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The House met at 1:30 p.m.

Madam Clerk (Patricia Chaychuk): It is my
duty to inform the House that Mr. Speaker is un-
avoidably absent. Therefore, in accordance with
the statutes, I would ask the Deputy Speaker to
please take the Chair.

PRAYERS

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
MATTER OF PRIVILEGE
Pan Am Clinic

Mr. Darren Praznik (Lac du Bonnet): I rise on
a matter of privilege and will have a substantive
motion at the end of my comments. Mr. Deputy
Speaker, there are two preconditions to the issue
of a matter of privilege, one being timeliness and
the other demonstrating a prima facie case.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, with respect to
timeliness, the document which becomes so very
critical to this matter was only made available to
the public this afternoon at 12:30, and I would
like to table, Mr. Deputy Speaker, three copies
of it. This is from the Winnipeg Regional Health
Authority with the analysis with respect to the
purchase of the Pan Am Clinic.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, it is with great regret
that I have to rise on this matter of privilege
because I have always believed that, although
there is some liberty taken by all of us in this
House as active politicians, if the public is going
to have a thorough debate on the issues of the
day, it has to rely on those who control the
information, particularly within government, that
being the ministers of the Crown, to be as
forthright as possible in the information they
bring forward. Having worked with the Minister
of Health (Mr. Chomiak) and having known him
for many years, I am quite disappointed in this
situation, and it is with regret that I have to rise
today with this particular motion of privilege.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, if you will peruse
Hansard you will find that on page 404 for April

11, 2001, in answer to a question from the
Member for Charleswood (Mrs. Driedger) as to
what the public were purchasing for $4 million
in the purchase of the Pan Am Clinic, the
minister made very clear in his answer, and I
quote: It was for the purchase of the building,
the equipment and the surgical suites.

On numerous occasions, we put many
questions to him asking for more information,
giving him the opportunity, as is our duty and
responsibility as members of the Opposition, to
question public expenditures, Mr. Deputy
Speaker. We asked him on many occasions to
tell us the details of this particular sale. One of
the few details that the Minister of Health (Mr.
Chomiak) provided to the public and to members
of the House, perhaps maybe the only detail, was
that public money was being used to purchase a
building, equipment and surgical suites. At no
time did this minister indicate to this House, to
the people of Manitoba, that there was more to
the purchase. For us on this side of the House, in
fact, for all members of this Assembly who are
not part of the Treasury bench, for us to do our
job to ensure public accountability it is important
that we rely, or be able to rely on accurate
information being provided by ministers of the
Crown.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, if you peruse Hansard
over the last few Question Periods in which this
has been an issue you will find that, on numer-
ous occasions, we gave this minister the oppor-
tunity to tell us what he had purchased. He chose
not to assign a value, but he did clearly indicate
that we were purchasing buildings, equipment
and surgical suites for the $4 million.

I would also like to table the press release
issued by the Minister of Health, I believe it was
on the 2nd of April, 2001, when this minister
announced the purchase of the Pan Am Clinic. In
it he indicates that Manitoba was buying a
building, equipment and operating rooms. So the
minister, in his public pronouncements, has been
very clear. In fact, the only detail that he has
really provided other than the $4-million
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purchase price was that it was for a building,
equipment and operating rooms.

* (13:35)

In the document that I tabled, the
PricewaterhouseCoopers analysis, I would refer
you to page 2 of the actual document not the
executive summary, but under section 2, the
acquisition, under the heading "Deal Structure"
and I would refer you to points one, two, three
down, Mr. Deputy Speaker. It clearly indicates,
and I quote: The purchase of the good will of
Pan Am and all business and financial records
by the Winnipeg Regional Health Authority for a
purchase price of approximately $700,000 to be
paid in equal instalments over three years,
contingent upon each Pan Am partner continuing
to practise at the Pan Am Clinic.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, from the minister's
own document, he is clearly indicating that this
purchase included good will, financial records,
and was part of ensuring for that bonus the
continued practice of the physicians at Pan Am.

Members on this side of the House have
continually given this minister the opportunity to
tell us the components of this deal. He has not
told us the truth, that the deal was larger than
buildings, equipment and operating theatres.
From his own documents, we know that there
was $700,000 for good will. The minister had
opportunity to tell us that. The minister could
have said one of those components was good
will. He could have told this House that they
were buying an active business, but he did not
do that. He said very clearly that they were
buying buildings, equipment and operating
theatres.

Members opposite, including the Premier
(Mr. Doer), may at this time now be thinking—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. The Oppo-
sition House Leader, on a point of order.

Point of Order

Mr. Marcel Laurendeau (Opposition House
Leader): Mr. Deputy Speaker, this is a very
serious matter which we are dealing with today,
and I do believe all members should be listening.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: We encourage all mem-
bers to please maintain the order, but I do not
think there is a point of order.

* %k %

Mr. Praznik: The Premier (Mr. Doer), the
Minister of Health (Mr. Chomiak) and members
of the Government may make light of this, but
one of the key fundamental principles of our par-
liamentary system is ministerial accountability.
All members of this House have the right to
expect that Cabinet ministers when they provide
an answer will be as accurate as possible and
will not knowingly mislead members of this
House.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Minister of Health
is Minister of Health. He had access to the
details of this arrangement. He put out a press
release in his name. One of the only questions he
answered on the subject was to establish what
we were buying: building, equipment and oper-
ating rooms. Never once did this Minister of
Health tell this Assembly, as is our right to
expect, that the deal included the purchase of
good will. This is a very serious matter. Our
parliamentary system works because ministers
can be held accountable. It is the job of Oppo-
sition to question, particularly the expenditure of
the public's money. It is not the money of the
Minister of Health, it is not the money of the
Premier, it is the money of the people of
Manitoba. For us to question their expenditure,
to ask the tough questions, we are required to
have accurate information.

As I have said, in his own Pricewaterhouse
report provided to the public today, it clearly
indicates that part of the purchase of $700,000
was towards good will. It does not say assets, it
does not say operating theatres, it says good will.
If the members opposite believe in this
parliamentary democracy, if the Premier (Mr.
Doer) stands by his words that he believes in
open government and accountability, then surely
to goodness his minister or he could have stood
in this House when asked and tell us all of the
components on which public money was being
spent.

If we are to do our job on behalf of the
people of questioning the actions of the Govern-
ment, their expenditure of public money, we



May 1, 2001

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA

1035

have to be able to rely on the information that
they provide because they control it. It is in their
control. If they are going to mislead this House
and deliberately mislead this House then we
cannot do our job, and doing our job is essential
to holding a government accountable on behalf
of the people.

* (13:40)

So this Minister of Health and this
administration by not telling us the truth, all of
the components of this particular deal, have
made it difficult if not impossible for us to do
our job which is a legitimate job in the public
and democratic parliamentary process to hold
the Government accountable. Members opposite
may laugh, the Member for Interlake (Mr.
Nevakshonoff) and others may make comments,
but no government should be left on its own
without being held accountable. We need to
know that ministers when they bring information
to this House will be accurate.

I would move, seconded by the Member for
Kirkfield Park (Mr. Murray), THAT the Minister
of Health (Mr. Chomiak) did break the
privileges of all members by misleading this
House when he said, and I quote: when we
announced the agreement in principle to pur-
chase the Pan Am centre, it was to purchase the
building, the equipment and the surgical suites.
Both in this House on April 11, 2001, and in the
press release of April 2, 2001, when he
announced the agreement in principle to
purchase the Pan Am centre the minister failed
to inform members of this House that he was
paying $700,000 to purchase an ongoing
business, the good will of that business, and that
this matter be therefore referred to a Committee
on Privileges and Elections for the committee's
consideration.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Before recognizing any
other member to speak, I would remind the
House that contributions at this time by honou-
rable members are to be limited to strictly
relevant comments as to whether the alleged
matter of privilege had been raised at the earliest
opportunity and whether a prima facie case has
been established.

