Fourth Session - Thirty-Eighth Legislature

of the

Legislative Assembly of Manitoba

DEBATES
and
PROCEEDINGS

Official Report
(Hansard)

Published under the
authority of
The Honourable George Hickes
Speaker

Vol. LVII No. 46 - 1:30 p.m., Monday, April 10, 2006



MANITOBA LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

Thirty-Eighth Legislature

Member

Constituency

Political Affiliation

AGLUGUB, Cris
ALLAN, Nancy, Hon.
ALTEMEYER, Rob
ASHTON, Steve, Hon.
BJORNSON, Peter, Hon.
BRICK, Marilyn
CALDWELL, Drew
CHOMIAK, Dave, Hon.
CULLEN, CIiff
CUMMINGS, Glen
DERKACH, Leonard
DEWAR, Gregory
DOER, Gary, Hon.
DRIEDGER, Myrna
DYCK, Peter

EICHLER, Ralph
FAURSCHOU, David
GERRARD, Jon, Hon.
GOERTZEN, Kelvin
HAWRANIK, Gerald
HICKES, George, Hon.
IRVIN-ROSS, Kerri
JENNISSEN, Gerard
JHA, Bidhu
KORZENIOWSKI, Bonnie
LAMOUREUX, Kevin
LATHLIN, Oscar, Hon.
LEMIEUX, Ron, Hon.
MACKINTOSH, Gord, Hon.
MAGUIRE, Larry
MALOWAY, Jim
MARTINDALE, Doug
McFADYEN, Hugh
McGIFFORD, Diane, Hon.
MELNICK, Christine, Hon.
MITCHELSON, Bonnie
MURRAY, Stuart
NEVAKSHONOFF, Tom
OSWALD, Theresa, Hon.
PENNER, Jack

REID, Daryl

REIMER, Jack
ROBINSON, Eric, Hon.
ROCAN, Denis
RONDEAU, Jim, Hon.
ROWAT, Leanne

SALE, Tim, Hon.
SANTOS, Conrad
SCHELLENBERG, Harry
SCHULER, Ron
SELINGER, Greg, Hon.
SMITH, Scott, Hon.
STEFANSON, Heather
STRUTHERS, Stan, Hon.
SWAN, Andrew
TAILLIEU, Mavis
WOWCHUK, Rosann, Hon.

The Maples
St. Vital
Wolseley
Thompson
Gimli

St. Norbert
Brandon East
Kildonan
Turtle Mountain
Ste. Rose
Russell
Selkirk
Concordia
Charleswood
Pembina
Lakeside

Portage la Prairie

River Heights
Steinbach

Lac du Bonnet
Point Douglas
Fort Garry
Flin Flon
Radisson

St. James
Inkster

The Pas

La Verendrye
St. Johns
Arthur-Virden
Elmwood
Burrows

Fort Whyte
Lord Roberts
Riel

River East
Kirkfield Park
Interlake
Seine River
Emerson
Transcona
Southdale
Rupertsland
Carman
Assiniboia
Minnedosa
Fort Rouge
Wellington
Rossmere
Springfield
St. Boniface
Brandon West
Tuxedo
Dauphin-Roblin
Minto

Morris

Swan River

N.D.P.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
pP.C.
P.C.
p.C.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
P.C.
pP.C.
P.C.
pP.C.
Lib.
pP.C.
P.C.
N.D.
N.D.
N.D
N.D
N.D.
Lib.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
P.C.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
pP.C.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
P.C.
P.C.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
P.C.
N.D.P.
P.C.
N.D.P.
P.C.
N.D.P.
P.C.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
P.C.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
pP.C.
N.D.P.
N.D.P.
P.C.
N.D.P.

TvovUoo



1415
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Monday, April 10, 2006

The House met at 1:30 p.m.
PRAYER
ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS
Bill 22—The Elections Reform Act

Hon. Gary Doer (Premier): I move, seconded by
the Minister of Finance (Mr. Selinger), that Bill 22,
The Elections Reform Act; Loi sur la réforme
électorale, be now read a first time.

Motion presented.

Mr. Doer: This bill provides for the implementation
of 74 recommendations of the Chief Electoral
Officer. It provides for an independent boundary
commission report not to be amended by this
Legislature, establishes an all-party committee on
Senate elections with the abolition as the No. 1
priority and ensures that MLAs who are elected to
one party do not and are not allowed to cross to
another political party in Manitoba.

