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MR. C. BIRT: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

Last year, we saw the Premier undercut his Minister
of Education in his handling of the problem at the
Brandon University. Yesterday, in reports to the media,
we saw a similar example of the First Minister
undercutting the importance of his Minister of
Education. For clarification, Madam Speaker, | would
like to know from the Minister of Education: Is it still
the government’s commitment to reach 90 percent
funding for educational costs in the Province of
Manitoba?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Education.

HON. J. STORIE: Madam Speaker, for the honourable
member’s information, | think the First Minister has
made it abundantly clear what the intentions of the
government are. Those intentions, Madam Speaker,
were made clear yesterday in our meeting with the
seven organizations who presented briefs. | have made
those intentions clear to the Manitoba Association of
School Trustees and the Manitoba Teachers’ Society
on many occasions, Madam Speaker. The intentions
of the government were made clear in a letter from
the Premier to the Manitoba Teachers’ Society in 1986.
Madam Speaker, the intentions of the government
haven’t changed. The commitment is to go to 90
percent; the goal is 1990.

MR. C. BIRT: My question is to the Premier.
When did he change the government’s policy not to
go to 90 percent of educational funding?

HON. H. PAWLEY: | haven’t, Madam Speaker.

MR. C. BIRT: My question to the Premier, then, is:
Why then during the election did he make a commitment
to go to 90 percent of the educational funding, and
you now are telling the public as of yesterday that it's
another election promise broken? Why don’t you live
up to your commitments that you made during the
campaign?

HON. H. PAWLEY: Madam Speaker, again | dislike -
| know the honourable Member for Fort Garry is sincere
in his question in the House and | appreciate that - it's
a good question - but | do wish again that the facts
would be properly looked into prior to raising questions
in the House.

The commitment was this, Madam Speaker: My
government remains committed to phasing in 90
percent Provincial Government funding of the costs of
public education. | hope that this goal can be obtained
by 1990. That is our hope; that is our target outline
during the campaign. It is not a commitment that we’ll
arrive at that by 1990 or 1991 - we are attempting to
do so.

And, Madam Speaker, fortunately for us, and
unfortunately for honourable members accross the way,
Manitobans are wise. They see through empty political
rhetoric on the part of honourable members across
the way. They know the wording of the commitment.
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Doctors - limit
registration at U of M

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River
Heights.

MRS. S. CARSTAIRS: Thank you, Madam Speaker.
My question is to the Minister of Health.

Many problems plague our health care system, and
the health care Minister has in the past pointed to
three. He has stated that there is a surplus of doctors
in Manitoba; that, at the same time, there are not
enough doctors in rural Manitoba; and that, in addition,
there are abuses of the testing system.

Therefore, | would ask the Minister, on the specific
questions: Has the Minister met with the president of
the University of Manitoba and the dean of the Medical
School to discuss the possibility of limiting entrance
to first-year medicine in the academic year 1987-887?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Health.

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Madam Speaker, yes, | have.
Doctors - rural and north

MRS. S. CARSTAIRS: A supplementary question: Will
the government move, this year, to provide a distinct
program of incentives to encourage doctors to move
to rural Manitoba?

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Madam Speaker, the
government will move again to keep on trying to have
a fair distribution of doctors not only in rural Manitoba
but north of Manitoba, and this is being discussed now
and something should be announced fairly soon.

Medical testing - abuse of

MRS. S. CARSTAIRS: A final supplementary, Madam
Speaker: What specific action does the Minister intend
to take to prevent the overtesting of patients as they
go from doctor to doctor with the same tests being
repeated but the results not forwarded on to the
physicians?

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Madam Speaker, this is quite
complicated. | agree with the statement made. This is
something that will be fully discussed during my
Estimates. | think it is more of a proper place than
discuss that at this time.

Education funding - Brandon

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Brandon West.

MR. J. McCRAE: Madam Speaker, my question is
directed to the First Minister and it has to do with so
much of the Throne Speech’s references to caring and
sharing and fair sharing.

The Premier visited my city of Brandon last Friday,
and | hope he enjoyed his visit there, and | know that
he spent some time with the school division there. He
previously had committed himself to spend 20 minutes
with them on the school funding issue, which we all
think is really big of him.



