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The House met at 10 a. m.
PRAYERS
ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
Introduction of Guests

Madam Speaker: Prior to Oral Questions, I would
like to draw the attention of all honourable members to
the officers' table, where we have this morning, and I
would like to introduce our new Clerk Assistant,
Shabnam Datta.

On behalf of all honourable members, I welcome
you.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Manitoba Metis Federation
Funding

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Opposition): Madam
Speaker, my question is to the First Minister (Mr.
Filmon).

During the Speech from the Throne and prior to the
press conference of the Premier dealing with matters in
the Speech from the Throne, the Premier stated that he
must work in partnership with aboriginal people and
First Nations people and that he promised that his
government would work together with aboriginal
people on jobs and training and other aspects, which we
found rather cynical given the cuts in Access, New
Careers and the Indian-Metis friendship centres in the
past, but of course we wanted to see some progress.

I would like to ask the Premier, why was he not
honest with the people of Manitoba and why did he not
tell the people of Manitoba at the time of the Speech
from the Throne that, on the one hand, as he was
allocated funds for a campaign for First Nations people,
he was cutting money from the Manitoba Metis

Federation? And could he tell us what the impact of
those cuts will have on the jobs of Metis people
working across Manitoba?

Hon. David Newman (Minister responsible for
Native Affairs): The issue of core funding of the
Manitoba Metis Federation was a matter that I
discussed both orally and then confirmed by letter with
the then spokesperson for the Manitoba Metis
Federation who attended the meeting officially
representing the organization, which you know is in a
state of refurbishment, an election to be held on May 15
of this year to elect a new board and new leader.

The funding which was directed at core funding was
something that was discontinued, funding which has
come from this government previously for core
funding, a portion that has been directed to help fund
the election taking place on May 15. With respect to
the rationale or the discontinuation of the funding, that
is done because there is really no organization in place
under leadership which is democratically chosen by the
Metis people.

I also would add the point that I believe having that
kind of funding, that kind of core funding, contributes
to the very kinds of problems that have resulted with
the Manitoba Metis Federation being in the difficulty it
is in now, that is, getting elected because of the
pressure you can put on government to get money.

* (1005)

Mr. Doer: Madam Speaker, the Premier (Mr. Filmon)
never answered the question. He would be in the press
conference talking about partnership and if you cut me
I bleed and all these other kinds of terms that he wants
to change his image with.

I asked a specific question. How can the Premier
justify a $20,000 kick-off event for the Premier alone,
some hundred thousand dollars in public relations and
promotions at a time when he is cutting back on the
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core funding for Metis people, and could he tell us how
many people are going to be laid off? How many Metis
people are going to be laid off in Thompson, in Flin
Flon, in Dauphin, The Pas and Winnipeg because of his
desire to have a kick-off event and other PR activity
around his cynical statement in the Speech from the
Throne?

Mr. Newman: Madam Speaker, I would say
unequivocally, $20,000 will not be spent on any kick-
off event, although I would say that communication is
going to be important to let young aboriginal graduates
of high schools, community colleges and universities
who are going to participate in the program be aware of
what the program is all about, also that the community
at large is aware of it because the business community
has very extensively indicated interest in supporting
this kind of program. So there is a need to have
communication. That is an investment and that is for
the benefit of the Metis people.

With respect to the Metis people getting the benefit
of the funding, I would submit that this funding will be
for the benefit of the people, and the new approach to
doing funding with the Manitoba Metis Federation on
a project-by-project basis will better ensure that funds
are being directed at programs that are beneficial to
women and children and other members of the
community in ways that are mutually agreed upon.

Mr. Doer: The Premier and the minister never
answered my question. How many people working at
the grassroots, community-based level in the Metis
organization are going to be laid off because of this
callous, cynical decision of this Premier?

I would like to ask the Premier, Madam Speaker, the
Canadian Federation of Independent Business, in a
presentation made to the government about a week ago
identified that the subsidies, business subsidy costs and
allocations, have gone up, up, up to $20 million in the
province of Manitoba. They are calling on the
government to cut totally the $20 million.

I would like to ask the Premier, why did he not
maintain the funding in the Manitoba Metis Federation
for people working, with some of the highest numbers
of people who are unemployed? Why did he not
maintain that grassroots funding and take some of this

money from the business subsidies that have increased
at a time when health and education funding has been
cut?

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Madam Speaker, it is
interesting that the members opposite, who of course
were in government throughout the '70s and '80s in this
province and instituted countless programs for business
subsidies—in fact, I recall many of the statements made
by the member for Concordia when he was president at
that time of the MGEU talking about all this money that
went to plant daisies on the roadsides and put up signs
all over the province, $200 million that went to paying
for jobs and subsidizing businesses to create jobs. 1
recall all of that, and I contrast it to the news out today,
which I am disappointed that the member chose not to
talk about. which is the latest Statistics Canada
information on our labour force. It says that again we
reached an all-time record high. [interjection]

*(1010)

Madam Speaker, this is relevant. This is relevant to
the issue of businesses creating jobs in this
province—all-time record high of 541,400 people
working in this province, and that is relevant to, of
course, job creation and businesses that are coming
here.

Point of Order

Mr. Daryl Reid (Transcona): 1 believe, Madam
Speaker, that Beauchesne’s is very clear that answers to
questions should be as brief as possible and should
pertain to the matter that was raised. I ask you to call
this Premier to order to answer the question that was
asked about the jobs that are being affected for the
people that are in the Metis community of this
province, not about the statistics that were released
today.

Mr. Filmon: On the same point of order, the Leader of
the Opposition asked about subsidies to businesses and
programs for businesses to give them incentives to
create jobs in this province, and the proof of the
pudding is in the statistics of the all-time record high
number of people employed in this province. I know
that is disappointing to members opposite because they
do not like to hear good news like that, but it is fact.
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Madam Speaker: On the point of order raised by the
honourable member for Transcona, I will take the
matter under advisement and report back.

Layoffs

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Opposition): Madam
Speaker, on a supplementary question, we all know that
First Nations people are not even included in the
unemployment statistics. We know that the Manitoba
Metis Federation is working in areas that are covered
by the unemployment statistics but have some of the
highest unemployment. In fact, the regional
breakdowns for northern Manitoba used to have
numbers 24, 25 percent unemployment. We do not get
those breakdowns anymore.

[ just asked the Premier a very simple question. How
many members of the Manitoba Metis Federation staff
working in communities and developing economic
hope and opportunity in Thompson, Flin Flon, The Pas,
Dauphin, the Interlake area and Winnipeg will be laid
off? Could the Premier please answer that? Surely he
considered it when he cut the money to the Manitoba
Metis Federation. Just give us a straight answer for
once.

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Madam Speaker, as
has been indicated, there was funding that had been
allocated for core funding for the organization of the
Manitoba Metis Federation, and that core funding, of
course, was not able to be used after a court decision
that essentially said that the organization no longer
existed. You do not give money to an organization that
does not exist. At least we do not; New Democrats
might. So the minister has taken money that would
ordinarily have been lapsed and put it into a new
program, a new program activity for the development
of Partners for Careers for aboriginal employment.
That [ think is a wise decision and a wise choice.

With respect to another some 40-odd thousand
dollars put towards holding a new election for a new
executive of the Manitoba Metis Federation, that, too,
was transferred out of the money that had been
allocated for core funding. In addition to that, of
course, the minister has indicated that the government
will be providing for program funding for future
activities in the Metis Federation, which obviously will
be based upon exactly what the intention is of those

activities. Ifthose activities are from matters that have
been raised that would be in the best interests and
improve the circumstances, employment and otherwise,
of the Metis people, then there is funding that would be
available for that. All of that is, I believe, the kind of
decision-making that people expect of us.

Deputy Minister of Northern Affairs
Conflict of Interest

Ms. Becky Barrett (Wellington): Madam Speaker,
this government has a large amount of trouble with
integrity, such as appointing people to commissions
such as the Council on Post-Secondary Education and
the regional health boards who have no apparent
qualifications for the task except belonging to and
giving money to the Conservative Party, travelling with
spouses at public expense, to name but a few. So it is
not surprising that we learn today that the Department
of Northern Affairs had hired at a half-time salary of
$35,000 a year, the spouse of the Deputy Minister of
Northern A ffairs.

[ am tabling a letter dated January 24, from the
Deputy Minister of Northern Affairs, outlining the
conditions of that contract hiring his own spouse.