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.

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

Some Honourable Members: No.
Mr. Speaker: No? Did | hear a no? [Agreed]

PETITIONS
Funding for New Cancer Drugs

Mr. Jack Reimer (Southdale): Mr. Speaker, |
would like to present the following petition.

These are the reasons for this petition:

Cancer is one of the leading causes of deaths of
Manitobans.

Families are often forced to watch their loved
ones suffer the devastating consequences of the
disease for long periods of time.

New drugs such as Erbitux, Avastin, Zevalin,
Rituxan, Herceptin and Eloxatin have been found to
work well and offer new hope to those suffering
from various forms of cancer.

Unfortunately, these innovative new treatments
are often costly and remain unfunded under
Manitoba's provincial health care system.

Consequently, patients and their families are
often forced to make the difficult choice between
paying for the treatment themselves or going
without.

CancerCare Manitoba has asked for an
additional $12 million for its budget to help provide
these leading-edge treatments and drugs for
Manitobans.

Several other provinces have already approved
these drugs and are providing them to their residents
at present time.

We petition the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba as follows:

To request the Premier (Mr. Doer) of Manitoba
and the Minister of Health (Mr. Sale) to consider
providing CancerCare Manitoba with the appropriate
funding necessary so they may provide leading-edge
care for patients in the same manner as other
provinces.

To request the Premier of Manitoba and the
Minister of Health to consider accelerating the
process by which new cancer treatment drugs are
approved so that more Manitobans are able to be
treated in the most effective manner possible.

This petition is signed by S. Huynh, Charlotte
Turenne, Whitney Loewen and many others.

* (13:35)

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

Funding for New Cancer Drugs

Mrs. Heather Stefanson (Tuxedo): Mr. Speaker, |
wish to present the following petition.

These are the reasons for this petition:

Cancer is one of the leading causes of death of
Manitobans.

Families are often forced to watch their loved
ones suffer the devastating consequences of this
disease for long periods of time.
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New drugs such as Erbitux, Avastin, Zevalin,
Rituxan, Herceptin and Eloxatin have been found to
work well and offer new hope to those suffering
from various forms of cancer.

Unfortunately, these innovative new treatments
are often costly and remain unfunded under
Manitoba's provincial health care system.

Consequently, patients and their families are
often forced to make the difficult choice between
paying for the treatment themselves or going
without.

CancerCare Manitoba has asked for an
additional $12 million for its budget to help provide
these leading-edge treatments and drugs for
Manitobans.

Several other provinces have already approved
these drugs and are providing them to their residents
at present time.

We petition the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba as follows:

To request the Premier (Mr. Doer) of Manitoba
and the Minister of Health (Mr. Sale) to consider
providing CancerCare Manitoba with the appropriate
funding necessary so they may provide leading-edge
care for patients in the same manner as other
provinces.

To request the Premier of Manitoba and the
Minister of Health to consider accelerating the
process by which new cancer treatment drugs are
approved so that more Manitobans are able to be
treated in the most effective manner possible.

This petition is signed by Janessa Ross, Bobbi
Grey, Danielle Skipper and many, many others.

Highway 10
Mrs. Leanne Rowat (Minnedosa): Mr. Speaker, |
wish to present the following petition.
These are the reasons for this petition:

A number of head-on collisions, as well as fatal
accidents, have occurred on Highway 10.

Manitobans have expressed increasing concern
about the safety of Highway 10, particularly near the
two schools in Forrest where there are no road
crossing safety devices to ensure student safety.

Manitobans have indicated that the deplorable
road condition and road width is a factor in driver
and vehicle safety.

It is anticipated that there will be an increased
flow of traffic on this highway in the future.

We petition the Manitoba Legislative Assembly
as follows:

To request the Minister of Transportation and
Government Services (Mr. Lemieux) to consider
providing sufficient resources to enhance driver and
vehicle safety on Highway 10.

To request the Minister of Transportation and
Government  Services to consider upgrading
Highway 10.

This petition is signed by Eleanor Marnock,
Shirley Davies, Karen Dmytriw and many, many
others.

Crocus Investment Fund-Public Inquiry Request

Mr. Larry Maguire (Arthur-Virden): Mr.
Speaker, | wish to present the following petition.

These are the reasons for this petition:

The Auditor General's Examination of the
Crocus Investment Fund indicated that as early as
2001, the government was made aware of red flags at
the Crocus Investment Fund.