Friday, 6 March, 1987

After listening to the Brandon School Division, Madam
Speaker, what would the First Minister be proposing
to do to prove that he means it when he talks about
fair sharing when it comes to school funding in
Manitoba?

HON. H. PAWLEY: Madam Speaker, all | can assure
the honourable member is that our practice, which has
been to increase operating costs to the school divisions
of the province,’82 to ‘87, at a rate which is higher
than Consumer Price Index, will continue, unlike the
practice announced by Conservative Governments in
Alberta and Saskatchewan the last few weeks.

It’sinteresting, honourable members, when there are
big announcements, Alberta and Saskatchewan like to
point out those announcements, but when there’s
problems either in Ottawa or Alberta or Saskatchewan,
they try to disassociate themselves from those same
announcements. That's very, very interesting, Madam

:Speaker.

; We are committed to continue to increase the funding
to education overall, and certainly, insofar as removing
disparities from school division to school division in
respect to the ability to pay, that will be further
examinied closely by my government because it's
important that all children in Manitoba
have equal access.

So the wealth, the ability to pay of school divisions
is under constant review, therehave been improvements
in the last several years vis-a-vis equalization grants
to ensure that, and the representation by the Brandon
School Division certainly has been received and will
be examined in view of that overall principle that we're
attempting to achieve.

MR. J. McCRAE: Madam Speaker, | have a question
for the Minister of Education. He might like to check
with the Premier before he answers.

Madam Speaker, | don’t think that there is anything
wrong with increasing grants for public schools, but
that doesn’t address the issue.

MADAM SPEAKER: Does the honourable member
have a question or is he making a speech?

MR. J. McCRAE: Yes, | do, Madam Speaker. The First
Minister wasn’t interrupted, Madam Speaker, and | don’t
see why | need to be interrupted.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Brandon West with a supplementary question.

MR. J. McCRAE: I'm not asking a supplementary
question, Madam Speaker. I’'m on a new question and
I'm entitled to make a preamble to my question.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Brandon West with a question without an argument
with the Chair, please.

MR. J. McCRAE: Thank you, Madam Speaker. You did
recognize me for a new question and that’s what I'd
like to ask.

Madam Speaker, the Premier has said that there will
be further examinations. After last year, when the
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Member for Roblin-Russell and | raised this question
with the Minister of Education, he did review it last
year. How many times are we going to review an unfair
situation before the Minister does something about it,
and what is he going to do about it now?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Education.

HON. J. STORIE: Thank you, Madam Speaker, and |
neither have to check with the Premier about the facts
nor the truths.

Madam Speaker, perhaps the Member for Brandon
West should lend some assistance to the Leader of the
Opposition so he may be apprised of the facts on some
days.

Madam Speaker, | have met with the Brandon School
Board and many other school divisions and school
trustees across this province to discuss funding. | have
indicated that there is no simple formula that is going
to work to match all of the inequities and all of the
differences and uniquenesses in the school divisions
in any simple way.

Brandon School Division has received increased
funding this year, and | attribute that in part to their
representation and the representation of other divisions
on the issue of educational support. | think that it is
fair to say that Brandon receives a larger share of
provincial support for expenditures than many other
divisions in this province - many other divisions.

Madam Speaker, of course, every division would like
to see the maximum possible benefit come from the
province, but there is a question of fairness for other
divisions. This province has quadrupled the amount of
money that is spent on equalization that is distributed
to truly poorer school divisions. Fairness, Madam
Speaker, is hard to achieve.

First-contract legislation - applications

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Brandon West.

MR. J. Mc CRAE: Madam Speaker, on the same theme
of fairness and equity, I'll ask a question to whomever
it is answers today for the Minister of Labour.

Since the first-contract legislation was brought in by
this government, how many first-contract applications
have been filed by bargaining agents with the Manitoba
Labour Board and how many have been filed by
employers?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister oi
Industry, Trade and Technology.

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

I'll take that question as notice for the Minister ol
Labour.

High School Review

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Roblin-Russell.

