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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Monday, November 27, 2006

The House met at 1:30 p.m.
PRAYER
ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

Bill 9-The Grandparent Access
and Other Amendments Act
(Child and Family Services Act Amended)

Hon. Gord Mackintosh (Minister of Family
Services and Housing): Mr. Speaker, | move,
seconded by the Minister responsible for Seniors
(Ms. Irvin-Ross), that Bill 9, The Grandparent
Access and Other Amendments Act (Child and
Family Services Act Amended); Loi sur le droit de
visite des grands-parents et apportant d'autres
modifications (modification de la Loi sur les services
a I'enfant et a la famille), be now read a first time.

Motion presented.

Mr. Mackintosh: This bill is one of five parts of the
government's package of family law reforms, both
grand-relations. The bill, while maintaining the
child's best interest as the overriding consideration
and ensuring parents continue to have a voice in
proceedings, requires courts to recognize that a child
can benefit from a positive, nurturing relationship
with a grandparent. It better facilitates grandparent
and other family access with creative solutions,
allows for the adjustment of orders as relationships
evolve and allows for more timely orders.

Mr. Speaker: Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt
the motion? [Agreed]

Point of Order

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Member for Russell,
on a point of order?

Mr. Leonard Derkach (Russell): Mr. Speaker, on a
point of order. As unusual as this may seem, | rise on
a point of order because this bill that was introduced
today is one that has been before this Legislature for
two years, was first sponsored by the member from
Souris, who worked very hard with grandparents
across this province to ensure that this kind of access
to grandchildren could, in fact, be attained.

Mr. Speaker, although we are glad that finally
the government has wakened up and has

acknowledged that the bill that was introduced first
by the member from Souris has validity, | just find it
regrettable that in the introduction of this bill the
minister could not even pay a tribute to the member
from Souris who sponsored this bill more than two
years ago. We look forward to the passage of this
bill.

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Minister of Family
Services, on the same point of order?

Mr. Mackintosh: Mr. Speaker, on the point of
order. 1 know the member opposite had a well-
intentioned but unfortunately a bill that would have
some mischievous outcomes. | am sure members will
see when they see the bill that the bill introduced by
the government has very little resemblance, if any at
all, to the bill from the opposition, which the
opposition would not let go to debate because they
walked out of this House day after day.

Mr. Speaker: On the point of order raised by the
honourable Member for Russell, he does not have a
point of order. Points of order should be raised to
point out to the Speaker, departure of a rule or
procedure in the House and not to be used for points
of debate.

Point of Order

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Member for Russell,
on a new point of order?

Mr. Derkach: Yes, on a new point of order. | just
want to correct the record, Mr. Speaker, because |
did call the Member for Minnedosa (Mrs. Rowat),
the member for Souris. Although she lives in Souris,
she is the Member for Minnedosa. | just wanted to
correct that for the record. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker: | thank the honourable member for
that. Now we will move on to petitions.

PETITIONS
Headingley Foods

Mrs. Mavis Taillieu (Morris): Mr. Speaker, | wish
to present the following petition to the Legislative
Assembly of Manitoba.

These are the reasons for this petition:

The owners of Headingley Foods, a small
business based in Headingley, would like to sell
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alcohol at their store. The distance from their
location to the nearest Liquor Mart, via the Trans-
Canada Highway, is 9.3 kilometres. The distance to
the same Liquor Mart via Roblin Boulevard is 10.8
kilometres. Their application has been rejected
because their store needs to be 10 kilometres away
from the Liquor Mart. It is 700 metres short of this
requirement using one route but 10.8 kilometres
using the other.

The majority of Headingley's population lives
off Roblin Boulevard and uses Roblin Boulevard to
get to and from Winnipeg rather than the Trans-
Canada Highway. Additionally, the highway route is
often closed or too dangerous to travel in severe
weather conditions. The majority of Headingley
residents therefore travel to the Liquor Mart via
Roblin Boulevard, a distance of 10.8 kilometres.