In 2001, Industry, Economic Development and
Mines officials stated long-term plans at the Crocus
Investment Fund requiring policy changes by the
government were cleared by someone in "higher
authority,” indicating political interference at the
highest level.

In 2002, an official from the Department of
Finance suggested that Crocus Investment Fund's
continuing requests for legislative amendments may
be a sign of management issues and that an
independent review of Crocus Investment Fund's
operations may be in order.

Industry, Economic Development and Mines
officials indicated that several requests had been
made for a copy of Crocus Investment Fund's
business plan, but that Crocus Investment Fund
never complied with the requests.

Manitoba's Auditor General stated, "We believe
the department was aware of red flags at Crocus and
failed to follow up on those in a timely way."

As a direct result of the government ignoring the
red flags, more than 33,000 Crocus investors have
lost more than $60 million.
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The relationship between some union leaders,
the Premier (Mr. Doer) and the NDP seems to be the
primary reason as for why the government ignored
the red flags.

The people of Manitoba want to know what
occurred within the NDP government regarding
Crocus, who is responsible and what needs to be
done so this does not happen again.

We petition the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba as follows:

To strongly urge the Premier to consider calling
an independent public inquiry into the Crocus
Investment Fund scandal.

This petition is signed by Al Wieler, Mabel
Wieler, Betty Cusson and many, many others.

* (13:40)

Mr. Speaker: Order. Before we continue, | notice a
couple of members have something sitting on their
desk and-

An Honourable Member: Oh, oh.

Mr. Speaker: Order. On members' desks should be
water, papers that you are using. Any objects that
could be used as props, | ask the members to please
put them on the floor or to put them in their desk.

Point of Order

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): Mr. Speaker, |
stand on a point of order. You know, we have
frequently since | have been here had flowers, plants,
strawberries—

An Honourable Member: Trees.

Mr. Gerrard: —trees, minerals. What, Mr. Speaker, |
would say to you is this: It is very important when
we have had 31 children who have died from
homicide in care that we signal in a very respectful
way our concern.

Mr. Speaker: Order. Points of order are to point out
to the Speaker a breach of a rule or departure of
practice, not to be used for debating an issue. |
kindly ask the honourable members to remove what |
consider to be props in this Chamber.

* % *

Mr. Gerrard: Mr. Speaker, quite frankly, we are
trying to be very respectful to children who have
died. This is very important. If the—

Mr. Speaker: Order. This is not a time for debate. |
have asked the honourable member very kindly, I
have asked him, the honourable—

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Speaker: Order. | have asked both honourable
members very kindly to remove what | consider to be
props in this Chamber, and | am asking you kindly to
remove those candles off your desk. We are not
going to debate this.

An Honourable Member: Okay, well, I am sorry, |
will not.

Mr. Speaker: Okay. Then | am—
Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Speaker: Order. Then | am instructing the
honourable member to remove the props, what I
consider to be props, off his desk.

Mr. Gerrard: Mr. Speaker, this is not a prop. This is
a sincere attempt to make sure that we recognize a
very significant event in the province's history and
the serious deaths that occurred. This is not a prop.
This is just a sincere attempt to make sure that we
remember something very important in the history of
our province. I do not intend to remove this. You can
remove me if you like but I will not remove this.

* (13:45)
Point of Order

Mr. Leonard Derkach (Official Opposition House
Leader): Mr. Speaker, on a point of order. In this
House, we refer to practices in the House, not
necessarily on a point of order talking about a
specific rule of the House, but in terms of speaking
to practices in this House. Now | have witnessed
over my 20 years in this House where we have
brought articles into this House either through a
show of support to an industry, through a show of
support to individuals by this Assembly, by members
of this Assembly, by a minister.

As a matter of fact, | know that the Minister of
Agriculture (Ms. Wowchuk), the MLA for Portage la
Prairie (Mr. Faurschou), have from time to time
distributed articles to all the members in this
Chamber, Mr. Speaker, as a commemoration of a
significant event, a significant practice, a significant
time of the year, for that matter, the spring of the
year.

There is a time when we acknowledge it, Mr.
Speaker, by bringing in a tree. Now that could be
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used as a prop because we talk about that tree when
it is sitting on our desk. As a matter of fact, the
minister makes a ministerial statement about that tree
when that tree is sitting on the minister's desk.