MR. L. DERKACH: Thank you, Madam Speaker. My
question is to the Minister of Education.
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During our last Session, the Minister of Education,
after repeated pressure from this side of the House to
finally announce the review of high school programs
in this province. After some questions as to when the
review would take place, Madam Speaker, the Minister
of Education said that there would be a position paper
ready in October and, after further questioning, he
decided, no, that he would postpone that for another
few months, and he also consented in having this
position paper in the hands of us by the end of
December. As of this date, Madam Speaker, we do not
have that paper in our hands, and | am wondering
whether the Minister of Education now has a new time
frame; or when can we expect this position paper in
our hands?

MADAM SPEAKER:
Education.

The Honourable Minister of

HON. J. STORIE: Madam Speaker, | acknowledge the
relentless pressure from members opposite to live up
to that commitment. | have to say, Madam Speaker,
that it was that, and that alone, that committed us to
action. What nonsense, Madam Speaker. We get this
in every kind of preamble from members opposite, “‘we
made them do it.” Madam Speaker, the commitment
was there; we did it. | made a commitment to have a
consultation paper available to members opposite and
to the public, and the good news is that it is in the
process of being prepared. It has been drafted and it
is going to the printers and it will be available very
shortly.

MR. L. DERKACH: Oh, it is unfortunate, Madam
Speaker, that the Minister of Education thinks the High
School Review process is nonsense.

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable
Member for Ellice on a point of order.
The Honourable Member for Roblin-Russell.

MR. L. DERKACH: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

Can the Minister of Education tell us whether he is
still adhering to the time frame that he set out in the
completion of the High School Review?

HON. J. STORIE: Madam Speaker, I'm reminded by
my colleagues that we are probably 99 percent to
achieving that goal. | can assure the member that the
time frame that | established at the committee is still
achievable, despite the fact that the release of the
consultation paper is somewhat delayed.

| have to acknowledge the fact that the committee
that is working is a very disparate group. They come
to this committee with different interests in terms of
the High School Review process, and it is difficult for
them to develop a consensus on all of the issues that
confront the high school program, but | can assure the
member that the consultation paper will be forthcoming
very shortly and that the timetable that | announced,
| think, still is achievable.

High School Review - hearings

MR. L. DERKACH: A final supplementary to the Minister
of Education.
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Can the Minister indicate when and where the first
hearings conducted by the High School Review will
take place?

HON. J. STORIE: | believe | indicated at committee
that the location of the hearings, whether with the whole
Review Committee or its subcommittees, would be
determined by the committee. | do not know that a
schedule has been established, but | do know that
committee hearings will be held in every region of the
province and that there will be adequate notice and
opportunity for individuals, for representatives of the
educational system, to make input. That’s the reason
for the process and it will be thorough, Madam Speaker.

Plea bargaining - Robinson case

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St.
Norbert.

MR. G. MERCIER: Madam Speaker, | have a question
for the Honourable Attorney-General. | wonder if the
Attorney-General would indicate to this House whether
he supports and approves the plea bargaining that went
on in the case of Mr. Robinson, who killed his wife,
and Elizabeth Polanski in 1983.

HON. R. PENNER: Madam Speaker, | ask your ruling
whether | . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: One moment, please. | have not
recognized the Attorney-General.
The Honourable Attorney-General.

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, Madam Speaker, | am prepared
to give the House the information upon which the
decision was made, but whether or not | support or
approve is really not the question. The facts, as known
to the Crown, were that with respect to the one charge
that was originally laid, the later homicide, they felt
that they had a good case. Whether or not it would
be first degree, or second degree, or manslaughter
would of course be up to the jury to decide had it gone
to trial. It was in the course of anticipating that trial
that the accused volunteered the information, was
prepared to volunteer the information through counsel,
of his involvement in an earlier homicide. At that time
it was made known to the Crown that that information
would only be forthcomingif in fact a plea was accepted
to manslaughter.

But it was the suggestion of the senior Crown
Attorneys, who were seized of the case, that they could
only do that if it was understood and accepted that
the maximum of life imprisonment would be imposed.
And since had the accused stood trial on the later
charge alone and been convicted of manslaughter only,
the sentence might have been anywhere from 3 to 5
to 7 to 10 to 15 years, we don’t know. A guaranteed
life term seemed to the Crown Attorney to be the best
disposition of the case in the public interest.

| think those are the facts that were before the Crown
Attorney who made the decision. | think many people
will say that in order to ensure that a person of this
kind was sentenced to life imprisonment that that was
the proper course.
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money. Why? Because if you run out of money today,
maybe you can recoup that money some other day.
You may incur some losses in your enterprise at the
present time. The next time around you can recover
much of it and still make a profit; so you can recoup
and recover whatever you lost today if you lost some
money.