I would like to ask the Minister responsible for the
Civil Service Commission, when did he first learn of
this conflict-of-interest hiring, and what did he do about
it?

*(1015)

Hon. David Newman (Minister of Northern Affairs):
Madam Speaker, within five minutes of that particular
memo coming to my attention, and that was sometime
after January 24, I verified that individual in fact was
the deputy minister's wife by checking two sources. [
then contacted the deputy minister, who was out of the
country, and [ let the deputy minister explain the
situation. 1 then made very clear that that proposed
engagement would not take place, and that all took
place within a period of hours on the day in question.

Ms. Barrett: Will the Minister responsible for the
Civil Service Commission investigate  the
appropriateness of the actions of the Deputy Minister of
Northern Affairs and the former Minister of Northern
Affairs, who signed the contract recommending the
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hiring of his own deputy's spouse, and why this obvious
practice of patronage has been allowed to happen again
after the Minister of Rural Development was
investigated for allowing the hiring of the then Minister
of Health's spouse in 1992? He even had his hiring
privileges suspended for a period of time.

[ will table, in case the Minister responsible for the
Civil Service Commission has put this particular file in
the circular file because of its embarrassment for the
government, a memo from the Clerk of the Executive
Council and head of the Civil Service Commission
outlining the problems related to the then Minister of
Rural Development and again ask the Minister for the
Civil Service Commission to undertake the
investigation of this situation and why it has been
allowed to happen again.

If the current minister were still in his position—the
then minister, this would never have come to light.

Hon. Harold Gilleshammer (Minister charged with
the administration of The Civil Service Act): [ thank
the Minister of Northern and Native Affairs, who has
clearly indicated that no hiring took place.

Grow Bond Program
Woodstone Technologies

Mr. Tim Sale (Crescentwood): Madam Speaker,
when the Minister of Finance finally agreed to our
request for a full audit of the Woodstone Grow Bond,
he stated that the audit would simply confirm that all
was well. Those words were repeated, in essence, by
the minister responsible for Grow Bonds.

Well, as we now know, all was far from well both
with the company and with the process that led to the
issuing of the Grow Bond.

Will the Minister of Finance now confirm that
material facts, that is, facts which were vital to an
investor's ability to make a fair judgment of the risk
involved, were deliberately withheld from investors,
even though the Grow Bond office had the information
and there was plenty of time available to put it into the
memorandum of offering in March of 1994?

Hon. Eric Stefanson (Minister of Finance): Madam
Speaker, no, I will not confirm that. There have been

two audits done of Woodstone Foods, the Grow Bonds
Program. The first one was done a few years ago. The
Department of Rural Development and the Grow Bond
office instituted most of the recommendations in that
report. The subsequent audit was recently done. That
has been made available to the public and all members
of this Legislature and does a full accounting of the
entire transaction. Some recommendations have
flowed from that audit, and they are also being
implemented by the Department of Rural Development.

Mr. Sale: Madam Speaker, is the Finance minister
then saying that he disagrees with the Provincial
Auditor's words in the report on page 21, in which the
Auditor states, and | quote: In addition, we found
documentary evidence that government officials were
aware of revisions to the expansion program well
before the issuance of the offering memorandum. In
our view, there was ample opportunity to ensure that
the offering memorandum disclosed the revised
expansion program. In our opinion, the private
investors had a right to have this information disclosed
in the offering memorandum. The offering
memorandum did not disclose that financing in addition
to the Grow Bond issue was required.

Is he then disagreeing with his own Auditor?

Mr. Stefanson: No, [ am not, Madam Speaker—two
different issues. I agree with the Auditor's Report and
support the Auditor's Report and support the
recommendations in that report, which are being
implemented by the Department of Rural Development.
He has raised two entirely separate issues. He talked
about information being deliberately withheld, and it
was that part of his comment that I disagreed with.

*(1020)

Mr. Sale: Madam Speaker, a final supplementary to
the same minister, who does not seem to understand
that material information is what investors are owed
when they make a decision of risk in terms of their
capital.

Will the minister then tell the House how much
money is going to be refunded to the president, vice-
president and officers of Woodstone who invested in
their own Grow Bond knowing full well they had
misled investors, misled the public and were then going
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to profit from doing so by having their money
protected, and now they are going to have it refunded
after they bankrupted the company, including one Gary
Brazzell, well-known Tory bagman?

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Rural
Development): Madam Speaker, no one takes any
pleasure in the fact that Woodstone Foods has indeed
gone into bankruptcy and, as a result, many people in
the Portage area have lost their jobs. Under the terms
of the legislation that was passed with regard to Grow
Bonds, there is a condition where the province does
guarantee the Grow Bonds to the investors who have
put the money in, and we will comply with the
legislation and with the laws of this province.

Deputy Minister of Energy and Mines
Salary

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): Madam Speaker,
my question is for the Minister of Energy and Mines
with respect to Deputy Minister Michael Fine. If we
take a look at the Public Accounts, Supplementary
Volume II for March 31, '96, on page 14 you will see
that the deputy minister received $108,262, and then if
you take a look again on page 53, Michael Fine was
given $74,734.

My question to the Minister of Energy and Mines is:
what was that particular money given to Mr. Fine for,
especially if you take into consideration we have also
through Freedom of Information requested expenses of
this particular deputy minister, and over the last two
years we have seen in excess of $35,000? I will table
that particular Freedom of Information request.

Hon. David Newman (Minister of Energy and
Mines): Madam Speaker, I will take as notice the
comment with reference to the $74,000. The salary, I
guess, is not a question but a question about the
$74,000, you want particulars on that. I will take that
under advisement.

With respect to the expense accounts, indeed that
information has been released and the explanation for
the expenditures is that a very substantial effort has
been made to market Manitoba throughout the world as
a place to do exploration and do mining. As a result of
that, 27 new mining companies that were not active in

the province in the previous year have been active in
the province this year.

In addition, the mineral exploration expenditures
have rebounded to $40 million in 1996 from $32.6
million in 1995. This is seen to be an investment, an
investment necessary to encourage junior exploration
companies and others to find mines. Mines result in
Thompsons of Manitoba and result in Flin Flons, and
we need more of them.

Mr. Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, the Deputy
Minister of Energy and Mines, and the question is for
the Minister of Energy and Mines, does he not believe,
given that he meets on a daily basis with the Deputy
Minister of Energy and Mines, that he should have been
aware of the fact that the deputy minister was receiving
some $74,734? Yet he has no idea in terms of what
that money is all about, not even in his briefings.
Should he not have been aware of the fact that that
money was there? For whatever reasons, I would argue
that he should have been aware of it. Would he not
agree?

Mr. Newman: Madam Speaker, when I speak on the
record, | want to make sure that I accurately respond to
questions asked with details. That requires a detailed
response, and I will provide that information as I
indicated.

Investigation

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): I am wondering if
we can get a commitment from the minister to
investigate exactly what has happened within that
department over the last two years with respect to Mr.
Fine and report back to the House at the soonest
possible time.

Hon. David Newman (Minister of Energy and
Mines): Madam Speaker, I will provide the particulars
of the information requested. I can assure the House
that any investigations that resultfrom any of the issues
that have been raised today, if they result in any finding
of any impropriety I would urge they be dealt with
strongly and quickly. I will not support any impropriety
of any sort in my department.

*(1025)
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Manitoba Hydro
Privatization

Ms. MaryAnn Mihychuk (St. James): Recently, in
the last Hydrogram published by Manitoba Hydro, the
President of Hydro, Mr. Bob Brennan was quoted as
talking about a concept called convergence, which is
the merger of gas and electric utilities. He is quoted as
saying: We realize that generally speaking
governments do not want to be in the electricity
business.

Can the Minister responsible for Hydro tell us
whether the statement about governments not wanting
to be in the electric business is a reflection of this
government's attitude towards Manitoba Hydro,
particularly since the third quarter results for Manitoba
Hydro show again record profits in this Crown
corporation?

Hon. David Newman (Minister charged with the
administration of The Manitoba Hydro Act): The
answer to that question is no.

With respect to Manitoba Hydro, we as a government
are very proud of the achievements of Manitoba Hydro
and particularly its having some of the lowest rates for
water-generated power in North America. That helps
Manitoba to have the proud record of providing low
costs to consumers of power, both individual and
commercial. Also, we should be grateful that 25
percent of the revenues generated by Manitoba Hydro
are from exports to the United States. That helps us
keep the rates down as well.

Ms. Mihychuk: Madam Speaker, we are indeed
concerned when the comments reflect the same as those
for MTS.