Small businesses outside Winnipeg's perimeter
are vital to the prosperity of Manitoba's communities
and should be supported. It is difficult for small
businesses like Headingley Foods to compete with
larger stores in Winnipeg, and they require added
services to remain viable. Residents should be able to
purchase alcohol locally rather than having to drive
to the next municipality.

We petition the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba as follows:

To wurge the Minister charged with the
administration of The Liquor Control Act (Mr.
Smith), to consider allowing the owners of
Headingley Foods to sell alcohol at their store,
thereby supporting small business and the prosperity
of rural communities in Manitoba.

This is signed by Steven Koksar, Tom Major,
David Williams and many others, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: In accordance with our rule 132(6),
when petitions are read they are deemed to be
received by the House.

Provincial Slogan

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, |
wish to present the following petition to the
Legislative Assembly.

The background to this petition is as follows:

That the NDP have authorized the spending of
hundreds of thousands of tax dollars to promote the
new slogan, "Spirited Energy."

That "Friendly Manitoba" is a better description
of our province.

We petition the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba as follows:

To request the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba to consider supporting the slogan "Friendly
Manitoba" over "Spirited Energy."

To urge the Premier (Mr. Doer) and his NDP
caucus to make public the total cost in creating and
promoting the new slogan "Spirited Energy."

Mr. Speaker, that is signed by G. Oleas, S.
Maglain, M. Reyes and many, many other
Manitobans.

Introduction of Guests

Mr. Speaker: Prior to Oral Questions, | would like
to draw the attention of honourable members to the
public gallery where we have with us today 20
Journalism students from Red River College. These
students are under the direction of Mr. Duncan
McMonagle.

On behalf of all honourable members, | welcome
you all here today.

ORAL QUESTIONS

"'Spirited Energy"* Advertising Campaign
Private Sector Contributions

Mr. Hugh McFadyen (Leader of the Official
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, my question is to the
Deputy Premier. Manitobans are becoming
increasingly curious about the structure of the
financing related to the latest government pre-
election  taxpayer-funded election  campaign,
otherwise known as the "Spirited Energy" campaign.
We were initially told, this Chamber and Manitobans
were told, that this initiative was being led by the
private sector. We then learned that the Premier's
(Mr. Doer) former director of communications was,
in fact, the individual spearheading the initiative
within a department of the government of Manitoba.

We were initially told that private-sector
contributors were providing a million dollars toward
the campaign. We then learned that within that
million dollars were private-sector players, according
to the government, like Manitoba Public Insurance,
which last we checked was a Crown corporation.
Then we learned, Mr. Speaker, that much of the
contribution, if not all of it, comes in the form of in-
kind contributions.
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So, Mr. Speaker, after months of stonewalling in
response to questions from the media, stonewalling
in response to questions from the opposition;
contradictions, flip-flops and misinformation on
where the money is coming from on this campaign,
will the minister today confirm specifically how
much in the way of cash, how much cash
contribution has been provided by the private sector
to the "Spirited Energy" campaign?

* (13:40)

Hon. Rosann Wowchuk (Deputy Premier): | wish
the member opposite would indicate to this House
whether he really does support promoting Manitoba
outside of Manitoba. When he first spoke, the
member opposite said: Why are you only promoting
Manitoba to Manitobans? Now, when we are
advertising outside of Manitoba, he says: Why are
you advertising there? You are wasting taxpayers'
money.

We are very much committed to having more
people learn about Manitoba, Mr. Speaker, and | can
assure this House that the private sector is involved.
The member opposite is concerned about Crown
corporations being involved. The member opposite
would rather privatize those Crown corporations than
have them contribute.

Mr. Speaker, in-kind contributions are the same
as putting money—

Mr. Speaker: Order.

Mr. McFadyen: | see the Deputy Premier is reading
off the same evasion tip sheet that the Premier (Mr.
Doer) must have left behind as he has gone off on his
conference.