Now tell me if you lost some time. Can you ever
recover it? You cannot, because time, once lost, is time
lost forever.

Every moment of our life is a span in the context of
time. Whether as individuals or as groups or as
government, we make our choice and we make
decisions within the context of time. In fact, timing is
the most important element in making any kind of
decision, public or private.

If decision-makers are aware about the importance
of time, they will make important decisions whether it
is done in their private lives or in their public roles in
life. Every moment of our life that has passed us by
belongs to a segment of eternity called the past. They
call it history. It may seem unimportant to some, but
it is important for us of the present generation that we
maintain our link not only with the past but also with
the future.

Without that link, there can be no continuity in human
existence. Whatever we have today in our civilization,
in our culture, whatever comforts and conveniences
we are now enjoying as a result of past technological
development and scientific advancement, we owe all
those things to the efforts and labour of those who
have gone before us, the members of the past
generation, whose visions, whose sacrifices have built
this country and this province and to whom we all owe
an eternal debt of gratitude, but can we ever repay
them? We cannot; they have gone. Time has passed
them by, so we cannot repay those whom we owe.

(Madam Speaker in the Chair.)

That put us, as members of the present generation,
under an obligation, beholden to the future generation,
to hold as trustee for them whatever development,
advancement, culture and civilization our society has
so far achieved. We owe the future because we owe
the past.

We are, as members of the present generations, the
bearers of culture. We are the transmitter of the heritage
of the past to bring, preserve all these achievements
in the past to the benefit of our children and our
grandchildren in the future. We are the trustees of the
interests of the total society, not only of our own
particular group, or constituency, we are the trustees
of the entire province, of the entire nation, even the
entire world. We transmit the rights and liberties that
are gained in the past, the advantages and benefits
that we have achieved, the comfort and convenience
that we are now enjoying. We have an obligation to
preserve all that we have achieved for the benefit of
all future generations.

However, in making our decisions, we cannot always
achieve the level of perfection because since the fall
of mankind in the Garden of Eden -(Interjection)- the
Member for Lakeside liked that part - every person
has fallen short of the ideal of perfection. We are all
fallible; we all make mistakes; we're all prone to error,

173

so it has been said by one writer: ‘““To err is human,
to forgive, divine.”

At one time or another, all of us, wittingly or unwittingly
have committed some mistakes. Sometimes the mistake
is trivial and inconsequential; sometimes the mistake
is grievous and serious, affecting the lives and destinies,
livelihoods and fortunes of other people, especially so
if such decisions that are being made are public
decisions.

It is therefore true and it cannot be denied that all
human beings have made some mistakes in the past,
but given that we have made mistakes, what are we
going to do about those mistakes? We should not
always look back on those mistakes and fret too much
about them. Rather, the mistakes of the past that we
have made in our personal lives, in our public lives,
should teach us some lessons. They should give us
some wisdom that will equip us to meet the challenge
of the present, as well as of the future.

To some people, the present is too much to handle
because of too many uncertainties. Much more, the
future is too difficult to deal with, because our
knowledge of the future is so . . .

MR. H. ENNS: Limited.

MR. C. SANTOS: Limited - the Member for Lakeside
supplied the right word - and sometimes it is lacking.
We can only make prognoses and projections, guesses
and speculations. If that is the case, people who are
insecure find some refuge in the past, because the past
is already secure. The past is certain. Nothing can be
done more about it. Those people who are insecure
find some comfort and solace going back to the past,
and try to live the past.

There is certainty in the past for those who seek
refuge in certainty. Some of us, most of us indeed, try
to inject some vitality into the past in the form of
anniversaries, mementos. We want to relive the past
again, but that is no longer possible. The past is gone.
The dreams of the past may still not be achieved, so
we continue to treasure these dreams and longings,
transform them to the present, hoping that someday
they may become part of the reality of the future.