Does this minister believe, during this convergence of
electric and gas utilities, that the shareholders of Centra
Gas should be in control or the people of Manitoba?

Mr. Newman:
Madam Speaker.

I do not understand the question,

Ms. Mihychuk: I would be glad to clarify. Will it be
the people of Manitoba that will control the electric and
gas utilities or will it be the shareholders of Centra Gas,
like it is the shareholders of the telephone company?

Mr. Newman: The interests of the public with respect
to rates, and otherwise, are protected by the Public
Utilities Board with respect to Manitoba Hydro.

Ms. Mihychuk: My final question. Clearly, the
minister is not well briefed on the topic, and I hope that
he will become up to date on the issue of convergence.

Will the minister clarify the real agenda of this
government? Are we restructuring to meet the
challenges of the energy changes in environment or are
we getting ready to sell off Manitoba Hydro like we did
MTS?

Mr. Newman: Madam Speaker, with respect to the, |
would say, negative reflection on the people who give
me briefing advice, and that would be, in many cases,
people from Manitoba Hydro, I regard the briefings that
[ get through Manitoba Hydro through my office to be
high quality. and I am very well briefed.

With respect to the future of Manitoba Hydro, I have
a great deal of respect for business plans that emerge
from Manitoba Hydro, and those business plans [ will
always examine with a great deal of conscientiousness
representing the stakeholders in the province of
Manitoba. We are the owners of Manitoba Hydro
through our government representing the people, and
we will examine any business plan very carefully, and
changes that they need to be successful we will look at.

Keewatin Community College
Board of Directors

Ms. Jean Friesen (Wolseley): Madam Speaker, the
Speech from the Throne claims that, I quote: “The
education and training system is continuing to be more
responsive to the needs and aspirations of aboriginal
peoples.” In this context. I am pleased to recognize
again today the Minister of Education's considerable
achievement in appointing an aboriginal Manitoban to
the Council on Post-Secondary Education, certainly a
step beyond the very narrowly conceived interim
transition committee.

*(1030)

[ wonder if the minister could explain, however, why
this government's appointments to the board of KCC
have never yet managed to achieve a 25 percent
representation of First Nations when the overwhelming
majority of northern Manitobans they serve are indeed
First Nations?
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Hon. Linda McIntosh (Minister of Education and
Training): Madam Speaker, | assume inherent in the
preamble is an apology from the member for having
said so clearly and so critically without research that we
hadnotappointed any aboriginals to the post-secondary
board and that we were taken strongly to task by the
opposition for not having done that, so [ accept her
apology for now acknowledging that we do in fact have
a good aboriginal person on that board.

Point of Order

Ms. Friesen: Madam Speaker, it is a point of order. I
believe that the minister is accepting this as an apology.
It is not an apology. It is indeed a recognition of the
minister's considerable achievement in appointing an
aboriginal person to the Council on Post-Secondary
Education board, something which I said to the media
yesterday and which was, | believe, mistakenly
reported.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for
Wolseley does not have a point of order.

* * %

Madam Speaker: The honourable minister, to quickly
complete her response.

Mrs. McIntosh: Madam Speaker, I acknowledge for
the record that the member has identified that the Free
Press incorrectly reported her statements when she said
that we had not appointed an aboriginal and should be
takento task, and I assume then that she will be asking
for a correction from that paper. I realize she is not
apologizing for the mistake she says the Free Press has
made, and I would hope that she would also clarify
with the Free Press that they may have also incorrectly
reported her in saying we had no one with experience
in high schools on that board.

Having said that—
Madam Speaker: Order, please.
Point of Order

Mr. Dave Chomiak (Kildonan): Point of order,
Madam Speaker. Beauchesne's is very clear, Section

417, that answers to questions should be short and deal
with the matter raised.

I know the Minister of Education is very defensive
about her failure to deal with aboriginal issues, but she
ought to deal with the question as addressed by the
member, a very serious question that was addressed by
the member for Wolseley, and not try to defend her
undefendable position and should refer to Section 417
of Beauchesne.

Madam Speaker: Order, please. On the point of order
raised by the honourable member for Kildonan, indeed
the honourable member does have a point of order. 1
would remind the honourable minister that answers to
questions should reply to the question asked, be brief
and not contain argument or provoke debate.

* %k %

Madam Speaker: The honourable Minister of
Education, to quickly complete her response.

Mrs. McIntosh: Thank you, Madam Speaker, and just
as the member was wrong about the aboriginal
representation and the high school representation on the
council board, so too is she wrong about our feelings at
Keewatin Community College. We have been moving
steadily to increase aboriginal representation on that
board. We have indicated to members of the aboriginal
community up north, with whom we have met in my
office to discuss this whole issue, that as appointments
come up we will seek out qualified people of aboriginal
descent to place on thatboard. We have discussed the
number of people we require, et cetera. We also have
at the KCC board, as the member knows, may not wish
to acknowledge, not on the board but at the college,
aboriginal elders.

We have-Madam Speaker, I see you giving me the
wind-down. I will continue if the member asks another
question.

Ms. Friesen: Madam Speaker, could the Minister of
Education confirm that her recent appointment to the
chair of the KCC board is yet another defeated Tory
candidate, and could she tell us whether this was as a
result of a wide search throughout the North?
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Mrs. McIntosh: Madam Speaker, of course the
member would not like to acknowledge that we have
Tory candidates who are of aboriginal descent. I think
that is something that cannot be overlooked, that we do
have aboriginal people who have run in our elections
for our party as well as for other parties. So, whenever
she says “defeated Tory candidate,” implying that
defeated Tory candidates have no interest in aboriginal
affairs or are not themselves aboriginal, she leaves a
false impression which betrays her own prejudices.

I have to say that in the North, for aboriginal people,
we have a number of programs that are geared to the
success for aboriginal people. We have the Aboriginal
Apprenticeship Program; we have BUNTEP; we have
New Careers North. Of course, we have our
accessibility for northern students. Madam Speaker, we
have established in the Department of Education a
native education steering committee to deal with all
kinds of aspects of aboriginal education, people that I
am sure the member would approve of. If she wants
me to put their names into the record, I would be
pleased to do that.

Coop Share Equity Loan Program
Elimination

Ms. Marianne Cerilli (Radisson): Madam Speaker,
my question is to the Minister of Housing.

This government seems to be joining the federal
Liberal government in abandoning its support for co-op
and social housing. It is threatening the more than 43
co-ops that rely on public assistance to assure quality,
affordable housing.

I want to ask the minister, can he explain why
residents of Manitoba, when they phone Manitoba
Housing, are being told that the Coop Share Equity
Loan Program is in abeyance? Is this program, which
provides interest-free loans to new co-op members,
another co-op housing program that is being
eliminated?

Hon. Jack Reimer (Minister of Housing): Madam
Speaker, from time to time we have always pointed out
there is a philosophical difference between the
opposition and this government, but I would like to
point out that there is an item of concern that I share
with the member for Radisson, and that is the federal
abandonment of social housing and public housing in

Manitoba and in Canada. It started back in 1993 with
the capping of funding for public housing and extended
back into 1994 when they stopped funding for public
housing, and last year they announced over a $250-
million reduction in subsidies to public housing in
Canada, and now they have come out with the
statement that they are now wanting to offload their
total housing program onto the province.

[ share the concerns of the member for Radisson that
this has been done in a very heavy and straightforth
manner by the federal government. We are very, very
concerned about this offloading and how it is going to
affect the public housing in Manitoba. Again, I say |
share that same concern with the member.

Ms. Cerilli: Madam Speaker, I asked a very specific
question and hopefully will get a specific answer to my
question about this Coop Share Equity Loan Program.
Why is this program being eliminated, if it is being
eliminated, and why were the number of co-ops that
rely on this program not told that they are losing this
support so that they can have new co-op members?

Mr. Reimer: As I pointed out in my first answer, with
the so-called devolution of the federal offer of their
public housing here in Manitoba, it has opened up a
scrutiny of all components of the public housing,
whether it is with co-ops or whether it is with seniors
homes, whether it is with northern and native housing.
These are some of the things that we have to take into
consideration when we are doing the scrutiny of the
federal offer of devolution. These are points that are
brought forth for discussion.

We have made no decisions as to what type of
directions we will take with this offer, but at the same
time, we do have to look at all avenues of funding that
are involved with the co-management between the two
levels of government.

