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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Tuesday, Aprll13, 1993 

The House met at 8 p.m. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

(continued) 

BUDGET DEBATE 

(Fourth Day of Debate) 

Madam Deputy Speaker (Louise Dacquay): To 
resume debate on  the proposed motion of the 
honourable Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness) , 
standing in the name of the honourable Minister of 
Family Services (Mr. Gi lleshammer), who has 1 2  
minutes remaining. 

Hon. Harold Gllleshammer (Minister of Family 
Services): Madam Deputy Speaker, I am pleased 
to be able to continue the debate on the bu dget , and 
I am pleased to see the widespread su pport for it. 

(Mr. Marcel Laurendeau , Acting Speaker, i n  the 
Chair) 

I indicatecl-{interjection] Well, the member for 
Ki ldonan (Mr. Chomiak) is maybe wavering a bit in  
his support, and I sense that he is  learning a little 
more with each passing day about the department 
for which he is now the criti c, as he has an 
opportu nity to u nderstand that right across this 
nation reform is taking place in health care and that 
Manitoba is leading the way i n  that area. 

I urge him to stay tuned to what is happening in  
other provinces to  see that difficu lt decisions are 
being made by other governments. Again, it brings 
back that thou ght that when New Democrats are in 
government they rea lize some of the diffi cu lt 
decisions that have to be made ,  but New Democrats 
in opposition never seem to come around these 
problems to the point where they can offer concrete 
solutions. 

I refer again to an arti cle in recent times in one of 
the local papers where it says: NDP needs to come 
to gri ps with the real world. As long as the member 
for Kildonan is in opposition, I am afraid that he is 
not inclined to come to grips with the real world. I 
wou ld ask him to take a good look at what is 
happening in health care in British Columbia, in  
Ontario and i n  Saskatchewan and to realize that you 

cannot hi de behi nd that rhetoric and offer no 
concrete so lut ions i n  the way he has bee n  
performi ng i n  the House. 

It is time, if there is a plan that he and his cau cus 
has in  that area of health care, that he wi ll bring it 
for ward and offer some concrete so luti o ns .  
Perhaps in  Estimates he wi ll do that. The fact is that 
we have been  listening and all we have heard is 
rhetoric, condem nation and criticism without any 
real options, without any real forward thinking on it. 
Members from the second opposition party and 
members on this side and, I expect, members of his 
own caucus realize that, that pretty soon those real 
recommendations of change will have to come 
forward from that member. Perhaps he is going to 
get the opportunity a little later tonight to put some 
of those thoughts on the record. 

At any rate , I think the article in the local paper of 
a few weeks ago is correct, that the members of the 
Manitoba NDP sti ll are not realizing that in  the 1 990s 
there is not additional income to government, that 
there are very, very diffi cu lt decisions to be made .  

I pointed out to the member for Brandon East (Mr. 
Leonard Evans) prior to the supper break all of the 
reforms that have take n place i n  the social  
allowances fie ld that he as m i nister had the 
opportu nity to bri ng forward i n  the late 1 980s, but he 
avoi ded those decisions. He did not bring those 
reforms forward. I nstead, the priorities were 
e lsewhere. 

Well, I can tell you , Mr. Acting Speaker,  that 
Manitobans realize that this government is here to 
prese rve the vital services in Health , in Family 
Services and Edu cation with some very , very 
difficu lt decisions. 

In  this Department of Family Services, even  
though government revenues are f lat, the i ncrease 
i n  spending i n  Fami ly Servi ces wi ll agai n be 
amongst the highest in  government ,  in  excess of 4.5 
percent. I n  order to maintain our expenditures and 
i ncrease some of the ex pe nditures i n  so cial 
allowances, some very, very difficu lt decisions had 
to be made .  These are the decisions that members 
of the offi cial opposition have a lways avoided. 
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These are decisions that they want to, from the 
luxury of opposition, criticize at this time. 

I have challenged members present to bring 
forward some options in Family Services wherEt we 
can do some cost-cutting measures, where we can 
do some economizing in order to be able to address 
the t remendous increased costs i n  social  
allowances. Again, Manitoba has one of the lowest 
number of citizens accessing that program, and I 
can tell you that the problems we face here are 
magnified many times over in British Columbia and 
in Ontario. 

* (2005) 

That is why ministers and Premiers in those 
jurisdictions are talking about completely revamping 
the way social allowances are distributed there, a 
fact that is also being discussed in Alberta at this 
time. It is also a factor that President Clinton has 
noticed in the United States, that we can no longer 
simply pay people to stay at home. Yet, even in 
these difficult times, we have been able to make 
those adjustments to family allowances, make those 
reforms that were so long neglected by the prev1ious 
government. 

So to do this, we have had to ask some of our 
external agencies to do with less, to manage with 
less. I can tell you in meeting with the Child and 
Family Services agencies, their presidents and 1heir 
directors, they are going to meet that challenge. 
They accept that they too must be part of the 
solution, that they can find those savings from within 
and still provide the services that are needed there. 
They are prepared to accept that challenge Etven 
though members opposite perhaps are trying to 
misconstrue some of the comments that are made. 
There is a recognition. There is a recognition of the 
challenges that face them, and they feel that they 
can do that. 

We have also had to make some adjustments in 
the Day Care line, where we ask all of the families 
who are accessing subsidies to pay a small portion 
of the cost. As I had indicated earlier, we have neen 
dramatic increases in the amount of funding that 
goes to the Day Care line, some 100 percent 
increase over the course of five budgets where that 
line has increased from somewhere around $26 
million or $27 million to this past year over $50 
million. 

So in order that we are able to sustain programs 
like that, we have had to make some minor 

adjustments in terms of looking at the number of 
licensed spaces that are in existence in the system. 
We have also had to look at the subsidies and put 
a cap at this time on the subsidies at $9,600. 

I say to you, Mr. Acting Speaker, that the boards 
and the people involved in daycare I think will make 
those adjustments. Some will have to use their 
surpluses and manage through this very difficult 
time and, just as with the restructuring two years ago 
with the proper decisions made at that level, they 
can certainly do so. 

Some of the other decisions that we have had to 
make are reflective of the fact that we have had a 
10.6 percent increase in the Income Maintenance 
line in this budget. As I have indicated in the past, 
it is the volume of cases that is going up so 
dramatically. H we are going to preserve our ability 
to address that volume, some of these other 
changes have had to take place. 

We know what the alternatives are in other 
provinces. H we are going to keep everything that 
we did last year, we would have to look at the sales 
tax, as B.C. and Saskatchewan have done, and 
increase that. 

We have made a decision not to and, as a result, 
we are eliminating some of the programs. One is 
the student category, and we have had an 
opportunity to discuss that. Manitoba was the only 
province in Canada that had that particular 
category. Other provinces have indicated and 
shown that they are not able to sustain a program 
like that, and that is one of the difficult decisions we 
have had to make. 

We have also had to eliminate some of the 
funding for groups that bring forward and advocate 
for various groups in society, but as I indicated, we 
have heard those groups. They have brought 
forward ideas in the past. 

Some of them in the social allowance field, such 
as the WORD group and the SACOM group, have 
existed without government funding. I am sure that 
they will continue to exist and bring forward 
excellent ideas and recognize the reforms that we 
have put in place in the past number of years and 
recognize the cost to government. 

The government of Manitoba, just as in other 
provinces, realizes that there is not an endless 
supply of resources that we can use to address 
those problems, but over the last three budgets in 
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that particular area, we have made some dramatic 
changes,  changes that were ignored by the previous 
government. 

* (201 0) 

The previous minister is here th is evening. He 
knows those were changes that he wou ld have liked 
to have brou ght forward, but the priorities were not 
placed on Family Services at that time . There was 
more priority put on the creation of those green s igns 
that went u p  all over the province and the spending 
of resources on very, very short-term, make-work 
proje cts wh ich did not tra in peo ple to have 
long-last ing jobs across th is province. 

Now we are saddled with that debt, and as part of 
that burgeoning debt, that has created the situation 
where the Department of Finance is the fourth 
largest spender in government to pay for those 
expenses of the previous government. We are on 
a course now with this bu dget to bring in a balanced 
bu dget later in the decade . Other provinces are 
also moving in that direction. 

It appears to me that the only people opposed to 
that are the me mbers opposite who , as the 
columnist indicated, have not come to gr ips with the 
real world and do not realize that there is a fin ite limit 
to what government is able to do. 

I can tell you, and I am sure members opposite 
are f in din g  th is too as the y tra ve l  in the ir 
constituencies, there is widespread support for the 
challenge that we have taken on to redu ce that 
deficit year over year in the next number of bu dgets 
to the point where we no longer are spending more 
dollars than we are taking  in. That is the track that 
other governments across th is nation are on, and it 
is only the official opposition here in Manitoba who 
do not see the wisdom of that. 

On the other hand, the other opposition party talks 
about enhancing our income without saying that 
they wou ld raise taxes. They talk about f inding 
addit ional resources, enhancing their budgetary 
abilities. The only thing they are saying is that they 
wou ld increase taxes, the sales tax, the personal 
income tax, the corporate tax. I can tell you ,  from 
the decisions we have made, that is just not on. 

Ms. Jean Friesen {Wolseley): Mr. Act in g  
Speaker, it is April. Those of u s  who remember 
back to school and university days perhaps also 
remember that April has a double edge to it. It is the 
time of spring, but it is also the t ime of exams. 

I remember that double-edged sword that we 
always used to feel in Montreal. We wou ld make a 
ritual trek down to the Port of Montreal to see the 
first sh ips in fact that had come up the St. Lawrence 
and to always try and put off the e vil day of f in ding 
the library again and setting forth back u p  the 
mountain to the gym where the long  tables of e xam 
questions were waiting for us. 

That double-edge d sword I think is there , Mr. 
Acting Speaker, for stu dents today. If you are out 
at the univers ity today, you will find of course the 
barbecues on the residents' balconies. You will 
have to duck the flying Frisbees. You know that 
stu dents have re dis co vere d the library a n d  
textbooks. They, too, I think are primarily th inking 
of exams and of their own futures. 

It is a double-edged sword for today's stu dent as 
well, Mr. Acting Speaker. Today's students in high 
school, college, university, face a very uncertain 
future in Manitoba. It is becoming clear, it seems to 
me , as I go around my constituency and as I have 
talke d to stu dents at the university and in h igh 
s choo l, that both the y and the ir parents are 
beginning  to recogn ize the unce rtainty of both the ir 
educational futures and their personal futures in th is 
province. They are beginning  to articu late it on a 
basis which goes beyond the personal and the 
family futures. 

As I listened to the ir concerns this spring at the 
university and on the doorstep, they spoke primar ily 
of the difficulty of finding summer jobs. I know those 
of you who have children in th is age group or who 
h a ve s poken to those peo ple in you r  o wn 
const ituency know that th is is prime, uppermost in 
their minds. 