We cannot live our life in the past. The past is gone;
the past cannot be changed. Sometimes some of us
have some bitter experiences in life. Those whom we
trust have violated the bonds of fidelity, and sometimes
we have been deceived in our business relationships,
in our political relationships, in our family relationships.
The bitter thing about these experiences is that the
closer they are to us and the more we repose our trust
to them and they violated that trust, the more it hurts.
No matter how often we may have been deceived in
the past, | say let not such deception destroy our faith
in human nature. Let not any past deception that we
suffered in silence destroy our confidence in human
goodness, in human generosity, in human good will that
truly exists in the world.

All the more, we should prepare ourselves not by
remembering or trying to relive the past, but to live in
the present. The present is the only segment of time
that gives us actual opportunities to do something. Let
us therefore make use of the opportunities of the
presentin order to do some good to others, particularly
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in the future to come. But those of us who are not
doing the right thing would be wishing that we had
done otherwise when the future suddenly comes upon
us.
The future belongs to those people who are so
absorbed in living that they have no time to feel the
need for thinking about what they are living for. These
people are so absorbed in the processes of life. They
live today as it should be lived and enjoy it, not worrying
too much about the future, not worrying too much about
the past. They live their life as it should be lived, fully,
abundantly, as it should be. They eat without asking
whether it is worthwhile to eat. They procreate and
beget children like the barbarians, without asking why
they are procreating them. They are expanding their
domain, conquering the vast wilderness without asking
for what purpose they are conquering.

Those of us who always look behind know where we
came from, but we do not know where we are going.
On the other hand, those of us who are always looking
ahead know where we are going, and we usually do
not care where we came from. We can take our pick.
Do we always want to look back in the past and not
know where we are going?

There are only two kinds of people again in the world:
the pessimists and the optimists. Now what is the
difference between a pessimist and an optimist?

MR. H. ENNS: | know Ronald Reagan’s favourite story
about that when he had his . . .

MR. C. SANTOS: The Member for Lakeside says he
knows a story about Ronald Reagan.

Let’s take a doughnut. If you look at the doughnut,
who is the pessimist? The pessimist is one who looks
at the hole in the doughnut. The optimist is the one
who looks at the doughnut.- (Interjection)- That is one
who enjoys life, the one who eats it.

Madam Speaker, in making the programs of
government and making decisions of government, the
point in what | am talking about is that we must have
a sense of timing. Timing should always be of the
essence in whatever kinds of decisions we make.
Personal decisions, family decisions, government
decisions, time must always be a consideration. If we
can think about the past without regrets, if we can
confront the present without pretence, if we can
contemplate the future without fear, then we can seek
and we can find the wells of human contentment, the
source of human satisfaction, the fountain of human
happiness.

Let me conclude, Madam Speaker, by saying that
time is the context which makes our life meaningful
individually, in groups and in society. In the words of
Ecclesiastes:

“For everything there is a season, and a time for
every purpose under heaven.

A time to be born, and a time to die; a time to plant,
and a time to pluck what we have planted;

A time to kill, and a time to heal; a time to break
down and a time to build up;

A time to weep, and a time to laugh; a time to mourn,
and a time to dance;

A time to cast away stones, and a time to gather
stonestogether; a time to embrace, and a time to refrain
from embracing;
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A time to seek, and a time to lose; a time to keep,
and a time to cast away;

A time to rend, and a time to sew; a time to keep
silence, and a time to speak;

A time to love, and a time to hate; a time for war,
and a time for peace.”

| thank you.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Brandon West.

MR. J. Mc CRAE: | can see it is going to be very difficult
for me today to improve on the incisive analysis of the
past and the present and the future we have heard
today from the Honourable Member for Burrows.

But, like other honourable members, Madam Speaker,
| want to congratulate our new Lieutenant-Governor
and Mrs. Johnson. | believe the people of Manitoba
and Her Majesty will be well-served indeed by these
fine people. The background of our new Lieutenant-
Governor and his distinguished career will serve him
well as he seeks to serve us and Her Majesty.

I'd like to thank the previous Lieutenant-Governor
and Mr. McGonigal for the duties they performed and
for the dignity and competence with which they
performed those duties.