* (1040)

Youth Gangs
Gang Co-ordinator Funding

Mr. Gary Kowalski (The Maples): My question is
for the new Minister of Justice, and I will table a copy
of a facsimile from Luci Grechen, manager of
intergovernmental relations in Manitoba Training and
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Advanced Education of the Manitoba government,
dated October 9, 1996, that shows copies went to,
amongst others, Lawrie Barkwell from the Youth
Secretariat and Wyman Sangster from the Department
of Justice.

In this facsimile it talks about the Winnipeg police
street gang prevention project, which included a youth
gang co-ordinator, which shows that members of the
Department of Justice were aware of the youth gang co-
ordinator position.

Seeing as the Hughes Inquiry talked about problems
of communication in the Justice department, is this an
indication that those problems are persisting?

Hon. Vic Toews (Minister of Justice and Attorney
General): Well, | am very glad that my friend from
The Maples raised this issue once again, because it
does underlie a concern.

As [ stated in the House I believe, or outside in the
hallway, our department since April of '94 worked with
afederal official in terms of trying to develop a policy.
Suddenly the federal official disappeared. There were
vague rumours of things happening with the federal
government but no specific programs announced in
terms of involving the provincial government. We feel
that if there is going to be progress made, more than has
been made, it is absolutely essential that the federal
government at the ministerial level come to the
provincial government and say, we are interested in co-
operating with you.

So I was somewhat heartened to hear the Minister of
Foreign Affairs, and I find that strange that the Minister
of Foreign Affairs would come and deliver money here
in Manitoba as though we are not part of Canada
anymore, but I guess after he gave the money to Cuba,
the $20 million to Cuba, he thought he might drop
$200,000 here. But, in any event, this indicates, yes,
there has been working at some of the provincial
departmental officials but they have never approached
my office to discuss this issue.

Mr. Kowalski: Can this minister set aside partisan
politics and work with the federal government for the
safety of our community?

Mr. Toews: I want to say something, and that is, I
respect the member for The Maples. That is a member

who cares about his constituents, who works for his
constituents, and that is the kind of member 1 believe
this provincial government can work with. Thatis a
member who comes from a police background, who
understands the problems of the police, who
understands the problems of the community, and I want
to work with members of the opposition like the
member for The Maples, but we have to understand that
the primary responsibility for criminal law in this
country is the federal government. We operate under a
delegated authority, and if we do not receive co-
operation from the federal government in that respect,
we are at sea.

[ was in Fredericton just on this issue and discussing
it with Minister Rock, and Minister Rock, in answer to
my concern that there are criminal offences being
created by children under 12 years old and no
mechanism to bring them within the criminal justice
system, stated that there were only eight homicides
committed by children under 12, and what was the big
worry about that. Well, I find that disgusting.

Deloraine Chamber of Commerce
Meeting Request

Mr. Gerard Jennissen (Flin Flon): Madam Speaker,
my question is to the Minister responsible for I, T and
T.

Is the minister prepared, in the near future, to attend
a large public gathering in Deloraine, sponsored by the
Deloraine Chamber of Commerce, to explain why that
community and many other rural communities are
losing government jobs such as highway maintenance
jobs, which is a callous action that goes totally contrary
to the government's much-touted decentralization?

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Industry, Trade
and Tourism): Madam Speaker, | am prepared to meet
with my constituents on any issue at any time.

Madam Speaker: The time for Oral Questions has
expired.

NONPOLITICAL STATEMENT
Coalition for Children Living in the Community

Ms. Diane McGifford (Osborne): May I have leave,
Madam Speaker, to make a nonpolitical announce-
ment?
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Madam Speaker: Does the honourable member for
Osborne have leave to make a nonpolitical statement?
[agreed]

Ms. McGifford: Madam Speaker, on February 25, the
member for Burrows (Mr. Martindale) and I attended
the second annual public meeting of Coalition for
Children Living in the Community. The coalition is
comprised of 15 representatives of community
organizations which provide services and supports for
the disabled and individuals with special needs. About
75 people attended the meeting, most of whom were
parents of very special children.

The meeting included about 10 testimonials from
parents in which they outlined which programs were
working and which were not working for their children.
The overriding theme, not surprising considering the
coalition's title, was the determination to keep children
at home and in the community and the struggle this
determination oftenmeans. Parents talked about respite
services and the accompanying difficulty of untrained
workers. Parents worried about a possible return to
segregation in schools, about overtaxed teachers and
about the particular difficulties of care and support in
summer. One parent eloquently and touchingly spoke
about the labels parents are often forced to use to
access monies for their children. She described these
labels as disgusting to children and painfully
humiliating to parents.

The coalition understood that their issues require
public policy responses in partnerships with
community, family and government, and we owe them
no less. Surely all members of the House will join me
in recognizing the courage, insight and knowledge that
this coalition brings to our community in
acknowledging the very special compassionate
commitment these parents have made to their very
special children. Thank you.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

THRONE SPEECH DEBATE
(Fourth Day of Debate)

Madam Speaker: To resume adjourned debate on the
proposed motion of the honourable member for Turtle
Mountain (Mr. Tweed) and the amendment moved by
the honourable Leader of the official opposition (Mr.
Doer) and the proposed amendment by the honourable

member for Inkster (Mr. Lamoureux), standing in the
name of the honourable Minister of Energy and Mines,
who has 30 minutes remaining.

Hon. David Newman (Minister of Energy and
Mines): Madam Speaker, when [ left off yesterday
evening in my address, I was mentioning how the
business community was involved in the process of
supporting early childhood intervention in positive
investment kinds of ways over the long term. and this
was manifested by the participation of the Chamber of
Commerce in the event the other evening involving that
panel discussion moderated by the Winnipeg Free
Press.

The business community is going to have
opportunities in volunteer ways to contribute to this
kind of investment. They, of course, can do it to its
funding, but maybe more significantly even they can do
it by having flexible working hours allowing parents to
associate with their zero to six-year-old children in the
child care situations that many children with working
parents have today. The importance of doing that is an
investment in the future, and, I would submit, a self-
interested investment in the future is now becoming
clearer as more and more research emerges in that
direction. Just as the business community responded to
the environmental sustainable development imperative.
[ am encouraged that they appear to be responding. as
they should. to the growing imperative. and that is
investing in children first.

I wanted to comment again with respect to the
approach of the official opposition to the tone and
content of the throne speech. the suggestion that it does
not reflect heart. genuine heart. by members of this
party and this government, this caucus. 1 would answer
that by saying. well. just continue to wait and see, but
also everything that has been done in the name of the
economic agenda has been done with heart, with heart
and mind and very positive emotion, with a spirit
behind it that is well meaning and highly motivated.
All of this is done for the long-term benefit of Manitoba
people and probably most emphatically for the young
people.

*(1050)

Expressing emotion with tears or angry words does
not qualify one to be a government on behalf of
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Manitobans. Expressing or motivating or provoking
tears or angry words also does not qualify an official
opposition or anyone to be in government. It is
applying mind, body, emotions and spirit in ways that
are positive and designed to contribute to human
development that earns the support of the public, I
would submit.

Back to the importance of spirit behind it all. What
makes organizations like Alcoholics Anonymous or
Alcoholism Foundation, the steps of that program
known internationally, work, and why do these apply to
not only alcohol but substance abuse and gambling, all
kinds of addictive behaviour? The importance of
having the spiritual element respected, understood and
restored is the reason for the special success, the
enduring success of those kinds of organizations and
those kinds of programs. Why do religious
organizations contribute so immensely and so
effectively to successful, enduring social programs? It
is because there is a spiritual element, I would submit.
Why does the Salvation Army on an international basis
dosuchexcellent work? [ would submit underlying it
is a spiritual element.

We as a government understand that there is a need
for special emphasis on the most vulnerable part of the
family unit, the children, and recognizing this fact the
Manitoba government has developed a renewed focus
on addressing the needs of our youngest citizens.
Children who begin their lives do not have a fair and
equal chance to flourish if they are disadvantaged by
reason of perhaps the way they are treated during
pregnancy, perhaps by virtue of being born with some
affliction, regardless of anyone's actions, because they
might be born into situations where there is a poverty of
spirit and as a result they do not receive that kind of
inspiration and motivation. Those individuals in those
sorts of situations, those young people, we as a
government want to be recognized. We want them to
have their situations addressed in thoughtful and
responsible long-term ways because a fair and equal
chance to flourish and achieve what all Manitobans
believe should be the birthright of every child which
drives those people concerned about the disadvantaged
as well.