Mr. Speaker, we do the same with the
strawberries that we so gratefully accept from the
people of Portage la Prairie. When that basket of
strawberries is on the desk, we allow the Member for
Portage la Prairie (Mr. Faurschou), and we have for,
even when we go back to the former member, Mr.
Connery. He used to stand up and make a statement
in the House about the time of year that we have
strawberries and, of course, that is done with respect
to all members in this Chamber.

Now | do not know what the candles are about,
Mr. Speaker, except for what the Member for River
Heights (Mr. Gerrard) just said, but let me say this to
members of this Assembly that if the Member for
River Heights is just trying to draw awareness to a
significant event in our province, which shows how
many children have died as a result of being
neglected, then | think that is a significant event.
Perhaps you may want to take this matter under
advisement until you understand clearly what it is the
Member for River Heights was doing.

Hon. Steve Ashton (Deputy Government House
Leader): Certainly, Mr. Speaker, there is no more
difficult job in this House than being Speaker of this
House. When it comes to the tradition in this House
of not having exhibits, there is, indeed, a long
history. | have seen members who have brought in
Lysol cans; instructed to remove them and in the
House of Commons, dead fish. | remember a certain
member bringing in a McDonald's Big Mac container
and, indeed, he was asked to remove that.

Mr. Speaker, | think one of the key things here is
we have to respect the fact that you made a ruling
and, in fact, if indeed there are objections to your
ruling the appropriate mechanism for that is to
appeal your ruling. But, without doing so while
engaging in debate, | think the Member for River
Heights has made your point because it was very
clear from his comments that it was seen as a
symbol, an exhibit, if you like.

The point of Parliament is, indeed, to make one's
comments in discussion and debate. We are coming
up to Question Period and potentially even debate on
the budget. There are many opportunities that
members have to bring forward matters of business
for the Province in the form of resolutions, whether
they be private members' resolutions or otherwise.

So there are ample opportunities to raise those
concerns.

I want to stress, Mr. Speaker, that we are all
sincere in this House when it comes to issues of the
type that the Member for River Heights has talked
about in terms of child welfare. We all care. We may
disagree at times on the issues of the day as they
relate to this particular matter, but | think it is
important, particularly when we are talking about
something as important as child welfare in this
province, to focus on the issues, not on the use of
exhibits and not on ways of gaining publicity.
Fundamentally, regardless of what our views are, it
is the welfare of the children in this province that
matters the most. | think the best way to discuss this
and all issues, and I am sure | speak for many
members of this House, is with proper decorum.

I say, Mr. Speaker, certainly there are many
MLAs in this House that do not envy the position
you are placed in. But, out of respect for your office,
unless the member opposite wishes to challenge your
ruling, he has nothing in the way of a choice, no
other choice than to follow the long-standing
tradition in this House which is that if you do not
agree with the Speaker's ruling, you challenge it.

Mr. Speaker, if you continue to disregard those
rulings, without challenging that ruling, that indeed
is in contempt of the House, and, indeed, there are
mechanisms for that. |1 would urge you though,
through you, that the Member for River Heights
understands that the best way to discuss anything
involving the children of this province is with proper
decorum, and that means without props.

Mr. Speaker: We are turning this into a debate here.
The honourable Member for Inkster, you want to add
a short piece?

* (13:50)

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): A very short
piece, Mr. Speaker. | know the Member for River
Heights feels very passionate, | am sure, about what
it is that he is doing this afternoon. As someone had
indicated, we would even be prepared and | know he
would be prepared to provide a candle for all
members of this Legislature if the government is
prepared to put them on their desks. | am sure that
we would be more than happy to do that.

I think we need to recognize that, in the past,
you know we made reference to strawberries that
were put on, trees that were put on. You know, it was
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not that long ago when Inco, | believe it was,
provided something we could put onto our tabletops.
But, in the spirit of trying to co-operate with you,
Mr. Speaker, | am going to make this suggestion that
you take the matter as notice, and as a gesture of
goodwill I will take my candle off my desk so that,
hopefully, you will then be able to reflect on it and
report back to the House.

This is a very important issue for my leader, and
I would request that he be allowed to be able to have
the candle on his desk for the duration of the day.
We will see what comes up after we have had the
opportunity to review what has taken place and to
evaluate what is a prop and what is not a prop,
because | can tell you from our perspective we do
not see this as a prop. So, in order to appease, | am
prepared to take my candle off, Mr. Speaker, but I
would strongly encourage that we respect what it is
that the Leader of the Liberal Party (Mr. Gerrard) is
doing here and is saying, because | believe that the
cause is well worth it. Thank you.