While I'm thanking people, I'd like to thank honourable
members of this House, Madam Speaker, including
yourself, and some of the honourable members of the
side opposite for their help and their support and their
friendly assistance when | needed it over the last year
or so. | hope that kind of cooperation will continue.
We don’t always see it in the Chamber, but it certainly
does exist and | think we should say so once in awhile.

Thanks also to my constituents in Brandon West,
constituents from all political persuasions who have
either offered words of support in the last year or friendly
and constructive criticism over the last year. I'm nearing
my first anniversary as a Member of this Assembly. It
has been the proudest year of my life and | have been
doing the best | can to serve my constituents well and
I'll take the opportunity today to recommit myself to
that service.

On another note, Madam Speaker, | have to comment
on the appointment of the Honourable Member for
Burrows and the Honourable Member for Kildonan to
a couple of Cabinet committees. Here again, in their
positions as Deputy Speaker and Assistant Deputy
Speaker, | hope it does’t happen, but it may arise that
the questions will be raised about that, about their
access to Cabinet deliberations and how they can
discharge their duties just as impartially as they are
expected to, and as I'm sure they want to, in their
positions.

Madam Speaker, after listening to the Speech from
the Throne, reading it over a couple of times, | think
| can now say that | know the creed of this goverment
and of honourable members opposite. And that creed
is that the key to political success is sincerity. And once
you can learn to fake that, Madam Speaker, you’ve got
it made.

Madam Speaker, my leader and the Honourable
Member for Morris singled out a number of words used
in the Speech from the Throne to demonstrate the
transparency of the Speech. They listed some of the
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and the strong economic outlook for Manitoba, whether
it was - November, the Royal Bank: ‘‘We continue to
be optimistic about the economic outlook for Manitoha.
Powered by strong capital spending, the Manitoba
economy is expected to out-perform the national
economy during the 1986-88 interval.”” We go on to
other quotes in the Royal Bank: in terms of lead the
nation, in terms of real growth during the decade to
1994, conference board predictions, Bank of Nova
Scotia predictions, Bank of Commerce predictions and
just recently, Madam Speaker, the Bank of Montreal’s
predictions, again pointing out the Manitoba outlook
remains optimistic, and that many of the areas of
Manitoba’s economy will continue to grow and grow
faster than the estimated national average.

However, Madam Speaker, all Winnipeggers, and all
Manitobans share in the concerns of this House that
have been raised in terms of the agricultural crisis. We
cannot look at the growth and development in our
economy in one sector, in Winnipeg, and not be
insensitive to the situation that is going on with rural
Manitoba, the situation where there’s been cuts for
grain farmers for the last two years in a row, with the
Federal Government policies, which | think concern all
of us.

| am hopeful and | am confident that the Minister of
Agriculture in our government will continue to bring
programs forward that we can support on this side in
our total province, and in our total provincial econory.

I'd also like to speak, Madam Speaker, about some
of the subjects that have been raised in the Speech
from the Throne in terms of the stronger Winnipeg. We
have, Madam Speaker, just renewed a second Core
Area Agreement with all three levels of government. |
believe that the $100 million investment by all three
levels of government is building on the successes of
the past, and that the second $100 million, building
on the successes of the past will again improve our
core area of our city, in the areas of social services,
housing, employment and training opportunities,
heritage, neighbourhood improvements and other
services.

Madam Speaker, I'm hopeful that the four themes
that were evidenced in the success of the first Core
Area Agreement will be hopefully the themes in the
second Core Agreement. Those themes, Madam
Speaker, being the tri-level cooperative approach to
community revitalization; Two, Madam Speaker, the
theme of a balanced approach between the social and
physical; the third approach being the attempt of the
public sector to lever private money; and fourthly, the
attempt by the Core Area Agreement to have other
major projects of worthwhile value to the City of
Winnipeg and the Province of Manitoba be major
spinoffs.

Let me go through those briefly, Madam Speaker.
The Core Area Agreement - and | credit the Member
for St. Norbert in his involvement in the first core -
and my people who were ahead of me in terms of this
portfolio, provided a tremendous degree of cooperation
with the city and the Federal Government to get the
first Core Area Agreement off the ground. | believe that
the fundamental concepts of the tri-level cooperation
allows the core to be much more effective in terms of
spending dollars, public dollars, scarce public dollars,
and an integrated and cooperative way rather than all
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of us going off in our own directions and missing some
priorities and duplicating others.