As a result of this kind of thrust of our government,
we have been implementing many new initiatives in
keeping with the ChildrenFirst strategy. This why the

Children and Youth Secretariat exists; it is why the
Family Support Innovations Fund exists; it is why
Taking Charge! exists, all designed to help Manitoba’s
children get a better start in life. These are strategies
which will help children and families today and the
entire community tomorrow.

Children given the best possible start in life have a
greater range of opportunities to achieve as adults, and
this is obviously good for our community.
ChildrenFirst will include pilot projects based on other
successful models from around the world to address the
pressing issues facing our children and youth. There is
a focus in the throne speech on aboriginal children and
aboriginal communities, aboriginal families. That is
part of the kinds of specific programs, initiatives which
will be emerging.

But input from nongovernmental agencies is an
essential part of ensuring these kinds of initiatives
success. It has to be a genuine opportunity for
participation. They have to be listened to, and we have
to work together with these nongovernmental agencies
in delivering the services. We also have to work with
other levels of govemment and doing so particularly in
relation to the aboriginal community. All three levels
of govemment must work closely in good faith for the
benefit of the aboriginal community and Partners for
Careers is one of those kinds of initiatives involving
several departments of government, Education and
Training, Northern and Native A ffairs and the federal
government.

The things that are demonstrated by the research
which I am just going to share for a moment so it is
brought home and recorded. Studies have shown that
investing in children age six and younger reduces the
need for costly intervention in later years. We have
learned many important new reasons for taking a
proactive approach to this issue including the following
sorts of research findings:

Brain development before age one is more rapid and
extensive than previously realized. Brain development
is more vulnerable to environmental influences than
suspected.

The years between birth and age three is the critical
time in the development of the child. Secure
attachment to a significant adult is the best predictor for
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the child to become a healthy, productive adult. The
effects of early environment are long lasting. The
future of a child is largely determined by the time he or
she is five or six years old.

Abusive experiences in the first six years of life result
in irreversible changes to the physical and chemical
structure of the brain.

Starting school ready to leamm and connect socially is
the best predictor of high school graduation. Poor
school performance is the best predictor of adolescent
and adult delinquency. Of the 540 adults sentenced in
prison in 1995, only 12 had completed high school.
Early community-based interventions have more
success than institutional care and intervention. All
these documented facts bring us back to the same
conclusion. The relationship of early childhood
experiences to achievement in school and in adult life
is very significant. =We are challenged by this
knowledge to determine what we can do today to
reduce the risks of poor early development of children
in spite of inadequate social and family environments.

The future is approaching at an ever-increasing rate,
and to prepare our children to function well, we must
begin at the earliest possible stages. The same is true if
we were to break cycles of dependency and poverty and
want economic and spiritual and emotional and even
physical for children. Early investment by the
community and government partnerships, and that is
multigovernment partnerships, will be the most
effective means of helping high-risk children and
families.

Meeting the needs of our children through the
education and other support processes, and that is child
care and all the kinds of interactions through
nongovernmental organizations, is a tremendous
undertaking. It is complicated by many factors,
including the federal funding reductions that we face
and have to adjust to. There are no quick fixes and
overnight miracles waiting on off stage for this.
However, Manitoba is confident the solutions will be
found through the combined efforts of our parents, the
community and governments and government
departments in focused and co-operative partnerships.
We need each other to resolve the concerns we have for
all Manitoba children. We are collaboratively defining

the path we must take to ensure that their future is all it
can be and that they can be all they dream of being.

* (1100)

Now, in terms of delivering the theme of the throne
speech in material programming which Manitobans
need and will be ultimately proud of, I want to just
share a little bit about the team, the caucus of which I
am a part and a very proud part, | might say.

Our Premier (Mr. Filmon) has a background as a
civic politician, as a business person, as a professional
engineer, and is a very active volunteer.

Our Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Enns) is a person
that has a background in the agricultural community
and was a trustee before he ever entered his long and
continuing career in politics and also a tremendously
active community volunteer, a person with heart and
commitment, like all of the members of my caucus.

James Erwin Downey, the Deputy Premier and
Minister of Industry, Trade and Tourism, a fine
community person, a person who had a background in
business and agriculture—auctioneering, I consider to be
a business—and a very active community individual
before he ever entered political life.

Members of my caucus have all been successful
people in the world at large who earned the trust and
confidence of their community and gained experience
in parenting, all of them.

James Glen Cummings, the Minister of Natural
Resources. again. another person who had a
background as a trustee, a person actively involved in
the community over many years, and even chaired the
local school board for a period of time besides being a
trustee.

James McCrae, Minister of Environment, again a
person with a background before he ever came into
politics, and he has been here for quite a while, had a
background in civic politics as an alderman in Brandon,
again, a background diverse, a court reporter, which
enabled him to hear many, many situations before
boards, whether it is the CRTC or the National Energy
Board or federal agencies, the federal trade practices
commission and so forth, another very committed
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volunteer in the community before he ever entered
politics.

Glen Marshall Findlay, the Minister of Highways and
Transportation, a well-educated person with his
doctorate, a professor, but like many of my colleagues,
successful in so many different ways, as a farmer and
otherwise; again, a committed volunteer in the world at
large and his communities.

Leonard Derkach, Minister of Rural Development,
again, another person who has a background as a
trustee in the school division, but what his profession
was, he was a teacher and probably would still call
himself a teacher—that is his professional kind of
training—but also a farmer and, again, another active
community volunteer.

Bonnie Elizabeth Mitchelson, Minister of Family
Services, a nurse. That is her professional background.
Again, a very active person in the community before
she ever got involved in politics—with the Cancer
Society, the Salvation Army, the Kidney Foundation, a
very active volunteer.

Harold Gilleshammer, the Minister of Labour,
another person who had a profession as a teacher and
a principal, a long-standing principal in Minnedosa
Collegiate, and a past president of the teachers'
association, the Rolling River Teachers' Association,
and the principals' association, and the past director of
the Manitoba Association of Principals, a person who
was a very active volunteer in his community; again,
another person whom I am very proud of for his
achievements before he ever entered politics.

Darren Thomas Praznik, as young as he is, the
Minister of Health, with his background was an active
community volunteer before he ever got involved in
politics. He is a lawyer, as we know, but again a very
active community person before he came into politics.

Eric Stefanson, Minister of Finance, a chartered
accountant, another diverse professional background.
A fine individual, we all know it, an individual who had
a background before coming into politics of public
service. He was a Winnipeg city councillor and served
as deputy mayor at the City of Winnipeg, including
serving as chairman of the Winnipeg 2000 Task Force
on Economic Development, president of the Winnipeg

Convention Centre, and so forth and so on, involved in
community club work and finance chairman of the
Icelandic Festival of Manitoba, a person who engaged
in private practice in chartered accountancy before he
ever came in to this government. '

Linda Mcintosh, the Minister of Education and
Training, another one of the many teachers we have in
our caucus and a trustee after that, playing both roles,
having a broad perspective on educational issues, an
honours graduate of the Manitoba Teachers College
and a very active citizen involved in community,
church, youth activities, serving on boards. She has
also been a service scouter with the Boy Scouts of
Canada. There is an incredible diversity in the
community activity of the members of our caucus.

Rosemary Vodrey, the Minister of Culture, Heritage
and Citizenship, another professional background, a
psychologist, the sort of person we needed in this
House during the dark days in November of 1996. We
have all these diversities in our caucus, and they help us
weather these storms. We are a closely knit team. She
has a background after graduating from university of
being involved with the Child Guidance Clinic in our
school system and has a diversity of experience, radio
help-line host, lecturer at the Misericordia School of
Nursing, the University of Manitoba Faculty of Human
Ecology and a co-director of the university's infant and
child development laboratory school, a founding
member of the Manitoba Association of School
Psychologists, past director of Family -Services of
Winnipeg, and so forth and so forth, very active in the
volunteer way that all of our caucus members have
been and still are.

Jack Reimer, the Minister of Urban Affairs, an
individual who has a background as a business person,
but, Jack, many of you probably do not know, has a
degree in sociology. Is that right, Jack? So he helps
understand what goes on in the House in the dark days
of November and in the good times as well, and we
have the advantage of his counsel and understanding of
collective human animals. Jack has a proud
background in the Southdale community. 1. know that
the people in that community regard him as the person
most directly responsible for the creation of the
community club as it is a fine community club serving
that whole area. He is regarded as the person that made
it happen. After doing that, went on to greater things,
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participating at higher levels in the community club
organization or community services organization in the
community. He is a past president of the St. Boniface-
St. Vital Community Centres Board and also a past
member of the St. Boniface-St. Vital Residents'
Advisory Group. All this before he ever came into
politics here.