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Minister of Health): Mr.
Deputy Speaker, I think it is extraordinary that
members opposite are trying to twist and turn in

the wind with respect to this because they cannot
find legitimate arguments to make. As they em-
brace the American private system, they will
look for anything. What else would answer the
fact that this Member for Lac du Bonnet, when
questioning us on the deal—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: A point of order being
raised, please state your point of order, the
Opposition House Leader.

Point of Order

Mr. Marcel Laurendeau (Opposition House
Leader): I am sure that you clarified to this
House that they were to be dealing with whether
this was a prima facie case or the time limits.
This member is just attempting to create more
debate within this House, and he is provoking
debate. He is only trying to cover up the issue.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On the same point of
order?

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the
member was characterizing a number of com-
ments. | am attempting to deal with the prima
facie case by virtue of dealing with a whole
series of comments on this issue by both the
Member for Lac du Bonnet and myself dealing
with this issue.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Our rule states that it
shall be limited to whether the issue had been
raised on time and whether there is a prima facie
case. The honourable minister, please confine
yourself to those two matters.

* % %

Mr. Chomiak: Numerous questions were asked
by members opposite following the
announcement of the agreement in principle.
There was an agreement in principle, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, when the deal was announced
by an agreement in principle. Following that,
there was a series of discussions and questions
back and forth. In addition, we indicated that the
Government, pending final signing of this
agreement, was doing due diligence.

That due diligence was released today. That
due diligence which points out that, through the
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review they concluded the base financial case for
the existing facility, the acquisition is economic
and fair. That is what that due diligence indi-
cated, that the deal was economic and fair.

* (13:45)

Mr. Deputy Speaker, when I was asked in
this Chamber by members opposite about this
issue, let me quote what I said in the House, in
Hansard, page 404, April 11: As we indicated
when we made this announcement to agree to
the agreement in principle, we were finalizing
due diligence and the information will be
provided to the House and to the members
opposite. Later on, I said: Unlike what was done
during the previous decade of deals like Smart-
Health, deals like Connie Curran, deals like
frozen food, I indicated at the press conference—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: A point of order being
raised, the Opposition House Leader. The
Opposition House Leader, on a point of order.

Point of Order

Mr. Laurendeau: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I do
believe that you have already called this minister
to order once. He should be referring to matters
that are already before the House, and he should
not be provoking debate.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable House
Leader, on the same point of order?

Hon. Gord Mackintosh (Government House
Leader): On the issue of points of order, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, would you please provide some
instruction to the House as to whether points of
order are going to be recognized when a matter
of privilege is before the House.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: There has been a ruling
by Speaker Hickes, that if the point of order is
relevant to the matter of privilege, it can be
raised.

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Is that on a point of
order?

Mr. Chomiak: No.
Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. I have to
give a ruling on the point of order raised. The
rule is clear. Comments should be limited to
timeliness of raising the issue and to the matter
of prima facie case. If the facts are relevant to
the prima facie case, it should be clearly so. If it
is not, then we are on a matter of order.

* %k %

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Minister
of Health, on the point of order?

Some Honourable Members: No.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I have dealt with the
point of order. I am recognizing the Minister of
Health on the matter of privilege.

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, if I can
continue without interruption, I would hope,
from the House Leader, and as I said on April
11: We will be making all these materials avail-
able when we sign the final documents of the
agreement.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, prima facie, I indicated
in this Chamber that documentation would be
provided. We have documentation that we would
provide on the final signing of this agreement.
Further, members opposite said all kinds of
things about this deal.

It is very clear they did not know a lot of
aspects of basic common sense of business. You
have (a) an agreement in principle, (b) one
normally suspects that in a normal business
transaction there are certain business assets and
certain business good will that goes with the
purchase. That is basic business sense.

[ am sorry that members opposite—

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please.

* (13:50)
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Mr. Chomiak: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker.
It is a basic business practice, and I am sur-
prised. Maybe I am not so surprised that mem-
bers opposite are not aware of that. I stood up on
many occasions in this House and have already
quoted. [interjection] If the members opposite
really took it seriously, I think they would listen
to the response which only indicates that it is a
tactic.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, it is surprising that
when one tries to get one's point on the table,
members opposite either drown it out or do not
listen and that goes to the heart of this matter
which is not a matter of privilege, which is a
dispute over the facts and which is an attempt, in
my view, by members opposite to try to make a
point that they have not very effectively made in
the House previously.

In addition, I would like to say that we
indicated (1) agreement in principle, (2) docu-
mentation would be provided both at the press
conference and in this House. We are in a posi-
tion where today the due diligence was tabled. It
was provided, something that never happened
before, which is an indication of our forth-
rightness in providing this information of the
public's money.

At this time, Mr. Deputy Speaker, not only
did the due diligence that was referred to by the
member opposite indicate some of those factors,
but it also said that the acquisition is economic
and fair from a financial point of view to the
WRHA, with a net benefit of $1.2 million on this
deal. So it is very clear that information was
provided. The information was provided. The
member opposite is trying to make an issue, I
believe, that he is stretching the rules in order to
try to make a point. I think it is ironic. I think it
is ironic that that same member who was
circulating in the hallway last week on this issue,
making spurious allegations, would have the gall
to stand up in this House, the member who was
quoted on CBC as saying the Premier (Mr. Doer)
goes on regular fishing trips with Brian Postl and
with several of the Hildahl brothers on a regular
basis. The member who said that, and is quoted
on CBC, would have the gall to stand up and say
we are not providing the information that we are
providing, that we did provide, we promised to
provide and will continue to provide.

Mr. Laurendeau: On the issue of the matter of
privilege, Mr. Deputy Speaker: a prima facie
case and time limits. On the prima facie case, let
me read from the minister's own words: "as we
indicated at the press conference when we
announced the agreement in principle to pur-
chase the Pan Am centre, it was to purchase the
building, the equipment and the surgical suites."
This is part of the prima facie case.

On the time limits, Mr. Deputy Speaker, we
received today a news release from this minister.
In this news release which we received today,
and that is the timeliness on this matter, the
purchase of the good will of the Pan Am and all
business and financial records by the WRHA for
purchase price of approximately $700,000, it is
very clear that he spoke mistruths on the record
in this House when he said that he did not pay
anything for the good will. In today's words that
he gave to us, it says that he paid $700,000 for
good will. There is an agreement between him
and his friends, and we can now see it clearly.
There were also only two proposals put to get it.
We are waiting to see what else this minister has
put on the record that was misinformation.

Mr. Mackintosh: On the matter of privilege, I
will be certainly making the argument to you
that this certainly is no matter of privilege. It
does not come near it, Mr. Deputy Speaker, and
in fact it does not even come near a strong or
valid argument.

First of all, with regard to whether the
matter was raised at the earliest opportunity, I
will not deal with that. I will move to the issue
as to whether there could be some prima facie
case here, and I want to talk about just how
pathetic this presentation was by the former
House Leader opposite.

First of all, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
Beauchesne's makes it clear that a matter of
privilege is a very, very special form of proce-
dure, a way of raising the attention of the House
to breaches of ways that the House does business
and members are able to conduct the business on
behalf of constituents. Beauchesne's says that the
privileges of Parliament are rights which are
absolutely necessary, absolutely necessary for
the due execution of its powers. Beauchesne's
then goes on to say at Citation 31 "A dispute
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arising between two Members, as to allegations
of facts, does not fulfill the conditions of parlia-
mentary privilege."

*(13:55)

Now what we have here is the rule book,
and there was such concern on the part of
members that have gone before us in this
Assembly that they put also in the rule book that
very same citation, that allegations of facts and
disputes arising on those do not fulfil the
conditions of parliamentary privilege. I will be
making the case that what we are talking about
here is simply some dispute and I would say a
very weak dispute from members opposite.