It also gives us an opportunity, Madam Speaker, to
coordinate our other complementary activites of
government spending in a coordinated way, through
the Core Area office, and hopefully the most effective
way for that area.

At our last Policy Committee Meeting, Madam
Speaker, the three levels of government, who | should
point out are always subject to a considerable amount
of lobbying by a number of good groups and groups
that may be not as worthy as others, agreed to do a
needs assessment for the second core and develop a
strategy through the Core Area office, so that we as
elected officials would not always be subject to the
lobbying process that goes on, and not be reacting to
the squeaky-wheel syndrome, but rather developing a
strategy for the nekt five years with the core area
spending that could legitimately meet the needs in the
second core, and legitimately target the areas of the
greatest need in that core.

Madam Speaker, the second key concept of the Core
Area Agreement is that it is a balance between the
physical bricks and mortar program and the social
services and people priorities of the core. This is unique,
Madam Speaker, in North America, and this is unique
in the Western World where people and people’s training

in developing the bridging the people skills in the

particular area, the core area, is part and parcel of
developing the bridging and the physical aspects. | am
pleased again that a great deal of money will be set
aside in the second core to deal with the social and
training aspects of the Core Area Agreement. In fact,
training has gone up, training and employment
programs have gone up in the second core, as opposed
to being reduced as some members opposite have
suggested.

The third major priority, Madam Speaker, is to have
the public money lever private money in the Core Area
Agreement. The first core is a year-and-a-half away
from its final evaluation, and I'm pleased to say that
there is some $75 million in the first three-and-a-half
years spent by the private sector in Core |. Estimates
from the Core Area office indicate that number will
climb as the final evaluation is completed for the first
five years.

Madam Speaker, the North Portage Development,
which was initiated by the present Minister of Finance
and the other two levels of government, is spending
some $76 million in public money, subject of course
to final appraisals of what will take place, and will lever
over $150 million of private money in revitalizing the
North Portage Agreement.

- I’'m hopeful, Madam Speaker, that the public money,
the $100 million in the next five years from the three
levels of government will again lever private money on
worthwhile projects, so that we can maximize the public
spending in this area for the benefit of all Winnipegers.

The fourth theme, Madam Speaker, has been that
the Core Area Agreement has provided opportunities
to have spinoffs of other major projects. In the first
core, Madam Speaker, there were discussions, debates
and initiatives taking place in terms of revitalizing North
Portage. Out of the first core developed the North
Portage Development Corporation, again a corporation
that will spend $76 million.
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Madam Speaker, over the last few years, Manitobans
have come to understand that the traditionally held
beliefs regarding the environment are no longer true.
We were used to believing that our isolation from
sources of pollution guaranteed that our environment
was healthy. This is no longer true. The Chernobyl
disaster scattered radioactive contamination over the
entire northern hemisphere. Numerous lakes and forests
in Ontario and Quebec have been ravaged by acid rain,
the result naturally, in part, from sources of pollution
located hundreds of miles away in the United States.

In the past, we believed that regions that were only
moderately industrialized could escape the dangers of
pollution. This is no longer true.

In Manitoba, we have already had to battle certain
major chemical spills. In certain areas, high levels of
mercury have been detected in our fish. We are,
therefore, not protected from pollution.

Today, we are all concerned over the long-term quality
of our sources of drinking water in the cities of Winnipeg
and Selkirk and many other communities in the
province. We were also in the habit in the past of
believing that economic development and
environmental protection were incompatible. This is not
true. On the contrary, there must be a close link between
the two, that is to say the economy and the environment,
because our future prosperity depends on it.

One out of every ten jobs in Manitoba is linked to
the forest industry. The tourist industry generates
billions of dollars in revenue. The long-term future of
our economy depends on a healthy environment. Our
agriculture depends on it as well.

Recently acquired knowledge of the environment
gives a clear message. That is to say that even if we
are relatively free from the serious environmental
problems which certain other jurisdictions face, we
cannot afford to wait for the problems to appear. We
must act now to prevent the problems.

A number of specific actions are included on our
agenda and are among our priorities.