Mr. Derkach: Well, just further to that same point
of order, Mr. Speaker, | want to bring members'
attention to times when we celebrate events in our
province, and they are not always happy events, for
example, the massacre of the women in Montreal.

We bring symbols into this House and we wear
them on our lapels, Mr. Speaker. There are times
when we wear ribbons in this House. There are times
when we wear pins in this House. Now in any of
those types of demonstrations you could say that
those are in fact props, because they are props which
we wear. They are worn to bring the media attention
to these issues no differently than, for example, a
candle maybe on each of our desks to mark the
travesties of little children dying in our society.

So, Mr. Speaker, | say to you that this is not a
time for just looking at what we think might be
practices, because it might just embarrass somebody
on the opposite side of the House. Well, that is not
the important thing. The important thing here is to
commemorate those children who have died
senselessly in this province, and if it means that we
should all put a candle on our desk, | would say
perhaps we should all put a candle on our desk
because that is no more insignificant than wearing a
button on your lapel to commemorate the massacre
of people in another legislature or wearing ribbons
on your lapel to commemorate some other dramatic
event in this province.

Mr. Speaker, | say with the greatest of respect
for you and for your office, this is a matter that
should be reviewed and this is a matter that should
not just be ruled on callously and without thought to-
[interjection] Well, | say this very sincerely because
there may be oohs and aahs from the government
side, but they should be bloody well embarrassed
about what has gone on in this province. | say today
that we need to be sensitive to what is happening in
this province and if this is what it takes and if this is
what we get hung up on, I think we have kind of
missed our mark in terms of what we are about.

* (13:55)

Mr. Speaker: On the point of order of what | have
heard, | heard the honourable member mention lapel
buttons and pins. It is clear in our rule, Beauchesne
504, "Political buttons and similar lapel pins do not
constitute an exhibit." But | want to remind all
honourable members when they have made
references to other items those were not of a political
nature. When | heard the comment spoken by the
honourable Member for River Heights (Mr. Gerrard)
and also the other House leaders, it was clear that
this item was brought in to illustrate a point in
debate.

It was very clear that it was used to make a
point. When the honourable member made it clear in
the statements that | just listened to, it was very clear
that it was going to be political versus a non-political
event. When you talk about strawberries and other
things, those are non-political events, and any item
that would cause a disruption in the House could also
be ruled out of order by a Speaker. That is why |
ruled that the honourable member would have a
choice, either put down, which you made very clear
in your statement when you were addressing the
point of order that it was going to be used to
illustrate a point in your debate. That was very clear.

The honourable member, you have something
further to add?

Mr. Gerrard: | certainly do. | believe that when
there were strawberries or minerals or trees, it was
there to remember and to remind us of something
very important.

I think it is important, in the face of your
context, your comments, to indicate my sense of the
situation with regard to children who have died. |
have had many calls that this not be politicized, and |
am very cautious about that. That is why, rather than
trying to politicize this, | have just chosen to make a
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very simple reminder to all of us that all of us need
to pay attention when children have died and need to
do our best collectively in this Legislature to address
these concerns and to work on behalf of changes for
children in this province.

Mr. Speaker: Well, if you are attempting to make
that point, | think you have already made that point,
but I view it as an exhibit because it will be used to,
and you made it very clear in your comment,
illustrate a point in debate whenever you had the
floor, so I ask you to remove it from your desk now.
[interjection]

Order. | have allowed a lot of debate on this. |
am now asking you to remove it from your desk.
[interjection]

Order. We have had enough debate on it, and |
have asked the honourable member to remove it
from his desk. The honourable member has removed
it from his desk. We will now continue on with the
business of the House. We were in petitions.

Crocus Investment Fund

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

The background to this petition is as follows:

The Manitoba government was made aware of
serious problems involving the Crocus Fund back in
2001.

Manitoba's provincial auditor stated "We believe
the department was aware of red flags at Crocus and
failed to follow up on those in a timely way."

As a direct result of the government not acting
on what it knew, over 33,000 Crocus investors have
lost tens of millions of dollars.

The relationship between some union leaders,
the Premier (Mr. Doer) and the NDP seems to be the
primary reason as for why the government ignored
the red flags.