There are, of course, precedents. I believe
the member opposite had a chance to put his best
foot forward. We heard his best foot, and I
believe now it is incumbent on us to deal with
the matter of privilege, if it is indeed a serious
matter, if it is, as the members opposite allege.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, first of all, there have
been precedents in this House by Speaker
Rocan, going back to 1992-93 and to Speaker
Dacquay in 1995 that regarded matters
coincidentally of allegations about the Minister
of Health making information available outside
the House. What the rulings of this House have
held is that, for example, Speaker Rocan said
that the Minister of Health in dealing with the
matter of allegations that the Minister of Health
provided information to persons outside the
House but withheld same information from
members of the House—[interjection] Well, |
think that is what the allegations were about,
information being made in the House and
information being made outside the House
which members opposite are saying somehow
there was some disparity.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I wonder if the
members opposite actually believe this is a
serious matter because all [ hear are the cackles
over there. One thing has been said over and
over again in this House in Question Period over
the last week or two and that is the Minister of
Health saying that the full details of this
arrangement would be made known to
Manitobans and members opposite. I want to
quote, for example, on April 11, the minister

said: "As we indicated when we made this
announcement to agree to the agreement in
principle . . . we were finalizing due diligence
and that information will be provided to the
House and to the member opposite,” referring to
the Member for Charleswood. "I hope she will
read it carefully when it is done and that will be
shortly."

He then went on to say: "as | indicated at the
press conference, we will be making all these
materials available when we sign the final
documents of the agreement. I hope the member
will have an opportunity to review them. We
will have a discussion at that time."

All we have heard is an openness, an
agreement to fully disclose all aspects of the
agreement, to table the documents, not do
something behind closed doors like we had with
SmartHealth, not like with frozen food, but to be
entirely forthcoming to Manitobans and
members opposite. So, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
what we have are allegations now that somehow
the Minister of Health got up and misled the
House. First of all, the motion on the matter of
privilege alleges that the minister misled the
House. That would not, even if proven true be a
matter of privilege. It is not a matter of privilege.
Perhaps deliberately misleading, intending to
mislead, but misleading the House has never in
the history of this institution been anything near
a matter of privilege, and then going on to
complain that the minister failed to inform
members. All we heard was his agreement to
inform members fully, fully, fully and he has
done that today.

[ want to just conclude that if there are to be
allegations made about misleading the House, it
is incumbent on the Opposition or the person
alleging that so-called breach of privilege to
show clear evidence, prima facie evidence that
there was a deliberate attempt to mislead and
indeed it has required in the past, Mr. Deputy
Speaker, as you well know, essentially an
admission from the minister. What we have here
is the complete opposite. We have an agreement
to fully disclose and inform. There is no prima
facie evidence whatsoever.

If members opposite want to continue to use
matters of privilege to interrupt the proceedings
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of this House, to use a matter of privilege rather
than get into a debate in this House which there
are plenty of opportunities to do so, I think that
is unfortunate and [ do not think that reflects
well at all on their respect for the rules and the
orderly conduct of the business of this
Legislature.

Thank you very much.
* (14:00)

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): Mr.
Deputy Speaker, I rise to support, on this
occasion, the Member for Lac du Bonnet (Mr.
Praznik) because I think that there is, in this
instance, a prima facie case, that this subject
which has been intensively discussed and
debated during Question Period over the last
number of days, that there has been less than
transparency, there has been clear intent here to
put on the table a purchase price which was
larger than the buildings, the surgical suites and
the equipment. We now have an explanation for
why the purchase price was so high, that there
were things which were not revealed early on
and which could have been revealed very easily.

It is perhaps understandable why the
Minister of Health (Mr. Chomiak) would want to
hide this deliberately from us. I think that, in
part, this is a reflection of the fact that the
present government and the Minister of Health
do not really have a framework for what they are
doing in health care; that the fundamental
problem here is that we have a government
which is taking over private clinics with a great
deal of enthusiasm and excitement, as the
minister has said yesterday; and that the logical
extension of this policy which the minister is so
enthusiastic about is the takeover of the dozens
of other private clinics which exist in this
province, a procedure and an approach which,
quite frankly, Mr. Deputy Speaker, does not
make any sense. The illogical approach that the
minister has taken is part of the reason that we
have ended up in this circumstance where there
are facts which have been hidden.

I believe, as we saw yesterday, one of the
things that happened here is that the minister
does not have a clear framework for what he is
doing. He does not have a clear framework for

what he will do in terms of taking over an
individual clinic. So we have the minister saying
initially that he was going to buy a building,
equipment and surgical suites. Today, the minis-
ter is saying that he is going to buy not just
building, equipment and surgical suites but good
will, and provide incentives for people to keep
on working there because he is concerned that if
he did not provide some financial incentives that
people would be frightened about the Govern-
ment takeover and they might well go elsewhere,
establish another clinic or leave the province.

[t is clear that the minister perhaps had some
reason, because he has not got his act in order.
He has not had a framework for being somewhat
deceptive in this instance, but that does not
explain nor does it allow the minister to be
deceptive to this Legislature in the fashion that
he has been. Clearly, what this Legislature needs
is, starting at the top, a coherent framework for
whether this is a government which is going to
have a consistent policy of taking over all the
private clinics or just do a little bit of ad hoc
management as they seem to be doing. Is this a
government which actually has a framework for
how it is going to purchase a clinic and where it
is and what it is going to pay for? Clearly not.
All this ad hockery that we are seeing is the
underlying reason for this deceptive approach. It
is sad to see the Government doing this and
sorry that this has happened, but I think quite
clearly there is a prima facie case, and I hope
that you will rule that there is, Mr. Deputy
Speaker. Thank you.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: A matter of privilege is a
serious concern. Therefore it requires a little bit
more study. | am going to take the matter under
advisement to consult the authorities and will
come back and return to the House with a ruling.

PRESENTING PETITIONS
Manitoba Hydro Lines Routes

Mr. Ron Schuler (Springfield): I beg to present
the petition of D. Brotchie, G. Hanks, G. Heft
and others praying that the Legislative Assembly
of Manitoba request that the Minister respon-
sible for Manitoba Hydro (Mr. Selinger) con-
sider alternative routes for the additional 230 kV
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and 500 kV lines proposed for the R.M. of East
St. Paul.

Kenaston Underpass

Mr. John Loewen (Fort Whyte): Mr. Deputy
Speaker, I beg to present the petition of Fred
Anderson, George Waters, Scott Johnston and
others praying that the Premier of Manitoba
consider reversing his decision to not support
construction of an underpass at Kenaston and
Wilkes.

Mr. Frank Pitura (Morris): Mr. Deputy
Speaker, I beg to present the petition of Brian
Murphy, Linda Champagne, Earl Geddes and
others praying that the Premier of Manitoba
consider reversing his decision to not support
construction of an underpass at Kenaston and
Wilkes.

READING AND RECEIVING PETITIONS
Manitoba Hydro Lines Routes

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Springfield (Mr. Schuler), I have read the
petition and it conforms to the privileges and
practices of the House. Is it the will of the House
to have the petition read?

Some Honourable Members: Yes.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Clerk will read the
petition.

Madam Clerk (Patricia Chaychuk): The
petition of the undersigned citizens of the Prov-
ince of Manitoba, humbly sheweth:

THAT the R.M. of East St. Paul has the
highest concentration of high voltage power
lines in a residential area in Manitoba; and

THAT the R.M. of East St. Paul is the only
jurisdiction in Manitoba that has both a 500kV
and a 230kV line directly behind residences; and

THAT numerous studies have linked cancer,
in particular childhood leukemia, to the
proximity of power lines.

WHEREFORE YOUR PETITIONERS HUM-
BLY PRAY THAT the Legislative Assembly of

Manitoba request that the Minister responsible
for Manitoba Hydro consider alter-native routes
for the additional 230kV and 500kV lines
proposed for the R.M. of East St. Paul.

PRESENTING REPORTS BY
STANDING AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES
Committee of Supply
Mr. Harry Schellenberg (Acting

Chairperson): Mr. Deputy Speaker, the
Committee of Supply has adopted certain reso-
lutions, directs me to report the same and asks
leave to sit again. I move, seconded by the
honourable Member for Riel (Ms. Allan), that
the report of the committee be received.

Motion agreed to.
TABLING OF REPORTS

Hon. Drew Caldwell (Minister of Education,
Training and Youth): Mr. Deputy Speaker, I
would like to table both the Department of
Education, Training and Youth and the Depart-
ment of Advanced Education Supplementary
Information for the 2001-2002 Expenditure
Estimates.