The question is this: We are not worried about
the brand of Manitoba. It is a great province. What
we are worried about, Mr. Speaker, is the brand of
this government. This government's brand is turning
into a brand that has more to do with stonewalling
and evasion than spirited energy, so what we would
like from the government today are some clear
answers. In the expenditure of taxpayers' dollars,
what Manitobans are looking for, what members on
this side of the House are looking for are clear
answers and direct answers with respect to this
expenditure of taxpayers' dollars.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Premier (Mr. Doer)
previously said that this initiative was being led by
the private sector. Now we hear the minister saying
they're private-sector contributions. Among those

contributions are volunteer times being valued at
$200 an hour by this government. Now even the
Member for Kildonan (Mr. Chomiak) can't bill his
time out at $200 an hour. | am sure he would come
close, but there are not very many Manitobans who
bill their time at $200 an hour.

So we learned last week that Brandon University
hadn't paid a nickel to have the banner placed on the
side of their buildings. We have now learned that the
government spent $30,000 putting together the
advertising that now appears on the side of the
CanWest building at Portage and Main in Winnipeg.
In light of the fact that taxpayer dollars, $30,000 was
put out to advertise "Spirited Energy" on the side of
the CanWest building at Portage and Main, can the
minister please explain how it is that the Premier can
count this as a private-sector contribution when the
company did not put a nickel toward it?

Hon. Scott Smith (Minister of Competitiveness,
Training and Trade): Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to put correct answers on the record. The
flip-flop party opposite wanted to go national in this
campaign. When we went national, they did not like
that.

The government has put about $2.4 million into
the "Spirited Energy" campaign. The private sector,
businesses, the business sector, has put about a
million dollars in, and members opposite continue to
hammer on. This is good to be a branding process,
Mr. Speaker, and then they flip-flop on the other
side, and say: Well, now we have to pay for it.

Manitobans and the private sector have led this
right from day one, through the Premier's Economic
Advisory committee, a group of industry individuals.
I am tired of the members opposite belittling the
industry and individuals who have put so much time
into this. Mr. Speaker, this is positive—

Mr. Speaker: Order.

Mr. McFadyen: On the one hand, the minister gets
up and says that this is being led by the private
sector, and then he goes on to say that the
government, the taxpayers of Manitoba, are putting
up $2.4 million, and he has cooked up this phony $1-
million number to attribute to the private sector.

Now, Mr. Speaker, even if we give him the
benefit of the doubt, which we don't, but even if we
gave him the benefit of the doubt that the private
sector was contributing a million, that is not leading
the campaign when we have taxpayers now on the
hook for $2.4 million.
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Now, this morning on CJOB, the minister said:
Well, it was $900,000 that we've got in contributions
from the business community, he says. He said a
million in Question Period. Earlier today, it was
$900,000 on CJOB, coming from the business
community. He then went on to say that $480,000 of
that was coming from parties who were receiving
funds from the government for ad buys. So this is
what he counts as an in-kind contribution to the
campaign.

So will the minister today provide clarity to this
House and to Manitobans as the individual and the
government responsible for the sound administration
of taxpayers' dollars? Will he just come clean? Will
he explain how much has been contributed by the
private sector? Will he provide a line-by-line
accounting of how much taxpayers are on the hook,
and how much cash contribution, not in-kind?
Nothing else, end the evasions; come clean. Let us
know what the private sector has put into this
campaign, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Smith: Maybe, Mr. Speaker, I'll speak a little
more slowly for the member opposite. We put $1.6
million in in the initial part of the campaign;
$800,000 from the Province of Manitoba in the
secondary part. We're one of the only provinces in
Canada to get such a large contribution, about a
million dollars from the private sector and business
community.

It's something we should be proud of in
Manitoba. We are branding Manitoba on the advice
of the industries, on the advice of private business,
on the advice of the Winnipeg Chamber of
Commerce's Dave Angus, on the advice of Graham
Starmer from the Manitoba Chambers of Commerce.
The Chamber of Commerce in Brandon and many
others wanted this branding. We're doing it. We're
doing it efficiently, and we're doing it with them on
their advice. It doesn't get any clearer than that.

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Leader of the Official
Opposition, on a new question.

Mr. McFadyen: The stonewalling campaign
continues under this new minister which goes to
show that you can change the chef, but the same old
muddled recipe remains the same, Mr. Speaker.

