vote having beea 
requested, call in the members. 
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The question before the House is the motion of 
the honourable member for Sturgeon Creek (Mr. 
McAlpine), that is, the motion for an address in 
reply to the Speech from the Throne, which was 
just read. 

Division 

A RECORDED VOTE was taken, the result being 

as follows: 

Yeas 

Cummings, Da cquay, Derkach, D ow ney, 
D riedger, Ducharme, Enns, Ernst, Filmon, 
Findlay, Gilleshammer, Helwer, Laurendeau, 

Manness, McAlpine, McCra e,  Mcin tosh, 
Mitchelson, Orchard, Pallister, Penner, Praznik, 
Reimer, Render, Rose, Stefanson, Sveinson, 
Vodrey. 

Nays 

Ashton, Barrett, Carstairs, Cerilli, Chomiak, 
Dewar, Doer, Edwards, Evans (Brandon East), 
Evans (Interlake), Friesen, Gaudry, Gray, Hickes, 
Kowalski, Lamoureux, Lath/in, Mackintosh, 

Maloway, Martindale, McCormick, Plohman, 

Reid, Robinson, Santos, Schellenberg, Storie, 
Wowchuk. 

Mr. Clerk (William Remnant): Yeas 28, Nays 
28. 

Mr. Speaker: When required to exercise a casting 
vote, a Speaker must consider several principles. 
Among these is a concept that where no other 
options are available, the Chair should vote for the 
retention of the status quo. The identification of 
relevant precedence was not easy; however, I did 
determine that in 1 897 Speaker Juta of the Union 
of South Africa, then a self-governing dominion 
within the Commonwealth, voted in support of the 
government on a motion of no confidence to keep 
the matter open in accordance with the established 
convention. Therefore, to retain the status quo, and 
so that a final and conclusive judgment would not 
be made solely by the presiding officer of this 
House, I am voting for the motion. The motion is 
accordingly carried. 

Is it the will of the House to call it six o'clock? 
[agreed] The hour being 6 p.m., this House is now 
adjourned and stands adjourned until 1 :30 p.m. 
tomorrow (Wednesday). 
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