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

Bill 14-The Consumer Protection Amendment
Act

Hon. Scott Smith (Minister of Consumer and
Corporate Affairs): [ move, seconded by the
Minister of Education, Training and Youth (Mr.
Caldwell), that leave be given to introduce Bill
14, The Consumer Protection Amendment Act:
Loi modifiant la Loi sur la protection du
consommateur.

Motion presented.

Mr. Smith: We are proposing amendments to
the consumer protection provisions for Internet
transactions that were passed in the last session.
The amendments recognized that the 30-day
grace period for delivery of goods or services is
not appropriate for travel products or other such
similar time-sensitive purchases. The
amendments propose that for these types of
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Internet transactions, the buyer can cancel the
agreement if the goods or services are not pro-
vided by the date agreed upon. The bill also
makes a number of corrections to the French
version of the consumer protection provisions
for Internet transactions.

Motion agreed to.
* (14:10)
ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Pan Am Clinic
Purchase-Surgeon Bonuses

Mr. Stuart Murray (Leader of the Official
Opposition): Mr. Deputy Speaker, we have
heard from the Minister of Health (Mr.
Chomiak) regarding the purchase of the Pan Am
Clinic. He indicated that the Government had
bought the building, the equipment and the
operating suites for $4 million. Today we have
learned that a report released by the WRHA said
in fact that the Government has paid $700,000
good will and a bonus for the surgeons of the
clinic.

Can the Premier please tell the House why
his Government is paying a bonus of $700,000
for the surgeons, who will do the same work
today once the deal is closed? They are getting
paid the same amount today as they will after the
deal is closed. Why is he spending $700,000 as a
bonus?

Hon. Gary Doer (Premier): Mr. Deputy
Speaker, as was indicated at the initial
announcement of the memorandum of agreement
that was initiated by the health authority and
announced I believe it was April 2, we indicated
at that time, or they indicated at that time, that
there was due diligence that was performed.
There was a further due diligence outside report
conducted beyond that. I would quote members
to the economic conclusions: The base case net
present value of the five-year cash flow
projections for the existing facility is $5.175
million, comparing the purchase price of 3—

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please.

Mr. Doer: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I did not
interrupt the Leader of the Opposition. Perhaps
you can get some control on his members to
listen to the answers.

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.
Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please.

Mr. Doer: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker. The
report made public today indicates that the
purchase price of $3,959,000 to this value indi-
cates a net benefit of the acquisition of $1.216
million, which indicates that the acquisition is
economic and fair from a financial—

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. I cannot
hear the First Minister.

Mr. Doer: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker. The
acquisition of $1,216,000, which indicates that
the acquisition is economic and fair from a fi-
nancial point of view to the Winnipeg Regional
Health Authority, that is the conclusion of the
due diligence. The real rhetorical question is:
Why did you not raise that issue in your question
about the value of the deal that was made?

Mr. Murray: Well, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the
Premier and the Minister of Health (Mr.
Chomiak) made it clear. They said they bought a
building, equipment and operating suites for $4
million. Never once did the Premier tell
Manitobans that he was using their tax dollars to
buy a business.

As a matter of fact, I would like to quote
what the Minister of Health said in Hansard. He
said: When we announced the agreement in
principle to purchase the Pan Am centre, it was
to purchase the building, the equipment and the
operating suites.

Can the Premier please explain to Mani-
tobans why he spent $700,000 of their hard-
eamned tax dollars to give a bonus to a bunch of
surgeons?

Mr. Doer: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Leader of
the Opposition is not dealing with the conclusion
made by the external report that deals with this
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facility. The conclusion dealing with all the
issues, the net benefit of the acquisition is $1.26
million. It is economic and fair from a financial
point of view to the people of Manitoba through
the Winnipeg Regional Health Authority.

I would also point out, and something that I
know members opposite do not care very much
about, but today the health authority in dealing
with this decision that they had made said that
this external due diligence verified the numbers
that they had made prior to the announcement on
April 2, the CEO of the Winnipeg Health
Authority: We can direct people to the right
place for care based on their needs. The savings
to the hospital system will be an operating room
time freed up from other procedures, allowing us
to serve more patients. Through this deal, the
Pan Am Clinic will get expanded and updated
facilities they want, and that will be assured at
seeing enough patients to make the cost of the
expansion recoverable.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, by removing the cap,
this also improves what should be the most
important issue here, and that is the number of
procedures available for patients in Manitoba.
This is good for the patients of Manitoba.

Mr. Murray: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the rambling
diatribe of the Premier is somewhat hard to
follow, so I will ask it very directly to him: Why
is it that the Premier will not give Manitobans
meaningful tax relief, but he will give $700,000
bonus to a bunch of surgeons? It is a direct
question. Please answer it.

Mr. Doer: A direct answer: We did give tax
relief in the last budget. We reduced. That is the
problem with members opposite. They cannot
handle the truth. We reduced personal income
tax by 10 percent. We reduced corporate income
tax for the first time since the Second World
War. We reduced small business income tax and
raised the threshold for small business. We
reduced the property tax credits by $75. We
reduced four taxes. We also reduced by millions
of dollars the tuition fees for Manitoba students,
which in turn is a reduction. So that deals with
the first part of his fallacious question.

Dealing with the second part of his falla-
cious question, this is a net benefit of $1.2
million. We will have more patients available for
procedures, less procedures in hospitals, more
procedures available in the clinic at less cost to
the taxpayers.

Mrs. Myrna Driedger (Charleswood): This
Premier has avoided answering all these ques-
tions. He appears to be very embarrassed by this.
I would like to ask the Minister of Health, who
in his news release about the Pan Am Clinic and
in this House has said repeatedly that for $4
million all he bought was the building, the
equipment and the operating rooms. Today we
learned that he misled Manitobans by not telling
them that he also bought—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Govern-
ment House Leader, on a point of order.

Point of Order

Hon. Gord Mackintosh (Government House
Leader): Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Opposition
made a decision, before they came into this
House today, to raise a so-called matter of
privilege, which was nothing but an interruption
and indeed an abuse of the rules. I would argue,
having made that decision and to make the
allegations that they did in the matter of
privilege, they chose to take that route, and
therefore, when the matter was raised and you
took it under advisement, it is now improper for
them to continue to ask questions about the
matter essentially raised in the matter of
privilege. It is under advisement. They cannot
have it both ways.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Opposition House
Leader, on the same point of order.

* (14:20)

Mr. Marcel Laurendeau (Opposition House
Leader): On the same point of order, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, the only matter that you are
looking at on the matter of privilege was
whether or not the Minister of Health deliber-
ately misled this House, which we believe he
did. So it has no relevance to what the House
Leader is bringing forward at this time.
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Mr. Deputy Speaker: As I understand the rules
of the House, if the subject matter or issue under
the heading Matter of Privilege is precisely the
same question, it cannot be asked again on
another occasion. But it does not mean that other
questions not precisely the same matter that is
taken into consideration, it can still be asked.
But it does not mean if the member's question is
precisely the same and it is ruled that she cannot
ask it, she can still ask other questions not
precisely on the same question.

An Honourable Member: Conrad, does that
mean she gets called a liar?

Mr. Deputy Speaker: | do not use that word in
the House because it is unparliamentary to call
anyone a liar. This is precisely the same ques-
tion; therefore, it is already under advisement,
and she can proceed to ask other questions.

Pan Am Clinic
Purchase-Surgeon Bonuses

Mrs. Myrna Driedger (Charleswood): 1
would like to ask the Minister of Health if he
could tell us what right the Doer government has
to spend hard-earned taxpayers' money on
paying good will?

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Minister of Health): Mr.
Deputy Speaker, the fund will be paid over three
years, conditional on the partners' continuing
involvement in the clinic and a non-competition
clause. The $700,000 divided amongst 11
partners over three years averages to $42,000 per
partner per year. Part of the move on Pan Am
was an attempt to retain surgeons in Manitoba.
We need to retain surgeons. This was a process
to retain surgeons here.