Victor Eric Toews, Q.C., Minister of Justice and
Attorney General, again a wonderful, deep background
as an educator in presenting lectures in high schools
and public service groups and at the University of
Manitoba. He has participated in the Manitoba Bar
Association Task Force on Gender Equality in the legal
profession. He is, of course, a lawyer, but a lawyer
who has reached out to the public to educate and was a
civil servant for many years, and, I believe, proudly
claims to be another one of the union members in our
caucus because at one time, I believe, he was a member
of the Crown attorneys—

An Honourable Member: Vice-president.
*(1110)

Mr. Newman: Vice-president of the Crown attorneys'
union, and he joins Ben Sveinson in that capacity as
having a background in the union committee. I believe
Ben had a background at the UFCW, vice-president of
the UFCW in his region, and we are proud of that. That
brings a rich background into our caucus and
perspective. Everyone knows that I am a lawyer and
have a community background as well.

Frank Pitura, Minister of Government Services, was
raised in the Domain area where Ken Dryden had his
parental influence. Is that not right, Ken Dryden,
Domain? Ken Dryden the great goaltender, wonderful
parents from the Domain area. After graduating in
agriculture from the University of Manitoba, he worked
for 10 years for the Manitoba government in various
roles including ag rep and soils specialist, agronomist,
got a rich history in the civil service roles that some of
our people have played. He went on to operate a family
farm and has a tremendous background in community
volunteer work in his community, including chairing
the Ag Expo since its inception in 1989, and playing an
active role in the Valley Agricultural Society and
helping to start the international farm symposium.
Like so many of our members, he is involved in local

church groups, chairing his own local church board and
involved in local community sports activities as his
children emerged through the system.

Michael Frederick Carrington Radcliffe, our Minister
of Consumer and Corporate A ffairs, another one of the
professionals in our caucus, a lawyer, has a rich
background known for representing particularly the
Hutterite community, a number of the Hutterite
communities in this province, and has a rich
background in volunteer work as well, and, of course.
is actively involved in his Roman Catholic Church.

Merv Tweed of Turtle Mountain, our MLA. Merv,
with his original blond hair, sits to my right here, a
proud young new member of our caucus. He has again
a very deep role. a background in civic politics. He was
a deputy reeve for the Rural Municipality of Brenda, a
name which is most significant to me because that
happens to be my wife's name. He was reeve there for
three years to get his seasoning, but again representing
his community in that very committed way, putting
yourself at risk and playing that role for your
community. He was actively involved in a whole
variety of volunteer activities in his community and
continues to be active with his still-young children.

Gerry McAlpine. another one of our outstanding
individuals in the caucus, who has a business
background and involvement, has a variety of
experiences. including at one time a co-owner of
McAlpine nursery and kindergarten. He has a
background with youth, has had a background in
farming, is a past-president of the Kinsmen Club of St.
James-Assiniboia. a charter member and a past
president of the K-40 Club of St. James, a founding
member and past chairman of the St. James-Assiniboia
youth justice committee, active in community
organizations. including his church, his secondary
school advisory committee, community centres. He is
actively involved with the sporting community in his
area and has an interest in health and wellness and is
quite a student of nutritional matters affecting health
and wellness of our communities and is a rich resource
for us in all of those kinds of ways.

Albert Driedger, Steinbach, had a rich background
before he ever came into politics and another gentleman
who has been in politics for a long time and is there as
a dean to provide us counsel in a continuing way. He
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was a reeve of the municipality of Hanover for five
years before he came into politics, a trustee in the
Hanover School Division, involved in sports
organizations, Chamber of Commerce, church boards.
Again, one of the many very active community people
who put themselves at risk to serve their communities
before ever coming into this government at this level.

Shirley Render, another diverse background. Shirley,
our hardworking representative of St Vital who
touches her community on a regular basis. She reaches
out to her community, and she understands it. She has
a background with the Victorian Order of Nurses. She
has a background as a historian and researcher, and she
is an author of a book as well as being a pilot. She is a
major participant and contributor to our caucus in very
rich ways.

Marcel Laurendeau of St. Norbert, another fine
individual who has been reviewing the child care
system in this province, has a business background.

Peter Dyck of Pembina, a teacher background, farmer
background, and again another trustee.

Ben Sveinson. | have already mentioned Ben
representing LaVerendrye. A meat inspector by
background, a union person and an active community
person before he ever came in and to this day. Both he
and his wife have been actively involved. His wife has
even been, | believe, deputy mayor of the rural
municipality he is in.

Denis Rocan, my Metis friend, my canoeing partner.
Before entering politics, Denis had a background
working at Inco in Thompson and Eaton's in Winnipeg
and a grain farm; another actively involved community
person.

Ed Helwer, Gimli. Again, another actively involved
community person and civic politician by background
as well. Ed was a councillor in Teulon and became the
mayor of Teulon.

Jack Penner, another active community person,
farmer, trustee as well in his background, actively
involved in the community.

Jim Ernst, another person who was deputy mayor.
Another person who has been actively involved in the

community as a volunteer and business person and
continues to be a real contributor to ours.

Brian Pallister is almost gone; again, another teacher
background.

So here we are a caucus of 31 parents, and I include,
for that purpose only, the Speaker, who is the 31st who
is a parent. By the way, I think the Speaker was a
teacher- as well. So, of the caucus, including the
Speaker, we have 31 parents, 31 community volunteers.
We have five different professions—engineering,
chartered accountants, psychology, nursing, an author,
four lawyers, six teachers, eight farmers, eight business
people. That is going to deliver the throne speech.

Mr. Doug Martindale (Burrows): Madam Speaker,
I think a good place to begin with this throne speech is
to enumerate some of the important areas that were
entirely left out of this speech. For example, no
mention was made of Manitoba's growing concerns
over workplace safety.

One of my constituents contacted me. Actually, his
wife contacted me and said that every day when he
came home from work he felt sleepy and every day
after he had supper he was sleeping, and she wondered
if this had something to do with the workplace. Sol
phoned Workplace Safety and Health. They sent out an
inspector which resulted in work orders because there
was a problem with carbon monoxide poisoning in the
workplace, and the company was ordered to put in a
proper ventilation system to protect their workers.
When that happened, this individual was no longer
sleeping every night when he came home from work as
aresult of carbon monoxide poisoning, which is a very
dangerous work condition.

* (1120)

This same employee made the news last year because
his hand was entirely severed in a piece of metal-
cutting equipment. Fortunately, they were able to sew
it back on again, but he still faces more surgery and he
may eventually have to have the hand amputated if the
surgery is not successful because he has very little
movement or feeling in the hand. This time, Workplace
Safety and Health, or perhaps it was the Department of
Justice, laid charges against the company, and they
went to court and they were acquitted. So I phoned the
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director of Workplace Safety and Health and I said,
well, are you going to appeal this decision? They said,
yes, but it may take two or three months. So I am going
to be writing to the minister and to the director
requesting that they appeal this decision because the
company had indeed violated a number of Workplace
Safety and Health laws.

We know that there are many safety problems in our
mines in northern Manitoba, which, I am sure, our
northern members will talk about in their speeches.
This includes very unsafe working conditions that
results in the death or deaths of miners every year.

(Mr. Marcel Laurendeau, Deputy Speaker, in the
Chair)

There is nothing in this speech about plant closures.
There have been many, many plant closures in this
province, which have resulted in thousands, well,
hundreds—perhaps thousands—I am not sure of the exact
number of people who have been laid off as a result of
plant closures in recent years. [ was reading recently
about the possibility of plant closure legislation. A very
good analogy was offered, and the analogy was that of
marriage, that if two partners in a marriage break up the
assets that one contributes to a marriage, even as a
homemaker, are considered in the division of assets
upon separation and divorce, and someone suggested
that plants should be required to follow the same kind
of compensation. If they leave a community, it is like
a marriage breaking up. They should be forced to
compensate the community, and I thought that was a
very interesting analogy and the kind of thing that we
should look at so that corporations and businesses feel
that they have some accountability and loyalty to their
local community.