We petition the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba as follows:

To request the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba to consider the need to seek clarification
on why the government did not act on fixing the
Crocus Fund back in 2001.

To urge the Premier and his government to co-
operate in making public what really did happen.

Signed by R. Jewer, M. Dickie, J. Severyn and
many, many more.

Introduction of Guests

Mr. Speaker: Prior to Oral Questions, | would like
to draw the attention of members to the loge to my
right where we have with us Mr. Binx Remnant, who
is the former Clerk of the Manitoba Legislative
Assembly.

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

* (14:00)
ORAL QUESTIONS

Minister of Family Services
Resignation Request

Mr. Stuart Murray (Leader of the Official
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, in B.C., when a child
dies, the government asks a judge to review the
system and make recommendations on how to
improve care, safety and protection of the children.

In this province, Mr. Speaker, when a child dies
under the watch of this incompetent minister, the
Premier does nothing. He does not call for an
independent public inquiry. He does not call on this
minister to be accountable for her failures. Not only
is this minister abdicating her responsibility to
provide care, safety and protection of her children,
but the Premier is encouraging that abdication by
leaving her in charge of a department that clearly she
cannot handle.

My question is to the Premier. Why has he
dragged his feet for almost a month and why has he
refused to remove that minister?

Hon. Gary Doer (Premier): Mr. Speaker, with the
greatest respect, | believe there are a number of
concerns in British Columbia on the Child and
Family Services area and literally numbers of cases
have apparently gone missing. | just think that all of
us are charged with the responsibilities of dealing
with vulnerable children, and there is the greatest
attempt of everyone in the system to ensure that the
greatest care is given to the difficult cases before
Child and Family Services workers.

I believe that, in British Columbia, there has
been a recommendation to devolve Child and Family
Services in that province. I will have to double-check
that. I am just going by my memory of it.
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I would point out, Mr. Speaker, that Judge
Sinclair, in 1991, recommended devolution to the
previous government. He states in his report on
chapter 14: Every time an Aboriginal agency
stumbles, some critics inevitably will cry out for its
dismantling and a return to the old way. As we and
other inquiries have concluded, the old way was
neither the only way nor the best way. There is a
need for ongoing support and commitment to
Aboriginal child and welfare agencies that must be
recognized and reaffirmed. That recommendation
was made in 1991 in Manitoba and it was never
implemented.

Mr. Murray: Mr. Speaker, the Premier talks about
double-checking something that happened in British
Columbia. The Premier does not have to double-
check what happened tragically in the province of
Manitoba.

Clearly, Mr. Speaker, children in Manitoba are
in need of care, safety and protection. The Premier
has selected the Member for Riel (Ms. Melnick) to
take on that responsibility and fulfill the mandate as
Minister of Family Services. This minister has not
fulfilled her duties or her legal, moral or ethical
responsibility to provide care, safety and protection
for children in need in Manitoba. The announcement
of a face-to-face meeting made last week was an
announcement not made by this minister or by this
Premier.

Mr. Speaker, who is taking responsibility here?
It is not the Minister of Family Services and it
clearly is not this Premier. When will this Premier do
the right thing and remove this minister from her
portfolio so that Manitoba children can get the care
and protection they so desperately need?

Mr. Doer: Well, I would point out that, in the
budget, I think there is a 17 percent increase in child
protection services in Manitoba, a budget that
languishes in this Chamber.

Mr. Speaker, the—[interjection]
Mr. Speaker: Order.

Mr. Doer: The minister's agencies reported out in
the review last week and that is appropriate. | would
point out that obviously with children and
communities the best place to begin, in terms of
vulnerable children, is as close to home as possible
in one's family. There are regrettably some children
that come to the attention of different authorities who
are deemed or possibly deemed to be vulnerable,

upwards of 6,000 in our society. Professional social
workers and agency representatives attempt to make
the best decisions they can in terms of the balance
between family care and safety of the child.

Mr. Speaker, we rely on front-line social
workers and professionals every day in Manitoba.
We will await some of the independent reviews of
these various cases, and we will pay very, very
specific attention to the various reviews we have
established.