My question is for the minister. The minister has
indicated that a million dollars has come from the
private sector, and then he goes on to say on CJOB
this morning: Well, it's more like $900,000 from the
private sector. Then he goes on to explain that of the

$900,000, $300,000 is coming in the form of
contributions from the broadcasters.

He hasn't yet made it clear whether this is a
discount on the paid advertising that his government
is providing to the broadcasters or whether it's a cash
contribution; $165,000 coming from CanWest.
They're buying advertising from CanWest. It's not
yet clear, and | wish the minister would clarify it.
Has CanWest written a cheque for $165,000 or is
this coming in the form of a discount on paid
advertising being bought by his government using
taxpayer funds? Then he goes on to say: $15,000
from the Winnipeg Sun. So that's $480,000, Mr.
Speaker, out of the $900,000 that he spoke of this
morning.

Will the minister please now stand up and
account for the other $420,000?

Mr. Smith: What is clear is we're getting a buy-in
from our industry here in Manitoba and our business
community in Manitoba. What's crystal clear, Mr.
Speaker, is that we're getting a buy-in from the
Chambers of Commerce in Winnipeg, from
Manitoba, from Brandon and others.

As the member opposite wants to split hairs on
when he's talking about $1 million, it doesn't get any
clearer: the $900,000, there's about $100,000 coming
from the Crowns. But when the Chambers of
Commerce have a business function and they say
from the private sector they've raised X number of
dollars, they don't sweat out the Crown corporations
that are members of that Chamber of Commerce.
They're part of the business community. They're
working for Manitobans. Quite frankly, he's about
the only person in Manitoba that's not in the
"Spirited Energy" campaign.

Mr. McFadyen: Mr. Speaker, the minister has
indicated $900,000 in private sector contributions.
He accounted this morning for $480,000 coming
from either discounts or rebates or contributions of
some kind, in-kind advertising from broadcasters
who are receiving public funds under the "Spirited
Energy" campaign.

Will the minister today account for the missing
$420,000?

Mr. Smith: The only thing missing is this member's
buy-in with the rest of Manitobans. As a person who
supports the business community and our industries
in Manitoba, it must be extremely frustrating for
them not to see this member put a value on their time
and their energy that they've put into this campaign.
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That does have a value, Mr. Speaker, that has a
critical value. The expertise we're getting from the
business community and their time they have put
into this does have a value.

The member opposite seems to say their time
has no value. If you take Hartley Richardson or
many of the others who are part of the campaign and
the time they put in, they have a high value and they
bring to us fantastic views from the business sector.
They should put a time frame on that where it does—

Mr. Speaker: Order.
* (13:50)

Mr. McFadyen: Mr. Speaker, | want to thank the
minister for confirming that the 900,000 is a phony
number.

Last Tuesday on CJOB radio, when asked, the
Premier (Mr. Doer), asked about subsequent phases,
the government announced an extra $800,000 last
week in advertising, twice what they're putting into
the gang task force. When the Premier was asked
about phases three and four, the Premier appeared
apprehensive about spending more provincial money
for a third-phase plan for the new year. The Premier's
quote is: I've got some questions about that so we
haven't approved that but there could be no more.
This is the Premier last week on Tuesday.

Then the minister on Friday says in response:
Are you talking about phases three and four, and he
says: This is absolutely no secret. This was
announced in June. Yes, there's no secret by no
means from anyone. So, Mr. Speaker, who has got it
wrong, the Premier or the minister?

Mr. Smith: The people have it wrong at the
opposition, not the Premier nor 1.

Mr. Speaker, when we started this out, the front-
end costs brought forward by professionals on
bringing forth a branding for Manitoba had front-end
costs. That initial cost was about $1.6 million. Going
into the secondary phase, it was about $800,000.

Members opposite would not like to brand
Manitoba, obviously, and that's fine, but it will be
continued. It is popular. We're now hitting about 6.3
million people across Canada. Mr. Speaker, we've
got a lot to offer in Manitoba. We're going to tell
everybody across Canada and certainly into the
United States what we have to offer here. If the
members want to sit and hole up in Manitoba, we
don't. We want to be competitive, and we want to
brand Manitoba in the best possible way.