* (201 5) 

They need the means to find the increased fees 
for next year. For those of them whose parents 
have been laid off or who now have only one income 
in the family where perhaps there had been two in 
the past, they are finding  there is a tremendous and 
increased urgency for that search for a summer job. 

We know that the numbers of summer jobs are 
down, whether they are those which are being 
offered by the federal government or those by the 
provin cia l govern ment or by those who are 
stru ggling in Manitoba's small businesses. They 
are finding great difficu lty in giving stu dents that 
extra help that in the past they had been able to do. 
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An increasing number of my students, Mr. Ac1ing 
Speaker, are also mature students, people who 
have already been unemployed or in some ca1ses 
have already lost their family farm. They are· in 
university for a very short period of time in their o�wn 
minds. They are there to get the qualifications that 
they believe will give them a job here or elsewhere 
outside of the province. They are very serious. 
They are in a hurry, and they are very committed. 
They have to spend their time very efficiently at the 
university. 

Their concerns are that the rollbacks and the 
clawbacks to universities in this budget are goin!J to 
leave them in the lurch. The support programs that 
are so necessary for them to make efficient use• of 
their time, the counselling services, the financial 
assistance, the tutoring programs, the ones that 
enable them to concentrate all their energies on their 
library and on studies and on their essays, are the 
ones that they feel are going to suffer and those •are 
the ones that have enabled them to survive in 
university and which have prevented them fr,om 
falling through the cracks in what can sometimes be 
a very large and impersonal system. 

All students next year are going to have to cope 
with the changes to the federal student loan plan 
which will insist that students take four courses to 
qualify for a loan. It is a Catch-22 situation, four 
courses makes it very difficult for you to take on any 
extra work. The loan itself is not enough to see )'OU 
through the increased costs and increased coslt of 
living, increased taxes that everyone is facing in 
Manitoba. Bus fares are going to go up in Manitoba, 
school supplies will be taxed, journals will be tax,ed. 
There will be extra taxes on gasoline. Students, 
whether as renters l iv ing a t  home or as 
homeowners, will now feel the brunt of the increased 
taxes which will affect all households in Manitoba as 
a result of this budget. 

The combined effect of the policies of this Tory 
government and their colleagues in Ottawa, the 
Mulroneys, the Charests, the Campbells, all those 
people who sat around that cabinet table will fall 
heavily on students. Mr. Acting Speaker, while it is 
true that most students at the moment have no 
thoughts on their mind other than exams a1nd 
summer jobs, the combined impact of Tory policies 
to ensure that no one outside the upper middle class 
can hope to have a debt-free education, that 'INill 
eventually penetrate to people across Manitoba .. 

Indeed, Mr. Acting Speaker, I have often thought 
that it is an irony that this Tory government which is 
spending so much money on cosmetic advertising 
to encourage people to consider education as an 
investment for the future, to encourage them to stay 
in school, to go to college and university, also 
ensures and encourages that those families and 
individuals will also and should also in their minds 
go into debt to do it. How odd then it seems to me, 
how ironic that it does not seem to make any sense 
to Tory governments to invest in the future in 
education. All their budget decisions, it seems to 
me, are based on an underlying assumption that 
education is a drain on the public purse. They never 
see it as an investment of the future of the province 
and yet there are crucial decisions facing Manitoba 
in education. 

We must find ways to expand post-secondary 
education in all its forms, whether it is on the shop 
floor, or whether it is in community colleges or 
universities, or whether in continuing education. 
We simply have to expand that post-secondary 
education in Manitoba. Are we going to continue to 
accept the high dropout rates that we have from our 
high schools, our low percentage of students in 
community colleges and getting lower as a result of 
the actions of this government, the long waiting lists 
for courses in technology, the pent-up frustration at 
the lack of accessibility of basic adult education and 
literacy and advanced level English programs which 
are most urgently needed and which, I think, are 
leaving people feeling very cut off and very stymied 
in their attempt to become part of this community? 

Do we accept the closing of the first year of the 
Faculty of Arts, the last of the open faculties in 
Manitoba? Do we accept university science 
programs with no labs? Do we accept the low 
ranking in many sectors, not all, but in many sectors 
that Manitoba universities received in the Maclean's 
poll? It seems to me, Mr. Acting Speaker, that we 
have universities which are amongst the lowest in 
Canada in their support for graduate students and a 
government which does not seem to recognize that 
the research which has been done in this province, 
in agriculture in particular-and I have heard the 
Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard) now make much of 
that in several of his speeches-# he looks into the 
research in canota, the research in agricultural 
science or in human ecology, a great deal of that 
research could not have been done without 
graduate students from across Canada and, indeed, 
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from arou nd the world. Do we accept univers ities 
whose infrastructure in e very s ingle one of our 
u niversities is crumbling? Do we accept the 50 
percent cuts that this government this year, yet 
again, has offered to u nivers ities to he lp them 
com pete on  a national  basis and to produ ce 
graduates who will be a credit to this province and 
to its e du ca t io n s ys te m ? Wha t a na rro w 
perspective when we pu t it all together. What a 
narrow perspective on Manitoba. What a narrow 
perspective on our fu tu re, and with what deception 
is it offe red to the public in this province. 

* (2020) 

In every level of edu cation there have been cuts 
from every bu dget s ince 1 991. It seems to me, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, that all we hear from the Premier, 
from the front be nches, f rom the Minis te r of 
Edu cation, is cliche after cl iche, rhe toric afte r 
rhetoric, about education being the key that opens 
the doors to the fu tu re of Manitoba. No one will 
disagree with that. It is absolu te ly true, and it is 
crucial. Yet what we are seeing is cu t after cu t after 
cu t in areas which are the most crucial to our 
industrial and to ou r personal fu tu res as we ll. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, if I were to pick one area of 
long-te rm significance for the fu tu re of Manitoba, it 
is this failure of the Film on cabinet to recognize the 
u rgent needs of education. In the last five years, we 
ha ve s e e n  a n  u npre ce de nte d  nu m b e r  of 
Manitobans lose the ir jobs. We have seen the 
movement of jobs to Edmonton and Montreal at  the 
hands of the federal government, and yes, indeed 
there have been significant changes in the global 
industrial economy. 

If Manitoba is to survive in some form in the future, 
it must become part of those new knowledge-based 
industries. The only way that is going to happen is 
through the e xpansion of post-secondary education 
opportu nities and, particularly, the expansion of 
the ir availabil ity to ru ral and to northern communities 
so that we make use, so that we tap into the talents 
of all ou r people. It is a form of investment that is 
absolu tely critical to the future of the province. It is 
a form of investment that will not be served by the 
working of the free market. It cannot be bu ilt with 
the individual debts of those Manitoba fam ilies 
whose children are in u niversity now. 

It is an investment which will serve us all in the 
production of doctors, teachers, farmers, scientists, 
researchers, innovators,  film makers,  writers. 

Withou t such investment, Mr. Acting Speaker, we 
are destined to become a smalle r province and e ven 
lower  wage province with a high proportion of our 
public costs being spent on  welfare, as they are 
now, and social services for the disaffected. We are 
destined to become an aged province with an 
annual exodus of our you ng, traine d or  untrained. 
Our econom ic pol icies will be reduced or restricted 
to chasing smokestacks, to f inding larger and larger  
tax breaks for corporations to offer us  jobs for a few 
years u ntil they find some other low-wage mecca 
e lsewhere in the globe. 

Manitoba, l ike e very other province in Canada, 
has to inves t in ed.lcation. In British Columbia they 
are bu ilding another u niversity and expanding the ir 
commu nity colleges and u pgrading some of them to 
become u niversity colleges.  They are e xpanding 
because they  have an increased population, bu t 
they are also e xpanding and were expanding before 
that large rush came in, in the last 1 0  years. They 
are e xpanding in areas of te chnology in the ir 
te chnology ins titu tes and in the ir commu nity 
colleges, because they  are looking at the future and 
they are looking at the new economies of the Pacific 
Rim and of the global knowledge econom ies. 

In Mo ntre a l ,  wi th u ne m pl o ym e nt ra tes 
s ignif icantly higher than much of the rest  of Canada, 
they  have decided to invest in the renewal of the 
is land of Montreal. If you have visited Montreal 
rece ntly, you will know how difficu lt the conditions 
are there in their basic infrastructu re and services. 
They have set aside a half-bil lion dollars for the 
renewal of the is land of Montreal, of which $50 
m il l io n  is go ing into the de vel o pm e nt a nd 
reconstruction of the infrastru ctu re of colleges and 
u niversities. 

It is a question of setting priorities. It is a question 
of looking to the future.  It is a question of a vision 
for Manitoba which we do not see coming from this 
particu lar front bench. 

Ontario has moved quickly to set u p  its labour 
a djus tm e nt boards to deal with the training 
requ irements of the i.ndustrial restructuring of North 
America which has so affected that province. 

Even Saskatchewan, which has been devastated 
by  the incom pre he nsible irrespons ib il ity of the 
Devine years, has set aside money and focused 
u pon that you ng and growing aboriginal population 
and has said that we are going to pu t our money into 
the e ducation of those people. 
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• (2025) 

But what do we see in Manitoba? Speeches and 
rhetoric from the Minister of Education (Mrs. VodrE•Y) 
about e ducation  unlocking the door, but what we 
see in fact are cuts, cuts e very year. It is not just 
this year. It is not just the 1 7  programs which we,re 
cut at Red River last week. In every year there ha ve 
been cuts to some element of edu cation in Manitolba 
and, frequently, cut at the very levels of e du cati,:>n 
which give people the opportu nity to get a foot 1:>n 
the ladder. 

T he E ngl is h language tra ining, the bas:ic 
e du cat io n, the a dult e du cat ion, the l itera,::y 
programs in the workplace, that is where they have 
chosen to cut. 

It is a government with only one tool in its tool 
bag-cuts. It is a government without ideas and 
without vision. We know that people across the 
globe and across Ca nada are facing s im ilar 
problems to Manitoba. 

Some of them, l ike Alberta and Brit ish Columbia, 
have more resources than we do. Some l ike , I 
woul d  say, Newfou ndland, New Bru nswick and 
Saskatchewan have fewer resources than we do. 
Most of them have managed to convey the se nse 
that there is a pol icy, that there is a vis ion, that there 
is a pla n be hind whatever bu dget they  have 
prese nte d. Ma ny ha ve re co gnized that it is 
im portant to look to the future and to give people a 
se nse of hope. 

It is better to be in education or in a job than it is 
to be u nemploye d  or on wel fare, but the only 
answer , the only s ingle answer this government has 
is to cut. 