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.
Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please.

Mr. Chomiak: The due diligence report
released today indicated: Through our review,
we have concluded that based on the base
financial case projections for the facility the
acquisition is economic and fair from a financial
point of view to the WRHA.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Charleswood, on a supplementary.

Mrs. Driedger: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the
minister did not answer my question. I would
like to ask him: Can he tell us what right the
Doer government has to spend taxpayers' hard-
earned money to pay bonuses, to pay good will
to doctors at the Pan Am Clinic?

Mr. Chomiak: As I indicated earlier, the fund
will be paid over three years, conditional on the
partners' continuing involvement in the clinic
and a non-competition clause.

Further, the report that was tabled today
says, quote: The base case net present value of
the five-year cash flow projections for the exist-
ing facility is $5.1 million. Comparing the pur-
chase price for 3.9 to this value indicates a net
benefit of the acquisition of $1.2 million, which
indicates that the acquisition is fair from a finan-
cial point of view to the WRHA.

In addition, we will be able to do day sur-
geries in a cheaper setting, within a day surgery
setting, and free up space in more acute care
facilities. We are not going to go the way the
members opposite went, like close Misericordia
Hospital.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Charleswood, on a second supplementary.

Mrs. Driedger: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I would
like to ask the Minister of Health if he can tell us
why he bought off the doctors by having them
sign a five-year, non-competition agreement. I
even question the ethics of such an action when
we have the health care crisis that we have, that
he is preventing this non-competition. These
doctors have a right to work wherever they want.
Why has he done this?

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, hearing
talk about ethics from members on that side of
the House raises a lot of questions. The members
cannot have it both ways. On the one hand, they
want us to retain surgeons. We want to retain
surgeons; we want to do more surgeries. We will
do anything that we can to retain surgeries.
Doctors have indicated to us they like to work in
surgical centres. They wanted a surgical centre,
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so we are melding a surgical centre within our
system.

[ might add, just to raise a point, members
opposite, in an article where the member
opposite is quoted in the Winnipeg Free Press,
February 3: The deal sees the province buy out
Hildahl, a partner, who owned the clinic, the
building, and buy out the nine surgeons who
operated the surgical centre at the facility. The
member is quoted in that very article.

Pan Am Clinic
Purchase—Surgeon Bonuses

Mr. Mervin Tweed (Turtle Mountain): Based
on the comments made by the Minister of
Health, we probably now have the most
expensive retention plan in Canada and probably
North America. The minister has committed
today to spending $700,000 more for the same
services of doctors that he would have paid for
yesterday through Manitoba Health.

Can the Minister explain to the people of
Manitoba, why $700,000?

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Minister of Health):
Yes, Mr. Deputy Speaker, as I indicated earlier,
the fund paid out over three years is conditional
on the partners' continued involvement in the
clinic in a non-competition clause. The $700,000
divided amongst 11 partners over three years
averages out to $22,000 per partner per year,
which is based on their original investment in
the clinic that they provided in terms of buying
the clinic in the first place.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, yesterday the members
wanted us to fund private hospitals; yesterday
the members wanted us to give money to private
clinics. Today somehow when we take a made-
in-Manitoba approach—we do not want to go the
Ralph Klein-Mike Harris way—we cannot main-
tain the status quo. We are trying something
innovative. It is an innovative first and made in
Manitoba that will provide services, resources to
reduce waiting lists, to provide services to
Manitobans.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Turtle Mountain, on a supplementary.

Mr. Tweed: We are talking about a $700,000
bonus to doctors. I ask the minister why would
he not tell us that last week when he was asked
the very same question?

Mr. Chomiak: I just want to add, if the member
had occasion to read the April 3 Winnipeg Free
Press where the Member for Charleswood (Mrs.
Driedger) is quoted, he would have said that that
very point was made in the April 3 Winnipeg
Free Press.

The due diligence independent third-party
review of this particular subject says comparing
the purchase price of 3.9 to this value indicates a
net benefit of the acquisition of $1.2 million,
which indicates the acquisition is fair from a
financial point of view to the WRHA. It was
reviewed by Pricewaterhouse, it was found fair
by Pricewaterhouse, found fair by the WRHA.
Members opposite have a choice. They can go
the private American way or they can come and
look at some innovation.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Turtle Mountain, on a second supplementary.

Mr. Tweed: It would appear that a group of
private doctors did benefit from this Government
to the tune of $700,000. I ask the minister again.
We asked in the House last week and he refused
to answer. What was he hiding? Seven hundred
thousand dollars, what are you hiding?

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, perhaps I
should have forwarded the newspaper article to
members sooner. If they had read it, they would
have reviewed that.

[ indicated in this Chamber that we had
agreed to an agreement in principle, and we
undertook independent third-party analysis of
this deal. The independent Pricewaterhouse re-
view of this deal, independent third party, stated
and I quote: The base case net present value of
the five-year cash flow projection is $5.1
million. Comparing the purchase price of $3.9
million to this value indicates a net benefit of the
acquisition of $1.2 million which indicates that
the acquisition is fair from a financial point of
view to the WRHA. Further, it says, through our
review we have concluded that based on the base
case financial projections for the existing
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facility, the acquisition is economic and fair
from a financial point of view to the WRHA.
Innovations, a made-in-Manitoba way to deal
with surgical centres. We are not going the Mike
Harris-Ralph Klein, U.S. way. We are trying a
made-in-Manitoba approach to the benefit of
Manitobans.

* (14:30)

Pan Am Clinic
Purchase Price

Mr. Leonard Derkach (Russell): Mr. Deputy
Speaker, it is obvious this Government has some
choices. This Government could have expanded
the work that was being done at the Pan Am
Clinic without having to spend $4 million of
taxpayers' money, including $700,000 which
went directly into the pockets of a few surgeons
for their own personal gain.

I want to ask this Minister of Health because
I asked him this question last week. I asked the
minister what else he bought besides the three
components that he talked about in the House,
and he did not answer that question. He said he
bought the building, the surgical rooms and the
equipment.

Today I want to ask the Minister of Health:
Why did he not come clean with Manitobans last
week when he was asked about the question?
Why did he hide the $700,000 that went directly
into the pockets of a few surgeons as a bonus?

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Minister of Health): A
discussion of this that occurred in the Winnipeg
Free Press April 3 is hardly hiding. A document
that was provided to the public today is hardly
hiding.

To deal with the member's point, we pay
over a million dollars a year to Pan Am to do
services on a yearly basis over that. We are one
time paying capital of about $4 million that will
provide us with the opportunity to have these
services, to provide these services, expand these
services.

According to an independent review by
Pricewaterhouse, we will have a net benefit to
the province of $1.2 million. That is in addition

to all of the benefits of having an operating sur-
gical facility, the best of its kind in Manitoba
and maybe in the country.

Mr. Derkach: I would like to ask the Minister
of Health, seeing that he has just indicated to the
House that the Manitoba taxpayer used to pay
the Pan Am Clinic a million dollars a year for
services, is he saying now that for a cost of $4
million, including $700,000 that went into the
pockets of a few surgeons, we in fact will not
have to pay a million dollars anymore for
procedures that are done at the Pan Am Clinic?

Mr. Chomiak: The value of the business and
the investment was approximately $769,000,
which was provided today. This particular ar-
rangement was done so that the fund will pay
over three years, conditional on the partners'
continued involvement in the clinic and a non-
competition clause.

The independent Pricewaterhouse report
found that over a five-year period the net benefit
to the province financially alone of this capital
investment would be $1.2 million.

Mr. Derkach: [ want to ask the Minister of
Health or the Premier (Mr. Doer) of this prov-
ince whether they will admit that this deal was
one that was cooked in the back rooms of their
offices and has no value to the province of
Manitoba and the residents of this province.

As a matter of fact, it has cost this province
dearly for the purchase of this facility.

Mr. Chomiak: I would have expected more
from a seasoned member of the Legislature than
the Member for Roblin.