Madam Speaker, it is important that the members
of the House be informed of the solid foundations which
we have laid down over the past five years. These
foundations will enable us to make important steps in
the years to come.

The most important step of all will be the introduction
of a new act on the environment. The existing act,
which has been in effect for almost 20 years, naturally
served the majority of communities and industries in
the province adequately when it was introduced almost
20 years ago. At the time, the province did not even
have the most rudimentary forms of pollution control.

Since that time, we have considerbly improved our
capacity to deal with environmental accidents. We have
increased penalties and have gathered data that will
serve to maintain a healthy environment. Throughout
the years, certain amendments have been introduced
to the act to improve it. However, the fundamental
principles and procedures have remained almost
unchanged since 1968.

In the interim, many things have changed, in particular
our environmental knowledge and values. The pressures
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on the environment have changed. These pressures
are both more numerous and more complex and some
of them originate outside our province.

The extent of our knowledge of the environment has
grown considerably. Today, there can no longer be any
doubt. The environment must no longer serve as a
drain pipe for chemical waste and other toxic
contaminants. We know that some of our actions can
have a negative effect on the environment even if they
do not cause any contamination. We know that
environmental problems are complex and that
consequently over the long term they are easier and
less costly to prevent than to cure. As an example, we
need only refer to what we now know about the dump
sites at Hooker or Occidental on the Niagara River, or
the incidents that have occurred on the Great Lakes
to realize that it will cost hundreds of millions of dollars
to deal with the problems in these areas. Once again,
| must say that it is better to prevent than to cure.

In addition, the environmental expectations of our
society have changed. People are no longer prepared
to accept air and water pollution for a few extra dollars
in their pockets. On the contrary, people want economic
development to continue, but not at the expense of
the environment.

Madam Speaker, during this Session we will introduce
a new act to protect the environment, as | said. This
bill includes a number of elements.

Firstly, this act will broaden the scope of
environmental protection to include all environmental
incidents which are the result of emissions of pollutants,
or any other impact resulting from a development
project.

It will also reinforce regulations and introduce
important incentives to improve planning before a
development project is launched.

It will introduce a new mechanism for providing
informed advice to the Minister, and will allow for greater
public participation.

It will also provide flexibility to try new environmental
approaches such as mediation.

This act will obviously not please everyone - despite
the fact that we consulted extensively with the public
in Manitoba. The bill, which will be introduced later in
this Session, will reflect many of the concerns raised
during the consultation period. There will of course be
individuals who believe that this act does not go far
enough, that it is not restrictive enough. Others will
believe that this act is too restrictive, and still others
who will disagree with certain provisions of the act.
One thing is certain, Madam Speaker. | can affirm
without hesitation that throughout the consultation
period, and in the many briefs we received, we obtained
unequivocal support for the fundamental principles of
this act.

The question of nuclear waste is also an important
item on our agenda for the current Session. This
question was already a very critical one at the time the
Leader of the Opposition was Minister of the
Environment, and | have the impression that it will still
be a crucial question when all of us here have retired
from the provincial political arena.

We are prepared to implement all possible measures
to ensure the greatest protection possible for future
generations, and to ensure that neither Manitoba nor
a site close to its borders is chosen as a nuclear waste
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the loss of life caused by work-related illness and injury,
despite the fact that there are an estimated 180,000
deaths and 110 million accidents every year.

In Manitba, in 1986, there were more than 50,000
workers compensation claims. This figure represents
one out of every ten workers, and is completely
unacceptable.

In addition to representing pain and suffering for
individual workers and their families, these accidents
also affect the quality of life of Manitobans, even if
they do not make the newspaper headlines.

In 1977, the Schreyer Government adopted The
Workplace Safety and Health Act in Manitoba. It was
a first important step in concentrating efforts on the
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system rather than symptoms that cause work-related
iliness and accidents. .

Over the past ten years, the workplace safety and
health sector established the foundation of a system
intended to reduce and eliminate the risks linked to
workplace safety and health. | believe we are on the
right track.

Today there are more than 1,000 joint committees
on workplace safety and health in Manitoba.

Hundreds of thousands of hours have been dedicated
to educating workers in the area of workplace safety
and health. | am confident that these efforts will soon
be fruitful.