Health Care
Volume of Major Surgery Cases

Mrs. Myrna Driedger (Charleswood): Mr.
Speaker, in 1998-99, under a Tory government,
58,000 major surgery cases were done in Winnipeg.
In 2005-06, under the NDP, only 53,500 major
surgeries were done in Winnipeg, a drop of 4,500
major surgical cases.

I'd like to ask the Minister of Health, after she
has put 1.5 billion more dollars into the health care
system, why she has dramatically cut back major
surgical cases by 4,500 cases.

Hon. Theresa Oswald (Minister of Health): Mr.
Speaker, let me start off by saying that when we
came into government in 1999, the wait lists for
lifesaving surgery, the wait lists for cancer and the
wait lists for cardiac were unacceptably high. At that
time, we made the politically difficult but
emotionally appropriate decision to send people to
the United States while we got those wait lists under
control.

I'm very proud to say, Mr. Speaker, that at this
time we have wait lists for cancer and cardiac that
fall below the national benchmark. That is one
example of what happens when you make health care
a priority in contrast to the Leader of the Opposition
(Mr. McFadyen) who, on November 1, in the
Winnipeg Free Press said that it was no longer a
priority for him.

Mrs. Driedger: Mr. Speaker, the minister would be
much better off, instead of playing politics with her
answer, to try to answer the question because she
didn't answer it.

A leaked WRHA surgery program business plan
a few years ago said that access to surgical services
in Manitoba is decreasing, and that because of
increasing cancer rates and increasing baby boomers,
there was a need for more surgery to be done.
Instead, it's grown worse. Compared to the year 2000
when the NDP first formed government, there are a
thousand less gynecological surgeries done, almost a
thousand less urological surgeries done, over 700
fewer vascular surgeries and almost 1,400 fewer
general surgical cases which include cancer.

With $1.5 million more spending, can the
Minister of Health explain why she has cut back
surgical volumes so dramatically?

Ms. Oswald: | want to go on by saying that once we
worked very diligently to reduce these unacceptably
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high wait times for lifesaving surgeries like cancer
and cardiac. Again, | think we saw just last week,
Mr. Speaker, the country's Globe and Mail citing
while other provinces have made progress on wait
times, Manitoba is a provincial star in its bid to
reduce health care queues, the shortest wait time in
the country for radiation.

But, that's not all, Mr. Speaker. We went on to
addressing issues concerning quality of life surgeries
and, of course, we know that our median wait time
for hip and knee surgery has gone from 44 weeks to
24 weeks, a reduction of 20 weeks in just one year. |
think it's also a salient point for the member opposite
to realize we've moved surgeries out of the Winnipeg
centre around the province.

Mrs. Driedger: In reference to the article from The
Globe and Mail that the minister is just referencing, |
would like to indicate that there are some
Manitobans who have written a letter to the editor
saying that the waiting lists in Manitoba are an
embarrassment and that Manitoba is no shining star
when it comes to waiting lists. They were very
offended because they are on the wait.

This Minister of Health is not answering this
question. Mr. Speaker, 4,500 major surgical cases
have been drastically cut under her watch, and she is
not answering the question. These are major surgical
cases. These numbers are stunning, and they are
alarming because they also include waits for patients
who have cancer.

I would like to ask her why she's not answering
the question, why she has slashed back 4,500
surgical cases in Winnipeg. Is it mismanagement, is
it incompetence, is it a doctor shortage? What is it?

Ms. Oswald: Mr. Speaker, the member opposite gets
very concerned about answers to questions. She
simply edits out the answers that she doesn't like to
hear, like, for example, if we are going to address the
issue of investments in health care, we hear the
member opposite citing numbers that our
government, making health care a priority, invests in
health care.

Let's take the 1 percent promise from the 2003
election campaign for members opposite. Doing
some arithmetic back from 2003, we know now that
would be a bludgeoning, damaging blow to our
health care system of some $260 million. That would
be the equivalent of closing the Grace Hospital
altogether, practically every hospital in rural
Manitoba or maybe just cancelling home care. Our

government makes health care a priority. Our
government makes surgery a priority. Our numbers
are clear. The member opposite is just wrong.