Mr. Murray: Mr. Speaker, for this Premier to stand
in this Chamber and say what languishes is a budget,
what languishes in this Chamber is accountability
from this government to children who need to-
[interjection]

Mr. Speaker, it was almost a month ago that we
learned of the tragic life and death of baby Phoenix
Sinclair. We learned about the circumstances in
which she lived. We learned about how the Minister
of Family Services (Ms. Melnick) has failed to
provide little Phoenix with care, safety and
protection. All we have after a month is this Premier
refusing to call for an independent public inquiry, an
incompetent minister in charge of Family Services
and front-line workers who have led the job by
taking responsibility, the responsibility that should
be on this minister.

Where does that leave us in Manitoba? Not one
step closer to finding out what happened to little
Phoenix and the system that failed to provide her
with care, safety and protection. Manitobans want to
know what happened to little Phoenix. They want to
know why an incompetent minister is still in charge
of Family Services. They want to know when this
Premier will be accountable for the lack of action,
the incompetence and utter failure provided by his
hand-picked Cabinet.

I ask the Premier to do the right thing today.
Will he remove the Minister of Child and Family
Services, that Member for Riel?

Mr. Doer: Judge Ted Hughes in British Columbia,
the member opposite uses British Columbia as his
take-off point for his question, had just stated this
last week that B.C. needs to put an Aboriginal face
on its child protection system in a—

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.
Mr. Speaker: Order.
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Mr. Doer: Mr. Speaker, this is a very serious issue. |
would ask members not to interrupt.

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

Mr. Doer: Justice Hughes has also stated that the
report concludes that budget costs and constant
changes stretched the child welfare. | would point
out in Manitoba, and he goes on to make a number of
other recommendations, there has been a 70 percent
increase in the Child Protection Branch. | would
point out in Manitoba, whereas in the past there were
cutbacks to foster parent programs, we have
enhanced those programs three times. Now no
system—

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

Mr. Doer: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We have said
that, with the circumstances with this young child
and the tragic circumstances, we will be accountable.
There will be a review of this specific case by
independent officers of this Legislature. There will
be a review of the overall case management, and,
yes, we have said after the Chief Medical Examiner
has reviewed this case that we would be open to, and
I would be open to, a judicial inquiry. That is the
same language | used on the Driskell case. | said that
when the process was completed we would be open
to a judicial inquiry. There is a judicial inquiry going
on Driskell today. We are accountable.

Minister of Family Services
Resignation Request

Mrs. Mavis Taillieu (Morris): This Minister of
Family Services inaction has never been so blatant as
when she refused to account for all the children in
care and those who were released from care.
Fortunately, the authorities have decided it is best to
check on the children. It is no wonder why we have
called for this minister to resign. She does not
understand her role and she does not accept her
responsibility. In fact, she is an obstacle to the
protection of children in Manitoba.

Will she resign today?

Hon. Christine Melnick (Minister of Family
Services and Housing): Mr. Speaker, within a week
of learning of the tragic incident, | called for two
reviews. One was the external review which will be
looking at the opening, closing, transmittal and
caseloads. Now members opposite did their best to

discredit this. They did their best to discredit the
individuals, the  Children's  Advocate, the
Ombudsperson and the head of psychology at
MATC.

I called for a second review, a section 4 review,
that same day which would look into not only the
case that has been of concern lately to all Manitobans
but, also, the deaths over the last two years to see if
there is something we can learn. This is how we get
to the answers. This is how we find the recom-
mendations to make changes—

Mr. Speaker: Order.
* (14:10)

Mrs. Taillieu: Mr. Speaker, clearly this Minister of
Family Services does not understand that as the head
of her department she is responsible for its direction.
She has shown Manitobans unequivocally that she
cannot perform her role. She refused to account for
the children in care and those released from care.
Instead, she left those decisions to the authorities to
make those decisions to look after the children. This
minister is not only incompetent, she is an embar-
rassment. She must realize that she has failed in her
duties and her responsibilities.

She must do the right thing, Mr. Speaker. She
must resign. Will she resign today?

Ms. Melnick: Mr. Speaker, while discussions were
going on about the external review and the section 4
review, there were parallel discussions going on with
the four authorities in the partnership that we struck
in the Aboriginal Justice Inquiry Child Welfare
Initiative. We all agreed it was appropriate to take
the time to work out a plan that we all felt would be
most effective for the children in care, to review the
open cases and to review the closed cases as well.
This is the plan that was announced by the
authorities acknowledging my support for it last
week. This is the way this government will work
with our partners around the best interests of the
children of Manitoba.