Cut spending and cut jobs. Expand the welfare 
rolls, cutthe places in commu nity colleges. Expand 
the welfare rolls, and close the first year of the l ast 
open faculty at the university. Expand the wel fare 
rolls, cut the places in adult education. Expand the 
welfare rolls, cut the monies to municipal ities whioh 
provided for job creation. Expand the wel fare roUs ,  
and cut the programs to single mothers and the 
young people on social allowances, and have them 
sit at home instead of having them in educatio n, 
where they should be and where they  want to be . 

The message that comes through in this bu dget 
is that there will be no part of  the economic recovery 
generated in Manitoba. We shall simpl y  s it here 

u ntil we attract the passing interest of some new 
multinational corporat ion. 

Look at the advertisements that New Brunswick 
offers in the Globe and Mail or in various national 
magazines. 

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Laurendeau): Order, 
please. Cou ld I have those honourable members 
wanting to carry it on do it in the l oge so I can hear 
the honourable member for Wolseley. 

Ms. Friesen: Thank you , Mr. Acting Speaker. 

I was drawing the members' attention  to the way 
in which New Bru nswick has managed to use its 
investme nt in e du cat io n for the purposes of 
industrial expansion. 

Ne w Bru nswick prese nts advertisements in 
nat io nal a nd inter nat io nal  jou r na ls ,  a nd it 
demonstrates the kind of investment that it has 
placed in u niversity research labs. It uses its 
u niversity research and its research stations as part 
of a way of attracti ng industrial activity in New 
Bru nswick. 

What could we put ,  it struck me, against those 
Ne w Bru ns wick advertisements ? A commu nity 
college system whose capital budget has been cut 
by 50 perce nt, a commu nity college system whose 
enrollments and whose cou rses have been reduced 
year after year in Manitoba, a u nivers ity system 
whose bu ildings are crumbling and for which the 
government has this year cut 50 percent of their 
grants in capital budgets? 

We s im pl y  ca nnot sta nd u p  to t hose 
advertiseme nts and say: Look, here is Manitoba's 
comm itment to e du cation, here is our plan. We may 
not be able to fund this year, but two, three years 
down the l ine , yes, we are going to put money in 
edu cation. 

• (2030) 

There is no plan, no sense of vision, no direction 
to the future from this government. It is s im ply a 
government adrift. 

We are going to put against those New Brunswick 
advertiseme nts, that New Brunswick plan, a labour 
force t hat is b e com ing o ne of lo ng-term 
u nemployment with l ittle u pgrading of skills, an 
edu cation sector that is constantly, yearly being 
scaled down and made available to a narrower and 
narrower section of the population. 
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We have a you ng a nd growing abo riginal 
population whose access programs have again 
been cut, who have lost the ir institutional support 
su ch as friendship ce ntres and whose political 
voice ,  the Assembly o f  Manitoba Chiefs, this 
government rarely wants to hear. 

The northern college has lost 1 4  perce nt of its 
fu nding and the Distance Education section of the 
department, which m ight have had the opportu nity 
to expand the range o f  options and the availabil ity 
of the beginnings of post-secondary edu cation in 
many of ou r northern and ru ral commu nities, was 
largely cut in the new changes in the Department of 
Education. 

Where is the investment in research facilities that 
Ne w Bru ns wick o ffe rs ? Whe re is t he ope n  
education system that British Columbia is striving 
for? Where are the worker adjustment and training 
programs that Ontario has? Where is the pressure 
on the fe deral government for the changes in the 
EPF program and the changes in the stu de nt loan 
programs? Where is the pressure on the federal 
government to develop some national programs 
and national co-operation in education? Where are 
the proposals for regional co-operation in edu cation 
in Manitoba such as we are seeing in the most 
rece nt review on u niversities in Saskatchewan, 
where they are looking for co-operation from the ir 
provincial partners on e ither side of them ? Where 
is the thinking in this cabinet? Where is the sense 
o f  the futu re and the direction, the context for 
Manitobans? 

There seems to be no imagination and no vision, 
no innovation, no assistance e ven to school boards, 
trustees and teachers to help them find ways of 
do ing m o re ,  pe rhaps, Mr. Act ing Speake r, 
collective ly, with the less that this government is 
prepared to give to edu cation. There is sim ply a 
m iniste r who sits and essentially says, cut, cut. 

Where is the planning fo r co-operation, for 
re gionalizat ion of programs, for some kind o f  
collective action to he lp these people get through 
the difficult s ituation that this government is putting 
them in? 

It seems to me, as I hear from many of m y  
const ituents, that it is so very difficu lt to get throu gh 
to any governme nt office these days, that this entire 
government is on call forwarding, passing on to 
others the problems that they have created. 

If we listen to the Chamber of Commerce, the 
futu re for edu cation in this province is indee d bleak. 
In the ir latest newsletter they tell us the question that 
we have to ask ourselves is not, how will we survive 
with 2 percent less in education this year, but, quote, 
rather, how can I s ignificantly im prove the qual ity of 
edu cation with 25 percent less. 

That is the word from headquarters.  That is the 
word from m ission control downtown. Is that the 
route this gove rnme nt is going? We have no 
reason, they have given us no reason to expect 
anything better. 

The second area, Mr. Acting Speaker, I wou ld 
suggest, of long-term significance for Manitobans is 
the attack on the public sector that has been a 
fundamental part of all the Tory re forms of the last 
five years but which have reached a new virulence 
with this budget of  1 993. By reducing the fu nds for 
public edu cation and increasing the su pport for 
private, elite edu cation over the years, the Filmon 
Tories are making choices that will affect the futu re 
of Manitoba for a ge nerat ion. By cutting commu nity 
colleges and giving increased fu nds to the private 
sector to train people at the rate of  more than $600 
an hou r, su ch as they do in the Workforce 2000 
program , the y  are lim iting the accessib ility of  
Manitobans to post-secondary edu cation. 

They are spending publ ic money on a form of 
education which may have some training merit, but 
which is not open to all, possibly not even all within 
the company which is offe ring the training, only to 
those who are se lecte d by management, on  what 
basis we do not know, and over which we have no 
influe nce . 

Whe n the Rlmon Tories cut lite racy programs and 
cut the e ntry leve l  secretarial and other  skills at Red 
River  Commu nity College, they are ·  l im iting the 
opportu nity to even get a foot on the ladder of basic 
education to those who can afford the $5,000 or  
$6,000 charged by the private schools for such 
programs. 

In education they have cut the public sphere and 
expanded the private and individual training. It is 
more expensive. It is more exclus ive. It is less 
l ikel y  to result in a portable credential, and indeed it 
is difficu lt to believe that any sensib le person wou ld 
reject the cost-e ffectiveness and the internationa l 
recognition available in publ ic edu cation. 

Fu ndamentally, Tories reject the publ ic sector. 
Their attacks this year and last year on public sector 
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workers shoul d  really be seen in this context. Even 
if there had not been a financial cru nch, there wo1Jid 
have bee n a ttempts to change the na ture of 
government in Manitoba. 

The Minister of Rnance (Mr. Manness) is an 
ideologue, as close to Hayek as anyone I have ever  
met  in government. He believes that governmont 
shoul d  be m inimal, that it s hould be the purcha!1er 
of services from the private sector, and that is the 
road he is taking us down, some years a l ittle faster 
than others. 

When this government gave public money to 
Dave's Quick Print to train workers to take the place 
of Quee n's P rinte r workers, it was merely reflecting 
the vis ion of the Ministe r  of Finance. The privatizing 
of the s ign s hop in Dauphin, the privatizing of 
agricultu ral labs, the privatizing of data services, the 
turning over  of roads to volunteers, the privatizati1)n 
of the therapists in the Department of Edu cation, the 
tu rning of them into private contractors is all part of 
the same pattern. 

In all of these changes, it is l ikely that the wag,as 
of the majority will decl ine, enabling us to com pe,te 
eventually on the same level playing field as Mexic:o. 
The wealth of a few will increase and the l iving 
standards of the many will decl ine. It is here in 
those declining l iving standards, in that loss of jo!Js 
and the increase in long-te rm u nem ployment, that 
you will really begin to feel the im pact of the loss of 
the publ ic sector, for these Tories hit you twice: 
once when you lose you r job; and again when you 
try to f ind a place in the shrinking commu niity 
college, when you try to find public transport, the 
public l ibrary, the public cul tu re of zoo or museum, 
the sports event that receives public money but  
which is now priced beyond your means, or you try 
to take your fam ily  to the recreation ce ntre that the 
Tories at C ity Hall tried  to elim inate in the ir last 
budget. Thou gh I woul d not endorse everything 
that Mickey Kraus advocates in his treatise on civil 
l ibe ral ism, I do bel ieve that he is right to draw our 
attention to the role of publ ic institu tions and the 
public sector in maintaining a sense of commu nity 
in an increasingly unequal society. 

The public sector, the museum,  the gallery, the 
zoo, the commu nity clubs, the schools and colleges, 
which I heard the member across the way s im p>ly 
refer to now as the public trou gh-yes, that is exactly  
what they think of it. That is why this governme nt 
has no sense of vision and no perspective on the 

future of Manitoba. Those institutions, those public 
institu tions, that publ ic se ctor are where the 
imm igrant family and the Tuxedo family meet as 
equals, where aboriginal students and those from 
rural and northern Manitoba meet for the first time, 
qui te often, and as equals. 

Beyond that sense of equality that the public 
sector gives us, the provision and maintenance of 
public services in health, parks,  transport, e t cetera, 
enable us all to have some access on an equal basis 
to some of the elements of a common m inimum 
standard of l iving. The attack on public services 
pu ts this in jeopardy. The loss of a thousand civil 
servant positions, the loss of trust of our public 
servants as this government broke its prom ises 
again and its contracts yet again with its own labour 
force are all par t  of th is drive to dim inish the role of 
the public sector in Manitoba, and we must see them 
together. They  follow. They are in context. They 
follow, I bel ie ve, from a very different perspective on 
our communi ty. 

* (2040) 

Whe n Tories dim inish the public sector, they are 
no t o nl y  al te ring the social rela tions of our 
commu nity, they are also taking large areas of our 
daily l ife out of the l ight of publ ic accou ntabil ity. It is 
a pol icy which fi ts  well with the broader goals of the 
national and muhinational corporations who form 
su ch a substa ntial part of the l is t  of f inancial 
supporters of this and every Tory government. 

Lim ite d  gove rnm e nt means l im ite d publ ic 
accou ntabil ity. That is the pol itical environment of 
choice for those whose goal it is to maxim ize the 
profits for their shareholders, but it is not necessarily 
in the best interest of the community of Manitoba. 

(Mrs. Lou ise Dacqu ay, Deputy Speaker, in the 
Chair) 

Ma dam De pu ty Speake r, th is is wide l y  
reco gnized, no t only  in the press b u t  across 
Manitoba as a mean budge t  which has fallen heavily 
on the poor, the elderly and, I woul d  add, the 
stu dents. It betrays a government with no vision 
and very little hope or imagination to offer for the 
fu ture . h is this absence of leadership which is 
particularl y  striking, especially  from a Prem ier  who 
has been in offi ce s ince 1 988 and i n  publi c office for 
a good deal longer. 