There is nothing in this throne speech about the
impacts of health regionalization. We know that health
care is of great concern to the citizens of Manitoba
these days because of the possibility of hospitals
closing and nursing homes being closed as a result of
rationalization, not just in rural Manitoba, but in the
city of Winnipeg. We saw this in spades when people
came out to force the government to reopen emergency
rooms, and one of them is in our community, Seven
Oaks Hospital. People rallied and they came to public
meetings. They phoned the government and they
signed petitions, and they said we need an emergency

room because we are the only hospital in our quadrant
of the city. So all the emergency rooms were reopened.

Then we had to fight all over again because there was
a proposal to convert Seven Oaks Hospital from a full
service community hospital to a nursing home or some
other use. So once again the citizens of north Winnipeg
were forced to have public meetings, to sign petitions
that were introduced in this Legislature to try and put
pressure on the government to stop this plan to close
Seven Oaks Hospital. For the time being we are
successful. but the fight is not over because there is
going to be a new urban hospital board and no doubt
there will be rationalization, and there will be closures.
and there will be redesignation of health care facilities.

We believe that there is a danger that this plan may
still go ahead. If so. once again the citizens of north
Winnipeg will be forced to rally to keep their full
service hospital that they campaigned for decades to get
in the first place. It would be a shame if we, in our area
of the city, did not have a full service hospital.

There is nothing in this throne speech to address
some of the impacts of this government's cuts to
education which are affecting classrooms. This year
the government is patting themselves on the back
because there is not a cut; it is zero. As if that is
something to be proud of given that inflation means that
school divisions are actually getting less money for
education relative to inflation.

That is resulting in some very difficult decisions. For
example, last year Winnipeg School Division No. 1
reduced their nursery program by 20 percent because
the money just was not there, and it is a program that is
not cost-shared with the province of Manitoba. It is the
only division I believe-well, perhaps Frontier has a
nursery program, but I think it is the only division in
Manitoba for quite a long number of years that has had
a nursing program in every school in Manitoba's largest
school division.

We believe it is very valuable. In fact, the: other night
I was at R.B. Russell School, along with the
Honourable Mr. Newman, who was on the panel
listening to a presentation about the High/Scope Perry
Preschool study. The minister talked about some of the
research in his speech having to do with infants and
children. We know that preschool programs like
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nursery are important. If the government believes that,
and certainly we have one minister that seems to
believe it, and I think probably the Minister of Family
Services (Mrs. Mitchelson) believes it—she has no doubt
read the research-we can only hope that they will
convince the government that the nursery program in
Winnipeg No. 1 is worthy of funding.

There are some announcements that are alluded to in
the throne speech, and [ guess we will have to wait for
the budget, but my hunch is that it is probably going to
be a pilot project. In fact, a pilot project is mentioned
in the throne speech.

So instead of doing the right thing and instead of
adequately funding early childhood education and in
spite of the fact that we have all the evidence and we
know for example that for every dollar that is invested
in early childhood education that the long-term savings
are $7, a good investment by any standard. In fact,
somebody pointed out that this is a better investment
than most businesses expect to receive on a return on
investment. So the evidence is there that there are
benefits to spending money on children before they
start kindergarten and that this has long-term benefits.
So we would hope that the government would do more
than just a pilot project.

Why do a pilot project when you already have the
evidence and you know what is going to happen?
However, we will see what is in the budget
announcement, and I will get to speak again on this
topic after the budget is released.

This throne speech talks once again about how their
balanced budget legislation protects essential services
such as health and that they have protected and
improved health care, education, justice and social
services. | do not see how, with a straight face, the
government can actually say this knowing that there
have been cuts to health care, cuts to education, cuts to
justice programs and cuts to social services. I wishthey
would at least be honest enough to acknowledge what
they have done in their budgets and say so in the throne
speech.

They say that their social policy ensures the benefits
of growth are shared fairly amongst all citizens, but |
think that there is lots of evidence that this also is not
true. For example, what benefits have accrued to

people on social assistance? Well, last year they cut
$23 million from benefits of social assistance
recipients. How have these benefits accrued to the
working poor? Well, the throne speech talks in several
places about a new benefit to the working poor, but
when you look closely at it, and I am sorry 1T do not
have my file here on the new enhanced child benefit,
but an analysis has been done by the Canadian Council
on Welfare, an organization whose board members are
appointed by the federal government, and I believe their
budget is entirely from the federal government. They
have compared it with the existing program which was
announced in last year's federal budget, and this is a
major sleight of hand by the federal Liberal government
which apparently the provinces are playing along with.

So that last year they announced that working poor
people will get a new benefit. Certainly we do not
quarrel with that, and the government would agree with
this, too, that one of the problems of getting people off
social assistance and making them self supporting and
independent that this government talks a lot about is
removing some of the barriers to getting off social
assistance, and there are many, not only in finding and
keeping a job.

For example, when people are on social assistance,
they receive free dental, free optical and free
prescription drugs. When you get a job, if your
employer does not provide those things as a benefit of
employment, then you end up paying for your own
optical and your own dental and your own prescription
drugs up to the Pharmacare deductible limit.

To their credit, this government extended that, |
believe for single parents or perhaps for all
beneficiaries. The minister would certainly know that,
and [ guess I could look it up. I think it is for three
months. So, you know, it is a small step; it is a good
step. It helps bridge people between being on social
assistance and being in employment. [interjection]

*(1130)

It is one year, the minister says. Okay. Well,I am
glad to hear that. Perhaps I should follow up the
question in Estimates and find out how many people
have benefited from this and how much it cost the
government because it is a good thing to bridge people
from social assistance to employment. It certainly
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makes it easier for people to get into the paid
workforce.

The other barrier is that quite often people eamn less
money whentheyareeven employed full time than they
do on social assistance. Of course, one of the reasons
for that is the minimum wage not being high enough,
and this government has not increased it nearly enough.
In fact, we are much lower than Saskatchewan and
Ontario, and a raise in the minimum wage is long
overdue.

Now this really depends on family size, so if people
have a large family and they are on social assistance,
then they could very easily be making more money not
working and athome than in the paid workforce. If you
give a benefit based on the number of children to the
working poor, that does help them. That does take a
number of families out of poverty if they were formerly
below the poverty line. We commend initiatives like
this by the federal government in this case.

Now this year, what is happening? Well, they are
scrapping last year's program. They are putting in a so-
called new benefit or enhanced child tax benefit, but
what about the levels? Well, for some family sizes the
level in this year's new enhanced tax benefit by the
federal Liberal government will be lower than last
year's new initiative for the working poor. Fortunately,
the researchers at the Canadian Council on Welfare
uncovered that and so did the research staff at the
Canadian Council on Social Development. Our federal
leader, Alexa McDonough put out a press release on it
that was actually picked up by the media so that the
public have been wamed about this sleight of hand.

Of course, the other problem that we have, and we
will be talking about this later, is that this benefit is
going to go to all families and then the provincial
governments, including Manitoba I believe, are going
to claw it back from people who are on social
assistance, so they will be no better off than they were
before this new benefit announced by the federal
government.

What we are waiting to hear, and I am sure that the
Minister of Finance (Mr. Stefanson) will have it in his
Budget Address if we do not have some sort of press
release before then, is how Manitoba will reallocate this
money. I am not sure of the amount. It could be 4

percent of $600 million. We might be talking about
$12 million here. I am not sure of the amount, but that
will be reallocated, and it is supposed to be reallocated
to children's programs.

So then the question is, will it go into daycare? |
know that the Deputy Speaker (Mr. Laurendeau) has a
great interest in that. having visited many. many
daycares in Manitoba as part of his travelling road
show-I mean. travelling review of the daycare
regulations.  Certainly the daycare community is
waiting. because that is the rumour. that this money is
going to be reallocated and put into the daycare system.
Certainly there are many good ways that the
government could use this money. Probably the pilot
project is going to be a recipient or a beneficiary of that
new money. but, you know, a pilot program is probably
not going to cost $12 million unless the government is
planning something much, much more extensive and
expensive than I anticipate. In fact, I predict that, if the
government wants a pilot project, they will replicate or
duplicate something like Andrews Street Family Centre
that this minister is always talking about or some sort of
Headstart program.

When I ask the minister a question about poverty, she
talks about the Andrews Street Family Centre; when |
talk about single parents, she talks about the Andrews
Street Family Centre. It does not matter whether my
question is relevant to her answer, she tells me about
the Andrews Street Family Centre anyway. I am not
sure whether it is because it is a good program or
because it is in Burrows constituency. I think she likes
telling me about it because it is in Burrows
constituency, and I am very happy and proud to have
Andrews Street Family Centre in Burrows constituency.
I drop in there from time to time; I go to all their
official openings.