This deal was negotiated by the WRHA.
When it came back to us we asked that third-
party, independent due diligence be done by a
world recognized firm, Pricewaterhouse. That
due diligence was done. That due diligence con-
cluded, quote: The base case net present value is
5.1. Comparing the purchase price of 3.9 to this
value indicates a net benefit of the acquisition of
1.2 million, which indicates that this acquisition
is fair from a financial point of view to the
WRHA. Through our review we have concluded
that based on the base case financial projects for
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the existing facility the acquisition is economic
and fair from a financial point of view to the
WRHA.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I will accept the advice
and the recommendations of the WRHA and
Pricewaterhouse and individuals who did inde-
pendent assessments before 1 will accept the
comments and the attempts by members oppo-
site to try to confuse an issue which is very
basic. Either we are going to have to change and
be innovative or we are going to go private,
U.S,, like Ralph Klein and Mike Harris.

Pan Am Clinic
Purchase-Property Appraisal

Mr. John Loewen (Fort Whyte): In the
information released today by the Minister of
Health, he indicates that the Doer government
has paid over $2.8 million for a building, a
building that is appraised by the City of Winni-
peg at approximately a million dollars, a build-
ing that cost approximately $1.1 million to build.

[ would like to ask this Minister of Health to
explain to the people of Manitoba why he paid
so much to Poseidon Enterprises and who the
principals are behind Poseidon Enterprises who
benefited to the point of $1.7 million through
this transaction.

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Minister of Health): Mr.
Deputy Speaker, I would have thought the mem-
ber opposite would have had a better under-
standing of the assessed value of the City of
Winnipeg versus the appraised value. Today, the
WRHA also released two independent appraisals
that were done of this property which values it
within the range of $2.6 and $2.8 million.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Fort Whyte, on his first supplementary.

Mr. Loewen: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Minister
of Health failed to answer the question, so I will
answer it for him. The principals behind
Poseidon are Dr. Hildahl and Dr. Lukie.

Point of Order

Hon. Gord Mackintosh (Government House
Leader): The member knows full well he has

been repeatedly breaching the rules of the House
in terms of supplementary questions.
Beauchesne's says in Citation 409 and again 410
a supplementary question should need no
preamble.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Under our rule 409 it
says there: "A preamble need not exceed one
carefully drawn sentence. A long preamble on a
long question takes an unfair share of time and
provokes the same sort of reply. A supplemen-
tary question should need no preamble."

On the point of order, since this is the first
supplementary, there is a point of order.

* % %

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Fort Whyte, please put the question.

Mr. Loewen: [ would ask the Minister of Health
to confirm that the principals behind Poseidon
Enterprises, Dr. Wayne Hildahl and Dr. Brian
Lukie, benefited to the extent of $1.7 million
when one compares the purchase price versus
the assessed value of that building.

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, there were
two independent appraisals that were provided
publicly, independent appraisals that value the
property, one $2.65 million, one $2.85 million,
that were provided by the WRHA. [ will accept
independent experts in this field rather than the
contentions of members opposite who have not
been very accurate at all during the course of this
debate.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Fort Whyte, on his second supplementary.

* (14:40)

Mr. Loewen: | would ask the Minister of Health
to explain to the people of Manitoba why he paid
over $2.8 million for a building when, according
to the appraiser's report, he could have rented the
space for $24,736 a year. Why did he pay $2.8
million when he could have rented it?

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, we have—

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.
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Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please.

Mr. Chomiak: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker.
We have an opportunity in Manitoba to go a
different course with respect to—we could stay
the way the system is. I could do what members
opposite do and go to a U.S.-style, profit-driven
health care system. Yesterday they wanted us to
fund profit-driven clinics and private hospitals,
or we could try a different course of action. As I
told the MMA on Saturday, doctors had
approached me and said: If we could function in
a surgical centre, we could get more surgeries
done, and we would stay in Manitoba. Doctors
approached me and asked us to do that. We took
that course of action. We went through an inde-
pendent review by Pricewaterhouse which
indicated a profit over the next five years of
$1.2 million for a one-time investment. Even the
member who wants us to invest $32 million in
an underpass would understand that is a fairly
good rate of return.

Health Sciences Centre
Out-patient Pharmacy

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): My
question is to the Minister of Health. It is May 1
today, and today the minister has acted
precipitously to close the Health Sciences Centre
out-patient pharmacy. The confusion and the
problems are huge and parents of children with
cancer are yelling Mayday. It is a disaster. I ask
the minister what on earth moved him to close
the out-patient pharmacy at the Health Science
Centre and cause such problems for children
with cancer and their parents, as well as for the
many other people who use this pharmacy.

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Minister of Health): As
I understand, the WRHA made the decision
because of retention of pharmacists. They have a
lack of pharmacists. As I understand it, they
wanted to utilize the existing pharmacists that
they had to be able to deliver those drugs to
patients, et cetera, and they were forced,
regrettably, to have to close the out-patient
pharmacy at the Health Sciences Centre.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for River Heights, on his first supplementary.

Mr. Gerrard: My supplementary to the
Minister of Health: Why is the minister moving
our province into the wonderful world of NDP

inefficiency, where some patients have first to
go to the CancerCare Clinic, then they have to
go to the Misericordia to get their chemotherapy
drugs, and then they have to go to the Shoppers
Drug Mart at the Manitoba Clinic to get the
GCSF, the Granulocyte Colony Stimulating
Factor, and then they have to go to Taché Clinic
in St. Boniface to get the low molecular weight
heparin? This is an incredible merry-go-round. It
is a disaster that the minister has brought upon
us. I ask the minister to sort this out posthaste
and give us an answer as to why he has done
this.

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I know the
Leader of the Liberal Party asked the question,
but I think the Conservative opposition would
have the decency to at least listen to the answer,
or they do not care.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Point of order being
raised by the Opposition House Leader. State the
point of order, please.

Point of Order

Mr. Marcel Laurendeau (Opposition House
Leader): Mr. Deputy Speaker, Beauchesne's
417: "Answers to questions should be as brief as
possible, deal with the matter raised and should
not provoke debate."

Mr. Deputy Speaker, this side of the House
does care. We are not the ones who closed that
clinic.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Minister
of Health is just beginning to answer, and I
cannot say that he had violated the rule.

* % %

Mr. Chomiak: On the same point of order, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, I will withdraw those words.

To continue my answer, Mr.
Speaker—

Deputy
Mr. Deputy Speaker: On the substantive issue,
the honourable Minister of Health.

Mr. Chomiak: Because of the retention
difficulties with respect to pharmacists, the out-
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patient pharmacy had to be closed. All options
were pursued. All options continue to be pur-
sued. Unfortunately, in order to retain phar-
macists where they provide the service within
the hospital, regrettably, the out-patient phar-
macy had to close.

We recognize that it causes inconvenience
and difficulty, and we would do anything within
reason if options could be offered with respect to
how that other service could be provided.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for River Heights, on his second supplementary.

Mr. Gerrard: | ask the minister why he has
acted so precipitously with little notice, without
adequate consultation and without adequate
attention to safety issues when dispensing
chemotherapy drugs for children is one of the
most difficult areas of pharmacy responsibilities
and errors can be devastating. Is the minister not
in fact giving us an example of "build an
excellent service and the minister will close it"?

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I think the
member should give more credit to the doctors
and nurses who are working over at the WRHA,
who worked on that decision, and not leave the
impression that he is the only one that seems to
understand these issues. It was worked on for
some time with respect to retaining pharmacists,
and everything that possibly could have been
done was done in order to do that
Unfortunately, because of the difficulty in
retaining a pharmacist, it was regrettable it had
to be done, and other options were explored and
looked at before the decision was made on an
operational sense to do that.

Pan Am Clinic
Purchase-Property Appraisal

Mr. Darren Praznik (Lac du Bonnet): Mr.
Deputy Speaker, my question is for the Minister
of Health. The minister and the Premier (Mr.
Doer) have both said many times that the
purchase price of approximately $2.8 million for
the building was a good deal. I would like the
minister to confirm that that is really based on
the Government now getting into the property
rental business and that the reason they are

paying that money is because they actually be-
came a landlord. They are spending taxpayers'
dollars to simply be a medical landlord, not a
provider of service.