Bu t he no longer has the luxury of those good 
economic times whe n  he and his colleagues in 
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cabinet were on C ity Cou ncil and created those 
huge capital debts and left us with an overextended 
suburban city. He is no lo nger leader of the 
opposition when he cou ld launch his political attacks 
on the government of Howard Pawley who had a 
lower debt, were comm itted to public e du cation, had 
a lower u nemployment rate, and in 1 988 left them a 
surplus of $58 m illion that e ven his own m inister now 
adm its to. 

In a few months, the Prem ier will no longer have 
Brian Mulroney to kick arou nd or to fight e lections 
against. 

An Honourable Member: Kim Campbell. 

Ms. Friesen: Kim Campbell-will he be fighting the 
next Manitoba e lection on what m y  son calls those 
overexposed shoulders of hers? He will have to 
face the voters, those who are appearing every 
week on the ste ps of his own Legislature. He will 
have to defend the six years of his government. The 
crisis of leadership I think is an important one, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 

I had the pleasure of talking to a Tory pollster on 
my phone before I came here tonight, a polling 
com pany which did not exist in the phone book 
which only had two questions: Are you going to vote 
Tory, and, what is the issue? That is what they are 
phoning arou nd for this very night as we speak. I 
am sure that the Tory polling and the Minister of 
Education's (Mrs. Vodrey) focus groups have told 
them of the anxiety and u ncertainty that is present 
at all levels of our commu nity. 

Indeed I think tha t the pub lic re la tions, the 
marke ting of this budget, you know, the Finance 
minister with his head in his hands, the most difficu lt 
decis ion in m y  life, e t ce tera, all of these are attempts 
to play on Manitobans' fear of the fu ture I think are 
indications that the government does u nderstand 
some of the apprehension and the anxieties which 
are out there in the commu nity today. 

How m u ch more reprehe nsible it is, Madam 
Depu ty Speaker, then  to offer a budget of no hope, 
to offer a budget which cuts people off from any 
opportu nity, which cu ts off their ambition to improve 
their lot, a budget which te lls them not to expect any 
ass is ta nce from the ir com m u nity, from the ir 
ne ighbours, and a budget which is cou ched again 
in the big lie that this government has maintained 
since its inception, that it has not raised taxes. Now 
to this ou tr ight deception they have adde d  another 

insu lt to the collective inte lligence of Manitobans 
that we are all being asked to share the pain e qually. 

As I reflected on the quality of leadership which 
the Tory front bench is offering, I was reading at the 
same time the au tob iography, a Wes t  Indian 
au tob io gra phy, C .L .R. James ,  a wr i te r  o n  
international affairs particularly known for his sports 
writing bu t also a man with a very international 
ou tlook who, in reviewing the affairs of his own life, 
the international events of wars and destitution and 
fam ine and changes in colonialism and imperialism 
that he had seen, said he finally came to the 
conclusion that old empires would fall, times wou ld 
pass, new em pires would take their place; the 
relation of cou ntries and the re lations of classes all 
wou ld change. Bu t what I discovered, he said, is 
that it is not the quality of goods or their u tility or 
perhaps e ven their distribu tion which matter, bu t it 
is that sense of movement of a community, not 
where you are or what you have, bu t knowing where 
you have come from, where you are going and the 
rate at which you are getting there. 

It is that sense of perspective. It is that sense of 
historical context, and it is that sense of purpose 
which we expect from our political leaders to give 
people that se nse of context and direction that they 
are taking us.  

This budget has told us where the debt is going 
and how the m inister plans to deal with that, but the 
government, the Prem ier (Mr. Filmon) has given us 
no se nse of where we are going as a commu nity. 
Nor is this an accident or an oversight, because this 
governme nt fu ndamentally belie ves tha t  it is 
socie ty's role to fu lfill the goals of the market 
econom y. It is society's fu nction to serve the 
economy. The Prem ier himse lf be lieves that his 
only job is to stand aside and let the m arket rule. 

We believe and I think most Canadians believe 
that econom ies should serve societies, that they  
should serve clear social  goals. Our main focus as 
a community shou ld be directed to how we are going 
to face the fu ture in a new North America. 

How can we create a new Manitoba from the m ix 
of recent imm igrants, old se ttlers, farmers and urban 
aboriginals? How can we find jobs for our people in 
the so-called job less recovery? How do we e du cate 
our you ng people so that they  can create a future 
for themselves in this place? How can we find new 
strategies for co-operation with our neighbours to 
the east and to the west and to the south? How can 
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we maintain a public sector which fosters that sen13e 
of commu nity of which we are proud in Manitoba and 
which has enabled us to create a society which has 
maintained a kind of harmony over the years? 

Shoul d  we not expect a budget to address th�3e 
issues? Should we not expect some social vision 
from the Premier (Mr. Rlmon) or the Minister of 
Fina nce (Mr.  Ma nness) ?  Eu ro pean pol it ical 
com m e ntators ha ve writte n re ce ntl y on the 
loosening of the bonds between the citizen and the 
state as r ight-wing governments l ike the Manitoba 
Tories have continued the ir u nderm ining of the 
social role of the state . As Martin Woollacott put it 
in February this year, quote : The bond betwee•n 
nation and citizen is in danger of snapping. Our 
econom ic cris is is going to become unmanageab lle 
u nless we can find a language of common appe ,al 
which brings us together. 

In this budget, we find no such common bond,  
only an assault on the poor by those who temporarily 
hold the re ins of power. As states fail to honour their 
bond with their own citizens, so cit ize ns withdraw 
the ir allegiance. We face a future l ike that of Los 
Angeles or Liverpool, Detroit or Belfast, of so many 
other  areas of the globe where warfare betwee n 
peoples within the state are part of the dail y l ives of 
so many fam il ies. 

As a commu nity, I think, we face the prospect of 
a loss of confidence, and our recent history has 
brought us to this. The retreat from governance b y  
this and other  Tory governments has weakened the 
t ies that b ind us to ea ch other in a diverse 
mult icultural commu nity such as we have in Canada 
and Manitoba. It is the state amongst others which 
gives us a framework for our se nse of commu nity .. 

Whe n we thus reduce the role of the state, we are 
gradually but inevitably  dim inishing our public and 
formal sense of responsib il ity for each other and our 
se nse of who we are. Multicultural states may bEl, 
as Be nedict Anderson would argue, imagine d 
commu nit ies, but they are our larger  commu nity in 
Canada and in Manitoba. 

Rece nt comme ntators who have looked at the 
im pact of the last 20 years of the free market and its 
governments have u nderl ine d  the changes in 
commu nity confidence that all of these have 
e ve ntual ly brou ght. The loss of sovere ignty to 
larger trading blocks and the loss of democratic 
control to transnational companies have all bee n 
s ignificant, but e qual l y  so has the growth of 

u nem ployment in states where previously the 
citizen cou ld  count on a pol icy or even a prospect of 
full employme nt. It was one of the conditions of 
citizenship for so many people s ince the Second 
World War, and the state, just as it is here in 
Manitoba, is one of the ones which is throwing its 
own people on the scrap heap. 

* (2050) 

If there is to be a restoration of confidence in 
go ve r nme nt ,  in  t he com m u nit y, in  our  
self-confidence, it has to begin, it seems to me, with 
some of four pillars of common sense. 

We must have a clearly articulated goal of full 
em ployment. C it izenship requires it. 

We must have an education system, particularly 
at the post-secondary level, which teaches and 
edu cates in many ways a much more substantial 
proportion of our population. 

We must have a firm comm itment to a public 
sector which e xpresses our sense of equality and 
which encompasses the basic dece ncy and fairness 
of Manitobans, and we must have a Premier and a 
government who can be trusted to keep a contract, 
who have the honesty to call a tax a tax and whose 
instinct is to protect the poor and the powerless. 

We need a government with the experience of 
commu nity development in job creation, comm itted 
to public edu cation  and dedicated to the idea that 
Manitoba is indeed a society and not merely one 
m illion individuals at the mercy of the global market. 

Mr. Jack Penner (Emerson): Madam Deputy 
Speaker, it gives me a great deal of pleasure to rise 
today to congratulate our Minister of R nance (Mr. 
Ma nness) o n  a f ine l y  crafte d bu dget and a 
presentation of a plan for the future econom ic 
stabil ity of this province . 

I am , I suppose, somewhat amused when I l isten 
to the Leader ofthe official opposition (Mr. Doer) and 
his disse rtation of our Leader  and his criticism of our 
Mi nister of Finance and the Premier  (Mr. Filmon) of 
this province. 

I want to say, Madam Deputy Speaker, that if this 
province had continued on the econom ic path that 
the social ist government of the previous number of 
decades in th is province had been allowed to be 
maintained, had the electorate chosen to re-elect 
those who now sit opposite, I fear that we would be 
in a very s im ilar type of a situation that Ontario is, or 
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that other provinces in th is country face today, 
and/or maybe even we as a nation face today. 

The reason I say this, Madam Deputy Speaker, is 
because the mentality of those who have governed 
in th is province, that mental ity s im ply dictated to 
those people govern ing  here ,  that in order to solve 
a problem you have to throw money at it. The more 
money you throw at a problem, the easie r  it will go 
away. I make the case before th is House today that 
that is why the unem ployment rol ls in this province 
have been as h igh as they were and are on the 
downward trend in th is province because of the 
bu dgetary finesse and the budgetary daring that th is 
government has chosen to implement over the last 
fou r  years. 

I say to the mem bers opposite that had we kept 
on increasing expenditu res in all ofthe departments, 
as the honou rable membe r  for Wolse ley  ( Ms.  
Friesen) just indicated we shou ld, had we kept on 
spending without concern for those who have to, in 
the final analysis ,  pay the bill, we wou ld, in fact , 
break the backs, or have broken the backs of ou r 
children and their ch ildren. So it is time we realized 
that we must spend with in our means, and those of  
us who think that we can wildly spend without 
consideration of who pays the bill sometime down 
the road or who pays the interest cost of debt that 
we incur today are only fool ing themselves. I think 
we have in th is province fooled ourselves for too 
long, because it is the financial inst itutions, not 
within th is province, not within th is country, but 
financial institutions outside of  th is country that have 
tol d pro vin ces  s u ch as Ne wfoun dland a n d  
Saskatchewan that you better get your economic 
house in order or the re will not be any more 
borrowing. 