Lake Manitoba Water Stewardship Board
Board Appointments

Mr. Ralph Eichler (Lakeside): Mr. Speaker, this
NDP government made a commitment to form Lake
Manitoba Water Stewardship Board as a result of the
study on Lake Manitoba. This study was tabled three
years ago and is currently collecting dust.

Can the Minister of Water Stewardship inform
this House when they will form the Lake Manitoba
Water Stewardship Board, be appointed, and when it
plans to make recommendations on this lake?

Hon. Christine Melnick (Minister of Water
Stewardship): Well, Mr. Speaker, unlike members
opposite who ignored the situation with water
throughout the province of Manitoba, we have acted
on this. We are working to form the Lake Manitoba
Water Stewardship Board. We have had great
success with the Lake Winnipeg Stewardship Board.
We have a comprehensive plan to protect water from
source to tap, unlike members opposite who did
absolutely nothing for the 11 years when they were
in power.

Mr. Eichler: Mr. Speaker, this NDP government has
made countless statements about protecting water
quality but has only chosen to play politics. There's
much more to Manitoba than Lake Winnipeg. The
protection of Lake Manitoba is equally important.
Where is their plan on protecting this lake? Where is
their true commitment to Lake Manitoba?

Ms. Melnick: Mr. Speaker, it would be helpful if
members opposite would listen to the answers when
they ask a question. | just talked about our
comprehensive plan of protecting water from source
to tap. | talked about how pleased we are with the
Lake Winnipeg Stewardship Board. We are in the
process of forming the Lake Winnipeg Stewardship
Board. We are in phase 3 of our comprehensive plan.
We have brought in The Water Protection Act; we
have brought in the water quality act; we have
brought in water regulations. Members opposite have
not told the people of Manitoba are they or are they
not in support of the regulation of water in the
province in Manitoba. That's the real question in this
House. | dare them to answer it today.

* (14:00)
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Mr. Eichler: Mr. Speaker, we can just look at this
minister's boil water order. That's enough to put him
over the top just on that alone.

Mr. Speaker, the dust is piling up on the Lake
Manitoba report from 2003, enough to clog any lake,
thanks to the inaction of two ministers. This NDP
government has failed Lake Manitoba by the lack of
appointments to the Lake Manitoba Water Steward-
ship Board.

When will the Minister of Agriculture (Ms.
Wowchuk) or the Minister of Water Stewardship
take definite action and appoint this board before it is
too late for this important lake?

Ms. Melnick: Again, we are in the process of
forming the Lake Manitoba Water Stewardship
Board. It is also interesting that this member is
asking questions about the protection of water when
his leader has been very clear. On April 28, in the
Brandon Sun, he committed to remove the new water
regulations; but flip-flop, flip-flop, on November 17,
the Leader of the Opposition (Mr. McFadyen) said:
Mr. Speaker, we believe an environmental review is
overdue for the pork industry. We support a review
of the environmental implications of what is going
on.

So which is it? Do they support the protection of
water in this province, or will they continue what
they started during the 11 lean years when they were
in power and continue to ignore it?

Mr. Speaker: The honourable
Lakeside, on a new question.

Member for

Ranchers Choice Co-op
Status of Project

Mr. Ralph Eichler (Lakeside): Mr. Speaker, the
federal government's Loan Loss Reserve Program for
Ranchers Choice expires December 31, 2007. If this
C0-0p is not processing cattle by that date it could be
out of business permanently.

Can the Minister of Agriculture assure this
House that the facility will be in operation by
December 31 of '07, or could she tell Manitobans
what her backup plan is?

Hon. Rosann Wowchuk (Minister of Agriculture,
Food and Rural Initiatives): Mr. Speaker, | am
very pleased that the member opposite now talks
about the need for slaughter capacity in this
province, because the Member for Emerson (Mr.
Penner) has said that there is enough slaughter
capacity in this province. The Member for Lakeside

said that he did not really support the slaughter
capacity being increased, but they've changed their
mind. They changed their mind, and | am so happy
that they are onboard. | can say to the members
opposite that we continue to work with all people
who are interested in increasing slaughter capacity in
this province.