[ was at the one last week where the aboriginal
Headstart program had an official opening, and it was
great to see. They have a wonderful program, and they
have trained staff, actually people from the community
to work there, and we would like to see far more of
that. In fact, [ think these programs should not be
isolated. There should not just be 13 of them in
Manitoba or whatever the number is, but every child
who wants to and who needs to should have the
advantage of preschool education because we know
what the benefits are.
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Has the government's balanced budget legislation and
the so-called social policy benefits helped the health
care system in Manitoba? Well, if you look at the
number of cuts in health care, the answer is no. What
about justice, since they mentioned justice? Well, I
think aboriginal people are still waiting and we are still
waiting for the implementation of the recommendations
of the Aboriginal Justice Inquiry report. There were
quite a large number of recommendations, and we will
have to see if the new minister does a better job than
the former minister in implementing those reports.

One delegation that met with the government, and
probably the Deputy Premier (Mr. Downey) was there,
when they lobbied the government and said, what are
you doing to implement the AJI report? They said, oh,
we have implemented a hundred recommendations.
Well, we are still waiting for the list, and I think we are
going to have to write to the minister and say, please
give us the list of the hundred recommendations that
you have implemented, because no one on this side
believes that there is anywhere near a hundred
recommendations implemented.

Usually what I hear in our speeches is that the
government has not implemented any of them, so we
would like a list, whether it is 100 or whether it is 10.
If you have implemented any, include it in your
speeches and talk about what you have been doing to
implement those recommendations.

I think this is an appropriate time to talk about
alternatives that are cheaper. You know, the
government has a choice. Budgets are really about
choices. You can either spend the money on very
expensive things like jails and spend $42,000 a year per
inmate, or you can spend $4,000 a year on an early
childhood education program. We know, from the
High/Scope Perry Preschool study, that you will save
$7 for every $1 that is invested and, certainly, all the
people, including the chief of police for Winnipeg,
Chief Cassels, a representative of the aboriginal
community;- Kathy Mallett; the new Minister of
Northern and - aboriginal affairs; and other
representatives, the chairperson of Winnipeg School
Division No. 1, who were on the platform—in fact,
everyone was impressed and everybody agreed, except
the representative of the . Manitoba Taxpayers
Association, that these things are good investments.

We will remind the Minister of Northern A ffairs (Mr.
Newman) about his endorsation of this over and over
again, so we think that the government has a choice.
You can either spend the money, much'more money, on
incarceration, or you can spend the money on early
childhood education. As people said, you can either
spend the money now or spend it later.

It was very interesting, and I am sorry I do not have
with me the name of the guest who was at that public
forum at R.B. Russell School earlier-I think it is Dr.
Larry Schweinhart—who was given the opportunity to
speak last, and the point that he made was very
interesting. He said that there are two things: There is
knowledge and there is will. He said, we have the
knowledge, we have done the studies, we know what
works and what does not, and then there is the will. He
was talking about political will.

You cannot have one and notthe other. If you have
the knowledge, then you need to have the political will
to implement it, and we hope that this government has
the political will to implement it. We will be listening
very carefully to the budget speech to see if they do put
real dollars into early childhood education, since some
of their ministers have already endorsed this idea, this
concept.

The government talks about children in need. In fact,
this is really a meanspirited, extreme government that
is trying to put a friendly face on itself. After eight
years, almost nine years of cuts, now they are trying to
look benign and harmless by talking about children and
child poverty, but Manitoba has the third-worst record
of children under 18 living in poverty, as well as the
worst record for poor children of single mothers. The
rate for all children has risen to 23.2 percent from 21.2
percentin 1988, reflecting an increase of 3,000 children
living in poverty; 71.5 percent of children of single
mothers are living in poverty.

Winnipeg Harvestreports it is assisting-an average of
17,000 families a month through its food bank. This is
an increase from last month's monthly average of
15,000 families, and now the income assistance staff
are handing out some sort of information sheet to tell
people where they can get help in the community that
includes the phone number for Winnipeg Harvest. -
think that is a recognition by the system -that they
cannot even meet people's basic needs and they should
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go to a food bank. We believe that that is
fundamentally and morally wrong, that people should
be given enough money to live on.

Inrecent years, this government has forced the city to
reduce food allowances for children due to
standardization of rates and refuse to cost-share the
city's higher rates. This was done by a former Minister
of Family Services in 1993 when they brought about
standardization, and we criticized him at the time. |
believe I have always been fair in my criticisms and
acknowledge that in rural Manitoba this would mean
that the rates would go up in many cases. However,
only about 10 percent of the employables are in rural
Manitoba and 90 percent are on City of Winnipeg
assistance, and what it has meant is that the city is
cutting and cutting because the provincial government
will not cost-share the amount above the provincial
standardized rates. The result is that last year the food
allowance for children from zero to 18 was cut in every
category. The greatest amount for children from zero
to one was they were cut by 26 percent. That is what
this meanspirited government is doing to babies and
children in our society, in our city and our province.

* (1140)

This year the proposed budget had a cut, but people
defended the existing rates that are higher than the
province and, even though it is going to cost the City of
Winnipeg over a million dollars, that has been left in
the budget for now. We do not know what is going to
happen when it hits the floor at council, but if they
reduce it, clearly the blame lies with this provincial
government who will not cost-share a realistic rate for
children.

One of the things that has happened, and I just talked
to one of the staff at the city yesterday to confirm this,
is that they no longer have a market-basket approach.
Their food allowance used to be based on getting home
economists—in fact, the Minister of Agriculture (Mr.
Enns) probably knows this, that he has a very good staff
home economist in the Department of Agriculture, and
they publish every year an annual statistical guide on
how much it costs to raise a family. It is wonderful
data, and it is based on a market-basket approach, as |
understand it. But those rates are nowhere near what
people actually get on social assistance. So, on the one
hand, you have professionals in the Department of

Agriculture producing very good reports, very good
data that I quote from all the time, but they do not share
that with people on income assistance when they are
setting the rates for social assistance, not even for food.
because they do not care. They believe in poor-
bashing. They know it is popular; they know they can
getaway with it. So every year we have cuts to social
allowance for children in this province. and it is
shameful.

This province also reduced provincial social
allowance rates. including families with children. and
they did a little sleight of hand. They wanted it to
appear that it was not as bad as it was, so they said. we
are only cutting by 10 percent in this category and 2
percent in this category. There was no asterisk at the
bottom of the media handout, which said that this
includes rent. you know, this is a percentage of the
whole allowance. What they did not tell people was
that it was actually 22 percent and 10 percent in three
categories of people's food, clothing, personal and
household.

So it was like the Harris government. They cut 22
percent, the same as the Mike Harris government, but
this government is sneaky. They learned from the Mike
Harris experience. What they did was they talked to
people in the welfare system in Ontario and said, what
did you do? How did it go? Well, they found out that
the landlords were furious in Ontario—you know. those
landlords who get money from people on welfare and
support the Tory Party in Ontario—they were furious
because their rent was cut 22 percent. So what did they
do in Manitoba? They left out the rent. They did not
cut the rent. [interjection] Oh, Ralph Klein. Yes, you
are probably learning from Ralph Klein's government
about how to bring about cuts as well. 1 am sure of
that. So they left the rent. Now in one way that is good
because people need money for rent, and if you reduce
the amount, it is going to make it harder for people to
find affordable housing. But in the city of Winnipeg
this was a gift to landlords of about $12 million by not
cutting the rent 22 percent. So we know that when
right-wing governments in other provinces like Alberta
and Ontario make cuts that this Manitoba government
watches whatthey do. They learn from that experience
and then they implement it in Manitoba.

This government also failed to implement the health
of Manitoba's children, Dr. Postl's report, including its
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recommendations on child poverty. A very good
report, progressive recommendations—we quote from it
all the time—commissioned by this government, the
Department of Health, but have they implemented any
of the recommendations? Not in the area of child
poverty, they certainly have not. The government
reduced the budget for child daycare by $4 million a
year and reduced the number of subsidized spaces.
According to the 1991 census, there are 82,135 children
under the age of five in Manitoba. Despite our high
child poverty rates, the Filmon government has reduced
the number of subsidized child care spaces from 9,900
for '95-96 to 8,600 for 1996-97, and I suspect those
numbers are too high. When they had the number
capped at 9,600, it was way below 9,600, but we will
get into that in Family Services Estimates.

This government has failed to implement new
strategies as promi