That is the s ituation that we face in this province 
as well. If we would do as the honourable member 
for Wolseley (Ms. Friesen) said we should do, i f  we 
wou ld just continue the mentality of spend, spend, 
spend, borrow, borrow, borrow, we would soon have 
borrowed ourse lves into oblivion. We would in fact 
be faced with a s ituation whereby, whether we 
chose to or not, we would have to face the social ist 
type of approach to government that countries such 
as the U.S.S.R. and other socialist countries have 
faced for the last 70 years and look where it got 
them . 

Let us take a real hard look today. Let us look at 
agricu ltu re and Jet us do some com parisons. Let us 

look at the U.S.S.R. and look at how efficient their 
productive system was. I just heard the member  for 
Wolse le y  say that we are in fact sel l in g  off 
agricultu ral land to the private sector. Who best can 
operate and who best can produce food in th is 
province than the private sector farm community? 
We have not had-

Madam Deputy Speaker: Order, please. 

Point of Order 

Ms. Friesen: On a point of o rder, before the 
member gets carried away and so that he does not 
get too much into this I did say "lab," not "land." 

Madam Deputy S peaker: The honou rable 
member  for Wolseley does not have a point o f  order. 
It is a dispute over the facts. 

*** 

Mr. Penner: I apologize if I have treaded on the 
sacred feelings of somebody who has just caused 
us to listen to th ree-quarte rs of an hou r o f  
dissertat ion as to why they should be in government 
and we should not. Let me tell you ,  Madam Deputy 
Speaker, it is m y  view that the people of Man itoba 
have chosen wisely to banish them forever from 
govern ing  in th is province . 

I had the opportun ity  to attend to day  two 
functions, and we have heard some criticism about 
the education system in this province and the 
so-called decrease in spending  to education in th is 
province .  Well , Jet me say to you that I attended 
today a graduation e xercise of 30-some-odd 
students who were not in the normal classroom 
setting. These stu dents went to s chool at the 
Friesen college .  It is a newly opened college, which 
is a college that teaches business and the practical 
application of  business on the job. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, these people learned 
the art of printing and the printing industry, and these 
30-some-odd stu dents were graduates today of that 
industry, and they will contribute to the wealth and 
the we ll-being of the people of th is province .  They 
will be able to a pproach the workforce with 
confidence that they have the abil ity to provide the 
services that are needed today in today's society 
and be productive citizens of th is province. 

I congratulate those graduates for taking  the 
in it iative to fu rther their edu cation on the job, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, on the job. An d the Friesen 
college was large ly funded by a program that we 
in it iated, the Workforce 2000 program, which, if you 
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look at the bu dget, contributed almost $3 m il l ion 
toward the betterment of  adults and those in this 
province who want to increase their knowledge an d 
be able to become better equ ipped to serve the 
businesses they work for. 

• (21 00) 

Madam Deputy Speaker, as you can also see in 
the Workforce 2000 presentation that was made 
only a short while ago, the business community in 
this province contributes another almost $6 m il l ion 
to that program, so we , in fact, attract private sectc1r 
funding to education on an ongoing basis, which I 
belie ve is very beneficial to educat ion as a whole. 

When you package those amounts of money, the 
total amount comes to almost $1 0 m illion, and if you 
subtract that amount from the amount of the 
so-called decrease in education spending that the 
opposit ion social ist party re fers to, you will find  th�1t 
we are almost equal to the same amounts of dollars 
spent onl y in different areas and in different ways, 
and different sectors pay in a different manner fc•r 
the education of some of our people in th is province• .  

Madam Deputy Speaker, I bel ieve that truly th�1t 
is the way of the future. Education, in my  view, will 
be an ongoing thing, that people will re fe r time and 
time again back to, to ensu re that they are, in facl:, 
able to meet the demands of a very qu ickly changin9 
worl d. 

But when you l isten to the opposition members 
today and over the last four  or five days of the debat•e 
of th is bu dget , you would believe that these peopl•e 
had in fact no vis ion at all. They s it there and they 
say that we must do th ings as we used to do or els•e 
we are on the path of destruct ion. Well, let me say 
to you,  Madam Deputy Speaker, that the only way 
to ensure an econom ic disaster in th is province is 
by maintain ing the path that the NDP government 
was on prior to us taking over. 

Some people woul d say that we in fact were not 
tough enough in the appl ication of reduction c•f 
spending, and I bel ieve ,  Madam Deputy Speaker, 
that in some areas we could have made mor•e 
revis ions to our spending Estimates. When I look ��t 
the budget and the percentage of reduction in the 
various departments, I would propose to you thl:lt 
there is room to de fine even more closely ou r 
expenditu res for a future period of time. 

I see th is budget as a four-year gu ide that will lead 
us, in the final analysis, to a balanced or a bette• r 

than balance d  budget, and if our revenues keep on 
increasing e ver so sl ightly over that four-year period 
of  time, the people of th is province will be in an 
e xcellent competitive position to attract not only 
industry but to attract people to invest internally to 
expand our business sector and our service sector . 

That is where the employment opportunities are. 
When I visited the D.W. Friesen plant today, and we 
looked at their operation employing better than 400 
people in a small ru ral community, and when I 
looked at the graduates who had just graduated 
from the D. W. Friesen college and how they applied 
the ir sk il ls  to com pete in the inte rnat ional 
marketplace, I saw a sense of pride ,  not only in the 
owners but in the employees as well, because they 
were proud of what they did and who they worked 
for and how they were able to contribute to their 
commun ity. 

I have heard on a number of occasions,  whether 
it is the critic for Health on the NDP s ide, whether it 
is the critic in Education, whether it is the critic for 
Agricultu re ,  talk about not spending the ent ire 
amount of a budgeted l ine in a given department. 

Well ,  Madam Deputy Speaker, on our farm and in 
our business, a budget is s im ply  a gu idel ine that we 
set for ourselves so that we can sort of determ ine a 
path for the operations of that given business or 
given farm. It is a guideline that we try to stay within. 
They are estimates of income and estimates of 
e xpenditu res ove r  a period of time. I do not think 
government is any different than a business is or a 
farm is, and when we do not spend, for instance in 
ou r fert il izer l ine , the total amount of  money at the 
end of the year, we do not go to all e xtremes to 
ensu re that all the money will be gone. If we can, in 
fact, negotiate a better price for the fertilizer than 
what we had estimated it would cost, we save 
money at the end of the year, and there will be a 
su rplus shown in that budgeted amount. I do not 
think that government is any different. 

The experience that I had when I was the M in ister 
of Rural Development indicated clearly to me that if 
we could buy the material that we wanted to buy at 
a lesser price than what we had bu dgeted for, we 
woul d  have a surplus at the end of the year in that 
l ine. Sim ila rly in Health , if we can do thin gs 
econom ically and serve people better at the same 
time, we are going to end u p  with , in a given l ine, a 
su rplus. 
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Shoul d  we go out and ruthlessly at the end of the 
year make e very effort to spend e very dollar that we 
can to satisfy the needs of a printed number? 

Madam Deputy Speaker, that is what the NDP 
philosophizes to do, and that is what they say we 
should do. Well, that is what they have done for the 
last 1 5  years prior to us taking over government. 
What di d it get us? It got us a debt of which we 
incu rred some $550 million worth of interest on, 
which our children, your  children and m y  children, 
are going to have to keep on paying  the bills for, 
whether  we like it or not. 

Can you imagine the kind of additional health 
care, the additional edu cation, the additional natu ral 
resources or the additional expenditu res that we 
coul d  encourage industries to establish here to 
provide jobs, with $550 million annually? Had they 
been fiscally responsible, had they chosen to not 
spend beyond thei r means, we would not only have 
a balanced budget this year, we would have a 
surplus of some $300 m illion. 

We could have reduced the taxes by a very 
significant amount. The honourable member for 
Swan River (Ms.  Wowchuk) could in fact go home 
and say, yes, you r  taxes will be reduced. Yes, we 
have a greater amount of money that we can 
support your agricultu re in you r  area. Yes, we can 
go look after the beaver problem that you are 
incu rring  in that area. There is money to do these 
kinds of things. But now there is nothing. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I have heard from 
people whom I have had the opportunity to talk to 
over the last week, and I have talked to many. I 
think I visited virtually e very coffee shop in m y  
constituency over  the last week. It gave me a great 
deal of pleasure and gave me a desi re to come back 
here to relay some of the things that I have heard, 
because they were congratulating this government 
on its bu dget. 

They were in fact telling me that we should have 
taken more of the prope rty tax credit, because they 
said we are only fooling ourselves, because the 
prope rty tax credit is taking it out of one hand and 
giving  it with the other. They said we should have 
taken it all because it is only a fudging of numbers. 
I think they are right. We should in fact have 
reduced the property tax credit by $325, and then 
the taxes would really reflect what the true costs are 
of operating within a given municipality. 

* (21 1 0) 

I recognize that it is not always possible to do that, 
and when you give something away one year, that 
it is three times more difficult to take it back the next.  
Therefore, I have a great deal of reservation about 
provi ding cre dits and all those kinds of things 
because I believe that when you stop them-and 
there are times when you must stop them-people in 
fact look very criti cal, but this time around they were 
not criti cal .  

This time, they con gratulated this government for 
taking the right kind of action, for reducing our fuel 
to our transportation system, that our transportation 
system could in fact be enhanced, that we could in 
fact remain viable, because farmers in this country 
and in this province depend probably more than any 
other sector of society in this country anywhere else, 
because our agricultu ral produce depends on a 
good solid transportation system,  whether it be 
through the highway system, the railway system or 
other means or by water. We depend on a good 
transportation system to move our goods to market. 

That, Madam Deputy Speaker, is what we have 
targeted, in a large part, provincial and federal 
dollars to, to ensure that the transportation system 
will in fact be in place. We have done some other 
fai rl y innovative thi n gs ,  I bel ieve .  We have 
encouraged industries in this province, and that is 
not a new phenomenon. 

I can look at the sugar industry in this province; 
that is a relatively unique industry. It takes a product 
from its rawest form, processes it, packages it and 
sells it across the counter in this province. There 
are very few other industries like it. Yet that industry 
com petes directly with su bsidized industries, I 
should not say "subsidized,w with tariff industries in 
every other sugar-producing  country in the world. 
Canada is the only country in the worl d that does not 
tariff, to any great degree, raw sugar coming into this 
country to allow it to be refined and used here. 

I was talking  to some of my American friends over 
the weekend. One of them was the vice-presi dent 
of the Crystal Sugar Com pany and he produces 
sugar beets right across the border from me. He 
was interested in why this country, why Canada 
would not apply a similar type of a program to its 
s u ga r  that the Ame ri cans do, be cause the 
Americans appl y  the same type of a tari ff  to sugar 
com i n g  i nto the i r  cou nt ry that al l  oth e r  
su gar-producing  nations do, all 4 2  countries. Yet 
we do not. 
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We, Madam Deputy Speaker, asked our provin<:e 
and our federal government and the producers to 
join together in what is called a tripartite stabilizatic1n 
prog ram and are asking producers to pay into a plan 
to maintain an industry that is being largely abuse1d 
by foreign interests . The competition is not real 
com petition that we face, orthatthe sugar produce1·s 
face in this province, and that Manitoba Su gar thoat 
processes the sugar beets in this province faces. It 
is an unfair competition that they face, because it is 
only the su rplus sugars that other countries do not 
use that are dum ped into Canada for whatever thE1y 
can get. The real price of sugar has no re flection en 
what raw sugar is sold for in Canada, and yet we 
have aske d the produ cer to su ppo rt an d maintain 
his own industry. 