Mr. Eichler: Not even a blade of grass or a shovel
has been turned. This minister knows that.

Mr. Speaker, Ranchers Choice has a minimum
construction time of 11 months to build this plant,
barring no problems. The federal government Loan
Loss program demands that it will be in operation by
December 31 of next year. The minister has
continually dragged her feet on this issue, making
this completion date unrealistic.

Has the minister approached the federal
government to allow an extension of the federal
Loan Loss program, Mr. Speaker?

Ms. Wowchuk: | can assure the member that it was
under this government's leadership that we were able
to get the changes that were necessary so that the
Ranchers Choice program would qualify for the
Loan Loss program.

I want to commend the board of Ranchers
Choice who have been working very hard, Mr.
Speaker, to get this project onboard. Unfortunately,
the members opposite certainly didn't help. When we
were trying to get producers, and Ranchers Choice
was trying to get producers to sign up their cattle,
members opposite were speaking against it. They
were saying that we didn't need slaughter capacity in
this province. There was adequate capacity. The
members opposite should be the ones that get
onboard and finally start to support this project.

Mr. Eichler: This incompetent minister imposing a
mandatory $2 checkoff that was where the problem
started, and by her dragging her feet.

Mr. Speaker, this NDP government has less than
seven days to decide if the provincial Treasury will
move forward with its support for this only project,
Ranchers Choice. Sources have indicated that the co-
op is out of money and faces serious financial
difficulties. They will not be able to meet their
payroll.

Can the minister explain how this project will
move forward when they are facing these huge
financial hurtles at this time?
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Ms. Wowchuk: It is very interesting that the
members are onboard. | can assure him that my staff
and | have been in discussion with Ranchers Choice,
and every effort is being made to make that project
move forward. But, Mr. Speaker, this is very
curiously strange that the member supports govern-
ment's involvement in Ranchers Choice when their
policy document says that no provincial dollars
should go into a plant. They say that the private
sector can do this. So their policy says there should
be infrastructure, but then the private sector should
support it.

On this side of the House, we recognize full well
that there is a need for government support and that's
why we committed money to Ranchers Choice and
that's why we'll continue to work on slaughter
capacity. | urge the member opposite, before he asks
another question, to read his policy book.

Cattle Enhancement Council
Costs

Mr. Leonard Derkach (Russell): Mr. Speaker, the
person who should read her policy book is the
Minister of Agriculture in this province.

The mandatory $2-per-head tax on cattle started
on September 1, 2006. The council has hired an
executive director for $103,000. The chair, Mr. Bill
Uruski, an NDP MLA, is going to pay himself $340
per day plus expenses, and each member on that
committee will get $200 per day plus expenses. Mr.
Speaker, the wages, the per diems, the facility costs,
the operating costs will exceed a quarter million
dollars per year, and the most this council can collect
from the farmers per year is $1.6 million.

I want to ask the minister if she can confirm that
the government is prepared to spend a quarter
million dollars on administration when the maximum
they can collect from farmers is $1.6 million.

Hon. Rosann Wowchuk (Minister of Agriculture,
Food and Rural Initiatives): Mr. Speaker, when
producers were looking for a way to contribute to the
slaughter capacity in this province, producers came
to us and asked us if we would put in place a levy.
We have listened to the producers. The producers
wanted a refundable levy. We have again listened to
producers, and we've put in place a refundable levy.

The council is being established, is established,
and they are putting forward their budget. We are
working with them, we are working with producers,
unlike members opposite who are trying to strip the
farmers of their right to have a position in the

marketplace and take away the single-desk selling
ability of the Wheat Board.

Mr. Derkach: Mr. Speaker, four years since BSE hit
our province and no one has slaughter facilities yet.
Instead of helping existing facilities meet federally-
inspected standards, this government is prepared to
spend hundreds of thousands of dollars on a
politically-appointed council. The entire situation is a
mess. The only people benefiting from this program
are the politically-appointed people who she has put
on the council.