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Minister of Health): Mr.
Deputy Speaker, the member opposite may not
understand it, but when the member opposite
was in the position of Minister of Health, he was
paying tens of thousands of dollars a month in
penalties to the federal government because
private clinics were charging facility fees.

The member then entered into contracts with
private facilities and has paid millions of dollars.
Millions of dollars have been paid to private
facilities to pay facility fees to offer that service.
We wanted to try a different option, a made-in-
Manitoba option. It was not the private, for-
profit route, but there was a meld of some of the
efficiencies that could be offered, and that is
why there is a one-time capital investment with
respect to operating. Members opposite ought to
know that the Pan Am Clinic has an excellent
reputation for the kinds of services it offers right
across the province of Manitoba.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Lac du Bonnet, on his first supplementary.

Purchase—Operating Costs

Mr. Darren Praznik (Lac du Bonnet): Mr.
Deputy Speaker, I want to ask the Minister of
Health: Given that he says that he is paying a
one-time fee instead of a regular payment, can
he tell us then if they will be doing cleaning,
maintenance, regular repair and all of the other
day-to-day costs that were included in those
facility fees? Will they still be doing them, or
will the building not be cleaned?

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Minister of Health): Mr.
Deputy Speaker, the Department of Health of the
Province of Manitoba owns hundreds of
thousands of square feet of facilities. In some
cases, in fact, the member opposite entered into
leasehold arrangements for some of that space.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable Member
for Lac du Bonnet, on his supplementary.

* (14:50)
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Mr. Praznik: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I want to ask
the Minister of Health again. Given that he tries
to create a public impression that somehow by
putting the money up front he will have no on-
going operating cost, I want to ask him: Is it his
intention to pay the cost of at least cleaning and
maintaining this clinic? Will he not at least
admit that there will be ongoing operating costs
to those buildings that he is denying in his own
analysis?

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, in the most
comprehensive analysis that I have ever seen
since I have been in government of an arrange-
ment—and there were many arrangements entered
by members opposite. There was frozen food.
There was SmartHealth. There was Connie
Curran.

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.
Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please.

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, before the
deal is signed, we provided the due diligence.
The due diligence of Pricewaterhouse says the
base case net present value of the five-year cash
flow of projection is 5.1 compared to the
purchase price of 3.9. This value indicates a net
benefit of the acquisition of 1.2.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, members opposite
want us to pay profit, U.S.-based kinds of
clinics. We think there is another way, a made-
in-Manitoba way, that the people of Manitoba
will be proud of and will provide reduced wait-
ing lists and access to facilities and services that
would set up a different tone and would preserve
medicare as we know it.

Mr. Praznik: On a new question, Mr. Deputy
Speaker.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On a new question.

Mr. Praznik: Yes. The $2.8-million purchase
price was premised from the minister's own
documents on having a whole host of tenants.

I want to ask the minister: Why is he
spending again? Why is he spending valuable,
needed taxpayers' dollars to simply go into the
property rental business at the Pan Am Clinic?

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, it is clear
that we have to change the way we do some
things in our health care system. It is clear that
there is a move towards day surgeries. The
volume of day surgeries has gone up drama-
tically. It is also equally clear that if we have
capacity in our public system to do day surgeries
in places like a surgical centre, we can do more
surgeries in day surgeries, free up the very
expensive high-tech, high-acuity hospitals and
be able to provide more services to Manitobans.

Rather than close 1400 beds, as was done by
members opposite, rather than fire nurses, rather
than cut back the Faculty of Medicine, we are
expanding in all those areas to try to provide
services for the people who need it. I think it is
unprecedented to provide a due diligence third-
party report to the public that outlines the entire
agreement, that outlines it by the health
authority. If the member opposite has a better
acuity or business sense—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The honourable member
for Lac du Bonnet, on his first supplementary.

Mr. Praznik: Mr. Deputy Speaker, [ want to ask
the minister: How does he justify to the tax-
payers of Manitoba, to the people who need
health care, how he could buy a building that
cost a little over a million dollars for 2.8 and
spend it just to become a landlord for the tenants
who are there?

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Deputy Speaker, when that
member opposite was the minister responsible,
he was paying tens of thousands of dollars a
month in penalties to the federal government for
private services. He then entered an agreement
that spent millions of dollars on overhead
through facility fees to provide those services on
top of the fee for service that was paid.

We think we should be innovative, we
should look at another approach. We do not want
to go to the same rigid, ideological, let-us-go-to-
the-U.S., let-us-pay-profit approach of members
opposite. We thought we would try a different
variation, a made-in-Manitoba approach that
would see an investment, would see an expanded
facility. I think the member opposite ought to
review carefully the Pricewaterhouse report
which concludes, that is based—
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Mr. Deputy Speaker: Time for Question Period
has expired.

MEMBERS' STATEMENTS

May Day

Mr. Ron Schuler (Springfield): Mr. Deputy
Speaker, today is May Day and again the Minis-
ter of Labour (Ms. Barrett) has ignored this day.
That is two years running. Shame on her.

Today we celebrate International Labour
Day. Unfortunately, on a day when the accom-
plishments and achievements of hardworking
individuals across the globe should be
celebrated, not all workers have reason to
celebrate today. Amnesty International reports
that over 100 union leaders were killed last year
in Colombia. Closer to home, violent and
irresponsible protesters attempt to co-op May
Day for their own purposes.

In our own case, members of police forces
around the globe will risk their safety as they try
to maintain order. Even in Manitoba, workers
recognize that this Government has violated
their right to a secret ballot and the democratic
process in the workplace. But not all is dark. In
Bahrain, workers await the introduction of trade
union legislation to validate their activities.
Article 28 of the European Union's Charter of
Fundamental Rights is being incorporated into
legal systems across the continent to provide
further protection to the rights of working men
and women.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, we in this House often
disagree on issues affecting Manitoba workers,
the Government siding with the leadership of the
unions and members on this side of the House
siding with the workers. Regardless of our
differences, I believe all members of this House
recognize the tremendous achievements of all
workers in Manitoba.

Every day thousands of Manitobans go to
work to support their families. The Minister of
Labour in 1996, when she was the Member for
Wellington, urged the Filmon government to
follow the lead of Premier Klein in Alberta.
Members on this side of the House echo her
comments.

The best way to honour the sacrifices made
by workers every single day is to let them keep
their hard-eamed wages. Workers have fought
long and hard for increased wages, and a govern-
ment that respects workers will let them keep
these hard-eamed dollars. Special interest groups
and protesters may try to co-opt today for their
own narrow ends, but today is a day to celebrate
the workers who have gone before us, today's
workers and those yet to come.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The member's time has
expired.

Wellness Fair

Ms. Marianne Cerilli (Radisson): Mr. Deputy
Speaker, I want to tell the House and all Mani-
tobans about a successful event this past week-
end in Radisson.

I was pleased to support and attend the first
Transcona Community Preschool Wellness Fair
at Bernie Wolfe School this past Saturday. It was
open to all children aged three and four and their
parents who live in Transcona. This was an initi-
ative of the interagency group in Transcona,
soon to be the Transcona Neighbourhood
Network.

I want to recognize and thank the organizing
committee; the leadership shown by the
Transcona-Springfield School Division staff; the
regional health authority staff;, Child Guidance
Clinic; the City of Winnipeg Community
Services Department; the parent councils in
many schools; the Transcona Youth Justice
Committee; and many other participants who
were there to provide fun and educational
information on health and developmental
screening for pre-school children.

It is very important that we identify prob-
lems prior to children entering school. These are
the types of community projects that our
Govermnment wants to encourage and facilitate as
part of our early years focus. Mr. Deputy
Speaker, it fits in very well with the vision we
have through our parent-child centres, the in-
creased emphasis on child care, and through pro-
grams like Neighbourhoods Alive!
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It was also great to be there, as a parent with
a three-year-old, to get access to many profes-
sionals, to discuss my daughter's development
issues, ask questions, get answers and be
directed to further resources in areas like dental
health, fine and gross motor skills, vaccinations,
literacy, creative activities, hearing, nutrition,
vision and language development, and commu-
nity resources, or, as my daughter calls them,
play places. It was helpful to the parents that
were there to get assistance in parenting and
developing their children's self-esteem.