The 800 producers in Albe rta and Manitoba are 
faced with a situation where they have incurred ovor 
the last number of years very, very signi fi cant losses 
due to the fact that sugar was selling in this country 
for 2 and 3 cents a pound. It was selling for 1 6  cents 
a pound in the United States because that is what 
the tari ff applied was plus what the marketplace 
demanded. The American ag program guarantees 
the floor price of su gar in North Dakota to 23.39 
cents a pound and, yet, last year the su gar sales in 
this province were seven cents a pound. Yet the 
province of Manitoba and the federal government 
did not contribute to the maintenance last year of 
that industry or the sugar producers . They did it b y  
themselves. 

Let me ask those opposite whether that in fact is  
true com petition, whether that is  productivity by the 
raw producers, and whether they can in fact be said 
to be com petitive? I think they are more than 
competitive. I am not sure whether the re finery, 
whether the sugar factory in this province, wi ll in fac't 
run this year, because producers have told me very 
lou dly and very clearly over the last week that the y 
simply will not plant unless they get a com petitive 
and a fai r  price . That to me is only fair. 

There are other industries in this province that we 
can look at that have had a tremendous impact on 
the farm sector. The other one is, of course, the c1il 
crushin g industry. The honourable mem ber  for 
Swan River (Ms. Wowchuk) wou ld we ll recognize 
the tremendous benefits that the oilseed crushing 
industries have had in this province, not only in this 
province but in all of western Canada, and what the 
oilseed crops have done for western Canada. 

Would it not have been for a small industry such 
as CSP Foods-who were at first known as CVO, 
and it was a plant that was owned by farmers, 
operated by farmers, built by farmers. Had it not 
been for CVO that had demonstrated that you could 
in fact produce economically an oil, an edible oil, 
from a plant that grew well in western Canada, I 
doubt whether we wou ld have an industry, whether 
the oi lseed industry woul d  be what it is today. 

Those pionee rs ,  in m y  vie w, need to be 
congratu lated for having the vision, and I believe 
that we have young  people in this province today 
that have that same kind of  vision if we on ly allow 
them to exercise and encourage them to exercise 
them, but that means that we must get government 
out of their hair. That means that the over-regulated 
system we are into must be dealt with, because I 
hear time and time again people saying, why must 
we have more regu lations than legislation? Why 
must we be bom barded with rules and laws that do 
not al low us to operate as we will? Why do you not 
allow us to be truly com petitive? 

We have a situation whereby we could probably 
provide all the, or almost all the, produ ct that is 
nee ded in No rth Dakota and in the United States to 
make pasta. We produ ce better durum wheat than 
they ever cou ld hope to produce in the United 
States .  We produce better canola, better edible oil 
in this country than they cou ld ever hope to produce 
in the United States, and that applies to many other 
countries of this worl d. 

Yet we put regulations, restri ctions, prohi bitions 
in place that do not allow access into the United 
States .  The people across the way wil l  call it free 
trade . I call it simply  doing away with regulations 
and legislation and tariffs that have caused us to 
build artificial walls around ourselves in the name of 
protection, and by doing so we have relegated 
ou rselves noncom petitive . 

* (21 20) 

So when I talk to m y  U.S. neighbours, friends of 
mine, whether it be about the sugar industry, or 
whether it be about the wheat industry, or whether 
it be about the canola industry, or whether it, in fact, 
be about the bean industry which is gaining strength 
in southern Manitoba and will gain strength because 
new varieties are coming out that need shorter 
seasons to grow and mature in, so again, they say, 
we are wi llin g to provi de indust ries, to bui ld  
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industries in co-operation with you , if you are only 
willing to co-operate with us. 

I have heard the honourable member  for Swan 
River (Ms. Wowchuk) time and t ime again criticize 
our Ministe r of Agriculture (Mr. Findlay) for even 
tryin g to discuss freer markets. Should we not 
discuss in Canada, with in Canada,  a freer 
movement of  goods, or should we keep on building 
l ittle walls around a m illion people in th is great 
country o f  ours ?  Shou ld we not s peak to our 
neighbours to the east, the 1 1  m il lion, 1 2  m illion 
people living  to the east of us? Should we not talk 
to them about free ing u p  the markets in Quebec and 
Ontario? Should we not in that same breath not talk 
to our American friends to see whether we cannot 
allow some free competitive spirit to exist when we 
talk about marketing our agricu lture produce or any 
other produce?  Or should we continue, as they 
wou ld have us do, to appl y  tariffs or charges against 
each and every product that we want to sell into the 
foreign market? 

Whether it is in transportation, whether it is in 
industry, or whether it is in our most basic ability, the 
raw resources, it is t ime that we recognize the need 
to free up the basic producer from the kind of 
controls that they have been subjected to by the 
federal Liberals over the last 30 or 40 years and the 
social ists in th is province over the last 1 5  years. 

If we have the vision and the will to do that, we will 
in fact find that the revenues that governments such 
as ou rs need to operate to provide the basic 
services in health care and edu cation and fam ily 
services and many other services, that those 
revenues will start clim bing, be it gradually, but they 
will clim b, and then governments will have the 
resou rces without spending, without overspending, 
without borrowing huge amounts of money, will 
have the resources to provide the services that my  
honourable friends opposite talk about. But we 
must stop spending more, and that is what this 
bu dget re fers to. We must start increasing our 
revenues, not by increasing the percentage of tax 
taken, but by the amount of revenue generated 
through the sale of goods and commodities and 
services. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, we have talked during 
the last five days about various in it iatives that have 
been taken. There is one that I want to spend some 
time on ton ight, if I may. That is, of course, the need 

for water in many of our communit ies in th is 
province. 

I come from an area where water is at a premium ,  
and we regard good qual ity water very h ighly. Many 
of  us have spent tens of thousands of  dollars to 
ensure that we in fact have water supplies on our 
farms and in our homes. We started building a 
pipe line system less than 1 0 years ago, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, and a treatment plant that now 
serves some 700 fam il ies in the R.M. of  Rhineland. 
It now serves all the towns an d  villages with in that 
municipality, outs ide of just the 700 farm fam il ies 
that it se rves. Yet I am somewhat taken aback by 
the approach that some mem bers o f  our society 
take when we talk about fu rther expanding water 
supplies to communities that drast ically need water 
and question whether you can in fact draw small 
amounts of water out of our given streams and rivers 
to supply the needs of  those communit ies. 

It causes me to wonder whether there is any 
compassion at all or whether there is any desire at 
all to create a larger econom ic base in this province, 
or whether we in fact want to withdraw and decl ine 
ou r numbers, as members of some organ izations 
have said we shoul d. I am appalled, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, when I hear the leader of an 
organ ization say that southern Manitoba should 
look at declin ing its population instead of increasing 
its popu lation ,  because it is a natural sem i-arid part 
o f  the  pro vin ce an d,  there fo re , is n o w  
overpopu late d, and this province should look at 
ways and means of  removing people from that area. 

That is what some of us face, and, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, I say to you that we should be somewhat 
innovative. I propose to you, as I did to my cabinet 
colleagues when I was in cabinet, that we should 
look at a land and water strategy in th is province , 
that we shou ld se rious ly cons ider  bu ildin g 
stru ctu res that wou ld store water in this province that 
communities cou ld in fact access and use. That, in 
m y  view, would be a tremendous revenue generator 
for this province of Manitoba. We have the people . 
We have the human resource. We have the land 
base. We have the natural produ cts. We have the 
vision to do it. We need the will to bring forward the 
economic requ irements to build those water storage 
units that we need today. 

The Assin iboine River basin could store a lot of 
water. The Pembina Valley water basin could store 
a tremendous amount of  water if we chose to do it. 
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That would cause a very significant increase in the' 
economic activity of southern Manitoba. We take �� 

very, very small amount of water out of the Reel 
River to supply some 1 0, 000 people with water 
today. We could very easily withdraw three, four 
times that amount out of that river and it would nolt 
hurt the flows of that river one bit, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. That could supply four or five times the, 
amount of people that we supply today. 

Those are the kinds of things that this budget 
a d d r e s s e s  a n d ,  if we can b r ing our  
overexpenditures into line, i f  we can cut our intereslt 
cost, then we will have the financial resources to de' 
those kinds of things. That is the vision that our 
socialist friends on the opposite side of this House, 
simply never had, never will have nor do they wan1t 
any part of. They stand there and criticize those· 
communities that want to and those communities' 
that would and those communities that will be· 
innovative and progressive and build this grealt 
province of ours. 

Thank you. 

* (21 30) 

Mr. Dave Chomlak (KIIdonan): Madam Deput)' 
Speaker, actually, I think that members opposite' 
often have a script that is given to them by their 
communications czar and leader, Barb Biggar, tha·t 
says there are three things you must do in all 
debates in answering all questions and in dealin�1 
with everything in the Legislature. 

Rrstly, you must refer to other provinces. You 
must refer to Saskatchewan, you must refer to 
Ontario, you must refer to NDP B.C. Secondly, 
when you get into real trouble, you begin crankin�J 
up the U.S.S.R. rhetoric, which I have heard in 
debate here. Thirdly, you then rhetorically ask thEt 
question: What is your solution? What is thEt 
solution that you on the other side have offered? 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I have sat here all day 
listening to debate. I have listened to several 
members on the opposite side. I have listened to 
several members on this side. I thought tho 
member for Broadway (Mr. Santos) made a very 
excellent speech dealing with economics and I hopo 
members opposite learned something from that 
discourse. 

I thought the member for Wolseley (Ms. Friesen) 
made a very eloquent and moving statement tonight 
dealing with a vision and a philosophy, somethin!l 

that members opposite and the government 
opposite totally lacks. I think that very moving 
statement capsulized something that is evident from 

this budget and is evident in this government. That 
is, it is an ad hoc government. It is a government 
lacking in vision. It is a government lacking in 
direction and, more importantly, it is a government 
with no plan. 

There is no plan on that side of the House. How 
else could you explain a government that has been 
bent on deficit reduction, that has been bent on 
cutting programs, that has been bent on stepping 
aside, that has the highest per capita deficit in 
provincial history? They have the highest per capita 
deficit in provincial history, and that is the 
government opposite that says they are going to 
balance the budget in four years. 