Will the minister scrap this council now and put
the money into the facilities that need to be enhanced
so they can meet federally-inspected standards, Mr.
Speaker?

Ms. Wowchuk: This government has stood behind
and put in place funds for facilities that are wanting
to expand their slaughter capacity, Mr. Speaker.
We've done that. We will continue to work with
them, but I find the member opposite is speaking out
of both sides of his mouth.

On one hand, he doesn't want the government to
make any-he wants the government to make
investments, but their own policy says no provincial
dollars should go into a plant. Which do they want?
We know what we want. We want to see slaughter
capacity increased in this province. We want to see
producers involved, and | would encourage the
members opposite to have producers participate by
supporting a slaughter facility rather than speaking
out of both sides of their mouth and being critical of
the things we have done.

Mr. Derkach: Instead of rambling on, Mr. Speaker,
we would like this minister to take some action. We
would like to see some enhanced slaughter facilities
in this province. That's what the bottom line is.

The government is trying to force auction mart
operators to disclose the names and the addresses of
the people who are bringing their cattle to market.
There is no such requirement under the MCPA
checkoff system. Farmers get the money discounted
or deducted from their cheques, and the money is
then forwarded to the council.

Why is this minister wanting that kind of
personal information when it has no use in terms of
collecting the money and then refunding the money?
Why is it all she wants is information?

Ms. Wowchuk: | think the answer is very simple.
Producers contribute money. If there is money to be
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paid back, you have to have somebody to pay it back
to. You have a list, then you have the ability to
refund money. | don't understand what the member
finds so complicated about this. We have asked the
auction marts to provide that information, and we
expect them to provide that information.

Mr. Speaker, it's very simple, and | don't
understand why the member opposite should find it
so hard to understand. If there are refunds at the end
of the process, at some point in the process it's
important that you have a list of producers.

* (14:10)

Phosphorous Pollution
City of Winnipeg Drinking Water

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): Mr. Speaker,
as this government tries desperately to pull the wool
over the eyes of Manitobans with their feeble
strategy on phosphorus, I'd like to share some
practical ideas with the Minister of Water
Stewardship (Ms. Melnick). Each year the City of
Winnipeg actually adds between 57 and 70 tonnes of
phosphorus into the city's water supply, and a
substantial portion of this makes its way into Lake
Winnipeg causing further ecological damage and
algal growth in the lake.

My question is to the Minister of Water
Stewardship. Why has this government chosen to
scapegoat agriculture with all the blame, when in
seven years this government has failed to work with
the City to eliminate the huge amount of phosphorus
added to the city's drinking water?

Hon. Stan Struthers (Minister of Conservation):
Our friend across the way would probably be glad to
know that in 1992, the Clean Environment
Commission did come forward with some recom-
mendations, and our friends, just to the right of him
in this Legislature, sat on those recommendations.
One even has his hand up volunteering to be minister
of the day, Mr. Speaker.

So for that side of the House to get up and
expect to be treated seriously in terms of protecting
water, whether it comes from the city of Winnipeg or
from the agricultural sector or cottages or any of the
other groups out there that we've been working with
to make sure we get and maintain a lower count in
terms of phosphorus to the nitrogen, | think, is just
bizarre, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Gerrard: Mr. Speaker, in the December 2006
edition of Canadian Geographic, Lake Winnipeg is

called Canada's forgotten lake because the NDP
forgot about it and the Tories, when they were in
power, forgot about it too.

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

Mr. Gerrard: Mr. Speaker, let me continue. The
phosphorus added by the City of Winnipeg to its
drinking water is added as phosphoric acid to control
leeching and erosion of the pipes, but there are now
practical alternatives to adding phosphoric acid
which will not cause the problems with algal growth
in Lake Winnipeg.

I ask the Minister of Water Stewardship whether
she is going to help the City of Winnipeg switch to
these practical alternatives and help reduce the algal
blooms in Lake Winnipeg.

Hon. Christine Melnick (Minister of Water
Stewardship): Mr. Speaker, | am happy to respond
because | can set the rec