I hope that this is the first of many pre-
school wellness fairs for Transcona. Thank you.

Child Care Providers

Mr. Glen Cummings (Ste. Rose): I rise today
in honour of the Week of the Early Childhood
Educator, Mr. Deputy Speaker.

There are thousands of children in Manitoba
who benefit from some form of child care
service. These are highly dedicated caregivers
that work daily to assure the health and proper
development of the children in their care.

Early education research has long
demonstrated that proper physical and emotional
care during the first years of a child's life are
crucial to his or her social development, not only
social, but emotional and cognitive development.
For this reason, assuring that our children are
well looked after during this critical stage of
their life is an extremely important task.

Thankfully, the childhood educators of our
province have chosen to take on this enormous
responsibility, and countless Manitoba children
are the better for it. Not only the children reap
the benefit of these child-care providers, but the
services offered by our child-care professionals
contribute significantly to the social and eco-
nomic well-being of our families and society as
a whole.

Governments of all stripes have promised
universal, affordable, competent day care. The
hopes have been raised many times but have
never been delivered. Thankfully, for years these
dedicated individuals, a majority of whom are
women, have continued to provide care and

nurturing to our children in spite of minimum
wages and very little public recognition.

For those reasons, I want to take this oppor-
tunity to thank the child-care providers of our
province for the work they do and thank them
for the benefits that they provide to our children
and society.

*(15:10)
Meals on Wheels

Mr. Doug Martindale (Burrows): Mr. Deputy
Speaker, I would like to pay tribute to a
wonderful organization, namely Meals on
Wheels. Meals on Wheels is a home delivery of
nutritious meals to those in the city of Winnipeg
who are unable by reason of infirmity or
circumstance to provide adequately for their own
nutrition. Each weekday, volunteers deliver
between 650 and 700 meals to people in the
community. This amounts to a very large
number on an annual basis, in the year 2000,
167 932 meals. It takes quite a large number of
volunteers. For example, they have a roster of
720 volunteers or 44 drivers each day. For the
last two-and-a-half months I volunteered once a
week to provide this service. It was an
interesting experience which I am glad I had.

I recently attended their annual general
meeting, and 1 was amazed. There must have
been at least 200 people at their annual meeting.
They honoured people that have been long-
service volunteers including 4 people who have
volunteered for 30 years, which is absolutely
amazing. This is an excellent organization. I
would encourage people to consider
volunteering. Their phone number is 956-7711,
and they can always use more volunteers. We
also look forward to their celebration of
volunteers event in June of this year.

Health Care System

Mr. Frank Pitura (Morris): The Doer
government and certainly the Minister of Health
(Mr. Chomiak) have been using a catch phrase to
describe their random attempts at improving
Manitoba's health care system. It is a made-in-
Manitoba solution they keep saying. An increase
in patients being treated in hospital hallways; a
policy known as Code Purple which discharges
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patients well before they are ready; purchase of
an efficient and successful private clinic for an
exorbitant amount of money; the denial of viable
health care options for Manitobans by refusing
to allow The Maples Surgical Centre to take on
Workers Compensation and MPI cases and
reduce the pressure on the current system; the
admission that this Government, this Health
Minister, has no long-term plan for health care,
these are the realities of the Doer government's
handling of health care in this province.

How depressing it is that these initiatives are
being sold to Manitobans as a made-in-Manitoba
solution. A made-in-Manitoba solution would be
one crafted and supported by the people of this
province. It would be one that recognized the
tremendous pressure now pushing our current
health care system at all its seams. It would be
one that would include viable options to the
current system which would ease the burden and
reduce waiting lists for many Manitobans. The
Doer government's handling of our health care
system is not a made-in-Manitoba solution. In
fact, this Government's lack of a long-term
health care strategy is unfortunately a made-in-
Manitoba crisis.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

Hon. Gord Mackintosh (Government House
Leader): Would you canvass the House to see if
there is an agreement to waive private members'
hour today?

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Is there an agreement to
waive private members' hour today? [Agreed]

Mr. Mackintosh: Mr. Deputy Speaker, would
you also canvass the House to see if there is an
agreement for the section of Supply meeting in
Room 255 to finish at approximately 5:30 while
the sections meeting in the Chamber and in
Room 254 continue to sit until six o'clock. That
is to prepare for this evening's committee
meeting.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Is there such an agree-
ment for the Supply committee meeting in Room
255 to finish approximately at 5:30? [Agreed]

Mr. Mackintosh: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I move,
seconded by the Minister of Consumer and

Corporate Affairs (Mr. Smith), that Mr. Deputy
Speaker do now leave the Chair and the House
resolve itself into a committee to consider of the
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

Motion agreed to.

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY
(Concurrent Sections)

CONSERVATION
*(15:25)

Mr. Chairperson (Harry Schellenberg): Will
the Committee of Supply please come to order.
This section of the Committee of Supply will be
considering the Estimates of the Department of
Conservation.

Does the honourable Minister of Conserva-
tion have an opening statement?

Hon. Oscar Lathlin (Minister of
Conservation): Yes, Mr. Chairman. I have a
brief statement to make.

Mr. Chairperson: Please proceed.

Mr. Lathlin: Thank you, Mr. Chairperson. I am
pleased to present the 2001-2002 Estimates of
the Manitoba Department of Conservation. [
trust that members have had the opportunity to
review the supplementary information for the
department.

Before proceeding with my opening
remarks, I wish to acknowledge the efforts of
staff and recognize their service and dedication
to enhancing the well-being of Manitobans.
They have faithfully worked to fulfil the man-
date of the department and ensure the sustain-
ability of our natural resources for present and
for future generations.

Last fiscal year was extremely busy and
very productive. Numerous initiatives were
undertaken and tasks completed. Today I will
highlight our progress and touch on some of the
continuing and new initiatives for this fiscal
year.

I want to talk about the department as a
whole. As members are aware, the former
departments of Environment and Natural
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Resources and the Petroleum and Energy Branch
were consolidated into the Department of Con-
servation. Recently the Petroleum section was
moved under the responsibility of the Minister of
Industry, Trade and Mines. I would like to
express my thanks to the staff of the Petroleum
branch for their fine work during their brief
tenure with Manitoba Conservation.

Our vision, however, remains the same. As a
department we will strive to ensure present and
future Manitobans enjoy and prosper in an
environment that is healthy with an abundance
of diverse natural resources and sustained
energy.

We continue to focus our efforts on ensuring
the sustainability of Manitoba's natural re-
sources. We are protecting our environmental
integrity, biological diversity, addressing the
issue of climate change and conserving energy.
We continue to protect the health and safety of
Manitobans and minimize the effects of natural
disasters. We are working hard to address the
needs of our Aboriginal communities and create
opportunities for environmentalists now and sus-
tainable economic development for all Mani-
tobans. We continue to pursue integrated plan-
ning and local decision making.

Our commitment to responsible manage-
ment includes an enhanced recognition of the
need for public participation, local community
involvement and the unique place of Aboriginal
peoples in planning, conserving and harvesting
[interjection] Where was 1? Do I start from the
beginning?

Mr. Chairperson: Excuse me. Please put off all
your phones. They do disrupt the meetings.

Continue, Mr. Minister.
* (15:30)

Mr. Lathlin: Our commitment to responsible
management includes an enhanced recognition
of the need for public participation, local
community involvement and the unique place of
Aboriginal peoples in planning, conserving and
harvesting our natural resources on a sustainable
basis.

When the Government announced the
establishment of the Department of Conservation
we set about the task of integrating the various
functions and activities of the former depart-
ments. A steering committee was established
along with issues, teams to carry out a two-
phased plan of action. Phase one was completed
in early 2000 and focussed on reviewing and
identifying immediate integration opportunities.
Phase two is implementation and is well under
way. Early this year the teams were establishe