They have had six years, and they have moved 
us to a point where per capita we are the highest in 
Manitoba history, as the member for Rossmere (Mr. 
Neufeld) stated. Eight hundred and sixty-two 
million dollars is sitting on their heads, and they have 
the audacity, Madam Deputy Speaker, and they 
have the courage to actually stand up and accuse 
us of causing this problem-six years, six budgets. 
The highest deficit per capita in Manitoba history 
and they still-Point 4 of Barb Biggar's primer: 
Blame it on the other people. Blame it on the other 
people, Madam Deputy Speaker, and that is 
precisely what they do. I am surprised, you know, 
it is the Jules Benson era that we are going into now, 
the same one that has gone around the school 
boards and blamed the deficits on the NDP. It has 
now said: Look, here is the plan. We are going to 
balance the budget in four years. We are going to 
the next election on this balance the budget in four 
years, and you know, we heard the same thing from 
their mentors in the United States. Mentor Ronald 
Reagan in 1 985 was going to balance his budget, 
and he ended up with a-

Point of Order 

Hon.  Harry Enns (Mi niste r  o f  Natural 
Resources): Just a question. I wonder if the 
honourable member would mind tabling the memo 
that he is reading from. 

Madam Deputy Speaker: The h onourable 
Minister of Natural Resources (Mr. Enns) does not 
have a point of order. 
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* * *  

Mr. Chomlak: I guess Point 5 of Barb Biggar's 
strategy, Madam Deputy Speaker, is: Interrupt as 
much as possible to move them off their train of 
thou ght.  But I am surprising them, m y  train of 
thought really is not that lengthy. It is very short, so 
interruptions-

Point of Order 

Hon. Jim Ernst (Minister of Urban Affairs): I was 
just following Point 5. 

Madam Deputy S peaker: The honou ra ble 
Minister of  Urban Affai rs (Mr. Ernst) does not have 
a point of order. 

* * *  

Mr. Chomlak: Which leads us to Point 6, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. You know I get tired of hearing 
members opposite constantly claim that we do not 
offe r suggestions, we do not o ffer advice . The 
mem ber  for Broadway (Mr. Santos), the mem ber for 
Wolseley ( Ms. Friesen) offered very-and I hope 
members read their speeches again and take some 
information from that. Perhaps they get back to 
cabinet and try to deve lop a plan at least, try to 
develop a plan. 

Let me cite an e xample of something that I have 
be e n -[ i nte rje ct ion]  The m e m be r  f rom 
Roblin -Russell (Mr. Derkach) is saying, he is  not 
listened to around the cabinet table. 

For two years now in th is House I have been 
aski n g  m e m bers a bout the a ppro a ch to 
government, the co-ordination of services, and I 
know the Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard) and the 
Minister of Education (Mrs. Vodrey) have had on 
their desks a report from the Manitoba Association 
of School Trustees, the Manitoba Association of  
Schoo l Su pe r inten de nts , Manito ba s choo l 
association of business. The m inisters have had 
this report on their desks s ince Decem ber 1 991 , 
askin g  fo r a re ply by De ce m be r  1 991 fo r a 
co-ordinat ion of delivery of service. Now th is report 
does not say spend, spend, spend. Th is report 
says, by a better uti lization of resources, by a better 
co-ordination of resources, you cou ld sti ll offer the 
same services, and it does not take a $3.9 million 
consu ltant to tell you that, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

And you know what, Madam Deputy Speaker? 
There has been nary a word or reply from the 
ministers with respect to this. In fact, the situation 
has become worse. Last year, they cut a program 

in hea lth; they did not tell the Department of 
Education. 

This year the Department of Health is cuttin g  a 
program, for e xample, and I raise this in the House, 
there is a program, the rehab program was cut. The 
nurses from the rehab program, four nurses working 
half-t ime, went into the s chools and started 
delivering services to special needs chi ldren. Now 
that was in place of teachers' aides and teachers, 
and I do not want to get into that particular topic 
because I cou ld probably spen d m y  entire 40 
minutes on it, but the point is that they were offering 
this servi ce at a very low cost as a prototype based 
on a B.C. model  of a prototype program to special 
needs children in the schools, and we aske d the 
minister to consider extending the program, and the 
m i n iste r stood u p  an d sai d, the re wil l  be 
announcements in due course or announcements 
will be fo rth com i n g, whi ch is  someth i n g  we 
constantly hear. As I understand it, the program is 
dead. Those students are not receiving the servi ce 
and that is unfortunate. 

That is an e xample of a program at very low cost 
that wou ld cross departmental boundaries, that 
wou ld cross departmental pigeon holes and that 
wou ld help the children of this province,  but that 
suggestion has fallen upon deaf ears. Numerous 
suggestions, in fact most if not all of the suggestions 
from this side of the House, fall u pon deaf  ears. 

Mem bers opposite like to turn it around and say, 
you offer no constructive criti cism, all you offer is 
criticism and, yet, when pos itive suggestions come 
forward, the y  com plete ly i gnore the m .  They  
completely i gnore them and they come back with 
their four or five points that they have been told that 
they must respond to or they must say, and so they 
cheat the process. 

I f  we on this si de of the House are accused of only 
carping and being negative, those on that si de of the 
House are equally gu ilty for not responding to the 
positi ve su ggestions and for not proceeding  on that 
basis. 

Madam Deputy Speake r, indi cati ve of what 
happened in the bu dget last week is a phone call I 
received from a nurse's aide .  She phoned me and 
said, it is extraordinary what they are doing in terms 
of what is happening in nu rsing homes and personal 
care homes and the stress that has been put on the 
staff and the pressure that has been put on the staff 
and, incidentally, that very same nursing  home was 
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mandated to have its administrative sta ff cut by 1 0 
percent when there is only two staff, which is a 
difficult process, mandated by the Department t:>f 
Health. 

• (21 40) 

She said, I wish you wou ld ask Premier Film on i f  
he would come and spend some time in  our nu rsing 
home just to see what is happening in terms of car,e.  
I sai d, well, I wi ll not ask Premier Filmon. Becaus;e 
I am the Health critic, I wi ll ask the Ministe r of Health 
(Mr. Orchard), but, I have to say, the reaction from 
that otherwise objecti ve and caring individual was 
quite su rprising when I suggested that I wou ld make 
that very suggestion to the Ministe r of Health. She 
did not respond very favourably, to put it mi ldly. 

This is not an attempt to get personal but, rathe'r, 
this is an attem pt to indicate the utter fee ling of 
hopelessness that mem bers in the community have 
with respect to the Department of Health, with 
respect to the minister's so-called re form plans and 
with respect to what is happening in health ca1re 
today. It extends across all boundaries, and it is 
very, very sad because i f  we wanted a climate of 
re form , we would want a climate where people a1re 
willing to go along and are trusting. 

Unfortunate ly, that is not the case. Perhaps we 
on this side of the House blame it wholly on the 
government but, certain ly, the government blamos 
it wholly on us and, in fact ,  I often get the im pression 
sitting  in this House that the only people in the 
ministe r's view who are in opposition to health 
re form are the 1 9  New Democrats sitting on this side 
of the House . 

I know that not to be true. In fact, it is my  opinion 
that the vast majority of Manitobans do not agme 
with what is happening presently in health care , 
la rge ly be cause the y do not kno w what is 
happening, large ly because the minister has not 
communicated, largely because they have re fus1�d 
to communicate with respect to health re form . 

Now, I wi ll tu rn to my comments with respect to 
the budget. I want to deal with a number of issue,s. 

Rrst is the rule of law. I was very disheartene d to 
hear the comments of the Ministe r of Justice (Mr. 
McCrae) an d the Premier ( Mr. Fi lmon) with respE•ct 
to the Sunday shopping law and the fact that that 
law, despite the fact that it was not passed by this 
Legislatu re and was not law, was not being en foro:� d 
by the government. I think that is un fortuna1te 

because if there is any principle that governs us in 
this Chamber  and our system of government, it is 
the rule of law, that no person is above the law and 
that the law applies equally to all, that no one is 
above it . 

In this case, we are dealing with a law that is not 
being enforced, notwithstanding all of the Premier's 
(Mr. Almon) comments with respect to the fact that 
it is a regulatory-all of that is e xcuses. The fact is 
the Sun day shoppin g law, i f  passed by this 
Legislatu re is one thing, but the manipulation and 
the disrespect being shown by this government 
does not bode well and is a terrible example to our 
youth and to society in general. 

As the membe r  fo r Rossmere (Mr. Neu fe ld) 
indicated, a $862-mi llion deficit is the largest per 
capita in provincial history, and it is a sad comment 
in the last six years under this government. The 
worst aspect of this bu dget is the mean-spirited 
natu re of this bu dget. Now, I do not think-the 
member  for Rossmere was quite defensive in his 
comments. He seemed to indicate that we on this 
side of the House did not be lieve that the members 
on that side had any feeling or di d not care. I think 
I speak for all of us in that this certainly is not the 
case. 

I do not think that members on that side care any 
more or any less than us on this si de of the House. 
We are all here to do ou r jobs, and we all believe in 
ce rtain as pe cts. Ho we ve r, when it comes to 
competence, that is an entirely another question. I 
do not believe that members on that si de of the 
House have competently handled the affai rs of this 
province for the past six years .  I believe that this 
bu dget is a e xam ple ,  an i l l ust ration o f  an 
incompetence and something that I strongly be lieve 
should resu lt in due course, when the election 
comes, in the removal of that government from 
office. 

The fi rst issue I want to deal with ,  with respect to 
this mean-spirited budget, is the im position of user 
fees. I feel very strongly about this, and I think the 
people of Man itoba fee l  strongly about this. We saw 
the i m position of user fees for air am bulance 
transportation by members opposite, despite the 
fact the ministe r tried to call it a contribution, but we 
have seen the introdu ction of user fees on medical 
supplies and services. 

If you are in a hospital and requi re certain of these 
su pplies, they will be provided under our universal 

-
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health care plan, but now if you are removed to your 
home, if you a re m o ve d  out of a h i gh -cost 
institution-somethin g  we all a re advocatin g, a 
movement from h igh -cost institutions to home 
care-if you move into your  home-care facility, you 
have to pay for those supplies on your  own .  I think 
that is wrong. I think it erodes the base of medicare. 
I think the fence around medicare is slowly eroding, 
and the imposition of user fees on those parti cular 
supplies is particularly galling. 

Let me deal with the issue of ostomy, those 
people who have colostomies, the 1 ,800 people in 
Manitoba who have no choice. They  did not choose 
this medi cal procedure . In almost all cases, it was 
a result of a life-threatening i llness and it saved their 
li ves. 

They have no choice but to requi re these supplies 
an d what has th is go ve rnm e nt sai d ?  This 
government has said you will now have to pay a user 
fee. You will now have to pay a tax on these 
supplies. I think that is small-minded. I think that is 
unfortunate. I think the government could certainly 
do itself a good deal of publi c  relations by removing 
that particu lar provision from this budget. If they are 
listening, if they care, and I believe they do, then I 
think that provision should be removed because I 
think it is parti cularly poorly implemented and it is, 
in fact, a user fee. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the personal care home 
rate, the increase of 74 percent in one fell swoop is 
unprecedented in this province. No warning. We 
asked in Question Period whether  or not the ministe r 
wou ld consider  raising the threshold, and I wou ld 
like the government to consider that. Raise the 
threshold at least in terms of what you al low people 
to keep and what you do not allow them to keep. 
That would be fai rer. We are asking that and we are 
suggesting that. 

I have received numerous calls on the daycare 
situation, on the increase in the dai ly rate and on the 
cutback in su bsidi zed spaces, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. The typical call is an indivi dual who is 
considering having to now go on social assistance 
or quit their job and/or quit school because they can 
no longer  pay the increased rates by this ministe r. 
That is unfortunate . As the mem ber for Wolseley 
(Ms. Friesen) eloquently put it, why is welfare the 
option ?  Why can we not provide the service to 
those who requi re it? 

Foster care cuts, Madam Deputy Speaker, are 
another area that we have recei ved numerous calls 
on, and it is unfortunate with what this government 
is doing. When it comes to the opposition, we have 
to speak for those women and men, mostly women, 
who requi re daycare. We have to speak for those 
families who requi re foster care assistance. Who 
speaks in this Legislature for the children, the tens 
of thousands of children that have had their dental 
care cut? The members opposite speak nary a 
word, Madam Deputy Speaker. We are speaking 
on their behalf. Who speaks for the children in 
pe diatri c su rge ry? Nary a word from members 
opposite . 

The Minister of Health ( Mr. Orchard) relies on 
Aggie Bishop. I do not know Aggie Bishop. I am 
sure she is quite competent. The Minister of Health 
has not yet answered a question in this House 
directly on the pediatri c bed closures, and I will get 
into that late r, Madam Deputy Speaker. Who 
s peaks to the lineups that a re forming in the 
hospitals?  We have to speak because no one on 
that side of this Chamber will do that. Who speaks 
for the el derly that have seen their cutbacks? No 
one, unless we on this side of the House speak up 
for them. That is our role. That is our responsibility 
not just to them but the people of Manitoba. We will 
continue to do that. 

I want to get into health care e xtensively in my  
comments regarding the budget. Firstly, I woul d  like 
to ask something that I have asked the minister time 
and time again in the period of time since I have 
been the Health critic, and that is, where are the 
alte rnative services in place that were promised? 
They are not there .  Now I know the ministe r talks 
about Concordia, Deer  Lodge, King Edward, the 
municipal hospitals, and the announcement that 
came Ju ly 1 990, I believe-[interjection] May 1 990, 
the member  for The Maples (Mr. Cheema) indicates. 
He talks about that, Madam Deputy Speaker, but 
that is it. 

• (21 50) 

We have not seen any increases. Now we have 
seen a supposed saving of $6 mi llion in the 74 
percent increase in nursing home fees. We have 
seen a saving of millions of dollars by imposing user 
fees on those that require hospital supplies. I wou ld 
presume that money will go into increased home 
care, although I suspect it is going into deficit 
reduction. So those people who are paying  for the 

' 
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supplies now know that they are paying down the 
deficit of Manitoba by virtue of their supplies. 

I would like to deal extensively with the pedi�1tric 
beds issue, which is something that has beel'l-i:md 
I think it epitomizes part of the difficulty with he•alth 
care re form. I will go through it, and I will kind of 
indicate how we got involve d  in this in a big way. 
We got involved in this in a big way, Madam Dep,uty 
Speaker, because we were phoned by parents, not 
one parent, not two parents , not three parents, not 
four parents, but maybe a dozen parents , maJ{be 
more. And we got phoned by doctors who said, we 
have talked to the minister and we cannot ge,t a 
straight answer, and we do not know what is 
happening in terms of pediatric beds at St. Boni face, 
and we do not know what is happening in term!l of 
pediatric surgery and the consolidation of pediatric 
surgery at Health Sciences Centre. 

I went out and met with some of those group!l. I 
had numerous meetings, and it was al ways the 
same. They  had phoned the minister's office and 
heard one thing from the minster. They had phoned 
the deputy minister's office and heard another thing 
from the deputy minister, and they had phoned then 
the head of health reform and had heard another 
thing, Madam Deputy Speaker. In other words, ·the 
plan was not clear. Indeed the plan was, to say 'the 
least, chaotic, and it was not clear where they W1�re 
going. 

So I asked questions in the House, and do you 
know what? We got different answers from lthe 
minister. The minister was not clear, and he was 
very circumspect in his response because he was 
not giving  out the information. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, it is unfortunate . We 
had a ward providing excellent care at St. Boniface 
Hospital , and an initial report that said close most of  
it but maintain 1 5  beds for in-patient and five beiCfs 
for outpatient surgery, and the assumption was that 
this would continue on.  But sometime between that 
announcement and early spring, al l the beds w1ne 
being closed, and do you know what? When e>ur 
Leader asked that in December, that question, 1he 
minister used statistics, but he used them wron�r ly. 
He had used statistics based on a fu ll-capac�ty 
hospital . He did not use statisti cs based on the 
actuals. But the minister manipu lated the statistics 
and made his politi cal arguments, got us to the pc�nt 
where the pediatric ward closed. The jobs are lost 

and parents who have been taking  their kids there 
for 1 0, 1 5  and 20 years were told, forget it. 

Then, Madam Deputy Speaker, we had a press 
conference to try to alert it. The minister used the 
response I had said on CKND, took it out of context, 
of course, but I expect that from the minister, and 
tried to impl y  that we were fearmongering. That 
does not matter. The point is that we suggested, 
keep the ward open for 1 8  months. See what the 
needs were at the Health Science Centre. See if 
there was overflow like there was, as we were 
advised, three times in the last year. Keep the ward 
open. If after an 18-month period there was no need 
to maintain a pediatric ward in St. Boniface, then 
revisit the issue. But no, the minister stood up in the 
House and said he had a final report that said 
otherwise, although he woul d  not release the final 
report. He would wave it in his hand, he woul d  not 
release it, like so many other reports, so we are left 
with that. 

With regard to surgery. we had the deputy 
minister saying, yes, in-patient surgery will be 
moved to Health Sciences, but all other out-patient 
surgery will remain at the community hospitals, in 
recognition of the fact that the minister's own 
document says,  Health Sciences Centre, $800 a 
day; community hospitals, $400-plus a day. It is 
cheaper to do it at community hospitals. We will 
keep the day surgery for children at community 
hospitals in the community where they recognize 
them. That is what the deputy minister said. 

But do you know what? That is not what the head 
of health reform said. The head of health reform 
said, it is all moving to Health Sciences Centre, and 
then nobody knew. And now we know , and there 
have been letters an d faxes and all kinds of 
information, we all know it is all going to Health 
Sciences Centre. It is all going, and that is contrary 
to the government's own plan. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, that is contrary to the 
government's own plan, but they are all doing  that 
anyway. We raised the fact in this House that they 
are expanding surgery in hos�tal rooms that are not 
even by modern standards-that do not even meet 
the minimum requirements of the minister's own 
department. That is no reflection on the very good 
work unde rtaken by Health Sciences Centre and on 
the very good work undertaken in those operating 
rooms. Nonetheless, they are putting in 3,000 new 
procedures into crowded rooms, but the minister 



April 1 3, 1 993 LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 1 646 

came out of the House, I believe ,  and indicated to 
the press that it was not an important issue . I think 
otherwise. 

We are moving to a point where they have now 
moved all the surgery-and I think it is clear that all 
surgery is now down at Children's Hospital-contrary 
to their own health action plan and with no analysis 
that has been presented publicly, not one analysis 
presented publicly, that says it is cheaper and 
proper and more efficient to do it in the one facility. 

So I think that the pediatri cs issue must be 
revisited, not only the St. Boni face decision , but the 
whole question of the surgery with respect to the 
minister's health reform plan. 

Now today we have heard 1 41 layoffs at St. 
Boniface Hospital .  I ask the minister, is this part of 
the 380 layoffs that were announced in November 
as part of  health restru cturing? [interjection] What 
was the answer,  the member for Arthur (Mr. 
Downey)? Could you tell me? I do not think anyone 
in this Cham ber-! went out in the hallway and I 
listene d attenti vely to the minister as he was 
scrummed. Then I asked the media a fter, did you 
u n derstan d what the ans we r  was ?  No one 
understood what the answer was. I think that is sad. 

I think it is sad when 1 41 people lose their jobs, 
and we in this Chamber cannot ask the minister 
whether this is part of the plan or whether it is in 
addition to the plan and exactly what that is all about. 
It is tragi c  that they lose their jobs, but I think it is 
tragic for this Assembly and for the democratically  
elected mem bers of this House when we cannot get 
a straight answer as to why this is happening and 
what is happening. 

An Honourable Member: It would help i f  you had 
asked a straight question . You get so carried up in 
your rhetoric that the question-

Mr. Chomlak: The member says that I get so 
carried u p. I woul d  hold m y  questions u p  against 
the member's questions when he is opposition any 
time, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

I think, notwithstanding  that comment, that the 
question was very clear, and the answer was as 
imprecise as possible. I think that is sad, because 
we do not know what is happening in terms of health 
care reform, and it is affecting  the entire health care 
community in the entire province of Manitoba. It is 
affecting  everybody in terms of what is happening, 
and we are getting the calls, and the minister's office 
is giving  them the runaround, and the minister's 
offi ce is not replying. I think it is unfortunate in the 
e xtreme that the minister will not provide proper 
information to members of this House, never mind 
the publi c, after all , who put us here and, after all, 
whom we answer to. I think that the mood out there 
is quite conducive to-it takes me back to one of my  
opening comments. Now I understand why that 
nurse's aide had such an e xtreme reaction when I 
suggested that I woul d  put the question that she 
raised to the minister. 

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to turn 
to a couple of other issues concerning health reform , 
and one of them is concerning the government's 
decision in these times of restraint to spend $3.9 
m ill ion on a consultant, probabl y the largest 
consultant contract ever entered into and forcing  St. 
Boniface and Health Sciences Centre , forcing them 
to pay her expenses and those of all her associates 
up to a maximum of $800,000-

Madam Deputy Speaker: Order, please. When 
this matter is a gain before the House , the 
honourable member for Kildonan (Mr. Chomiak) will 
have 1 0 minutes remaining. 

The hour being 1 0  p.m. ,  this House is adjourned 
and stands adjourned until 1 :30 p.m . tomorrow 
(Wednesday) . 
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