Mrs. Taillieu: Mr. Speaker, | want to remind
everyone that it was the authorities who made the
decision to account for the children who are in care
and those that left care. It was not the minister. She
did not do her job. Manitobans are outraged that this
minister continues to believe that she can manage her
department when others believe she cannot.
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Kim Edwards, Phoenix Sinclair's foster mother
and guardian angel, is in the gallery today. She feels
this minister cannot do her job. She is here today
with a petition with over 300 signatures on it, with
other people who believe this minister cannot do her
job.

Will this minister listen to Kim Edwards today
and to those over 300 people who signed that
petition? Will she today resign?

Ms. Melnick: In a time of such a tragic incident, it is
very important that we focus on finding out what
happened and what the recommendations will be to
make things better for the children in Manitoba. We
have had members opposite heckling from across the
way. We have had a concern today about a prop in
the House.

I think it is very important that we respect the
grief of everyone who was involved in this. The grief
is genuine. The best way we can respect the incident
that has happened is to find out what happened in a
serious way, not in a way of props, look at the
recommendations as they come in and to make the
changes we believe will greatly reduce the chances
of this happening again.

St. Adolphe Personal Care Home
Residents’ Safety

Mrs. Heather Stefanson (Tuxedo): Mr. Speaker, on
Friday, Manitoba Health made an unprecedented
decision to relocate 41 frail and ailing Level 3 and 4
residents from St. Adolphe Personal Care Home.
Even though some residents are being moved nearly
200 kilometres, the families and residents were not
given any notice of the move. Some families are
extremely concerned that the move could harm or
even lead to the death of their loved ones.

Can the Minister of Health explain why the
residents and their families were not given any notice
of this unprecedented relocation?

Hon. Tim Sale (Minister of Health): Mr. Speaker,
the first duty of any minister who has the care of
vulnerable people, as my colleague has shown in her
actions, is to take action that is appropriate to the
health and safety of vulnerable people in our health
care system.

When | received information last week of a
preliminary fire inspection report that indicated there
were some 32 infractions of the fire code, and when |
received information that of the 26 standards that we
expect homes to adhere to, only eight were found to

be partially met, nine were met and the remainder
were not met to any extent, | did not believe that |
had any choice than to bring to the attention of both
the owner and the citizens involved with the care of
their families the risk to the health of the residents of
the St. Adolphe Care Home.

Mrs. Stefanson: So you bring it to their attention but
you give them absolutely no notification of the fact
that they are going to move their residents out, the
residents and their families. The community of St.
Adolphe, the staff and management of the personal
care home are absolutely outraged by their lack of
input into this minister's decision to take frail and
ailing residents from their home.

It is no secret that this government does not
believe in co-operating with the private sector to
deliver health care services in our province, Mr.
Speaker. Why is this minister choosing to uproot the
residents? Is he once again, as we have seen so many
times in the past from this Minister of Health,
allowing his ideology to get before the best interests
of patients?

Mr. Sale: Well, Mr. Speaker, one thing we do not do
is play politics with the risk to seniors' lives in
personal care homes. The owner of this home was
given an opportunity two years ago to comply with a
request to install smoke detectors in every bedroom.
He did not do so. He knows there is to be an annual
inspection of the sprinkler system. He did not have
an annual inspection of the sprinkler system. He
knows you do not block egress doors. Some doors
are blocked.

The Public Trustee has acted in the safety
interests of their clients. | believe the vulnerable
citizens deserve the same from their families.

Mrs. Stefanson: The only thing that this government
and this minister refuse to do is consult with the
various stakeholders who are involved in this. The
only people they consult with is their own
government department.

Mr. Speaker, families and residents in the
community do not want to move. The staff do not;
they want to stay and work. The owners are willing
to fulfill their responsibilities. They have stated that
time and time again. The Minister of Health is
playing politics with the lives of these seniors. He
has shown that he is willing to risk their lives to
preserve his ideological belief that the private sector
should not be involved in the delivery of health care
services.
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Will the Minister of Health admit that these
patients are being moved because his government
wants to shut down this personal care home? Will he
admit that this once again is putting ideology ahead
of what is in the best interests of Manitobans?

Mr. Sale: Mr. Speaker, | remember impassioned
remarks about red flags. | received a report from the
Fire Commissioner that says, among other things, all
of the deficiencies listed must be addressed in order
to protect the life safety, not just the well-being or
the comfort, but the life safety of 41 vulnerable
Manitobans.

When | received this report, which | am prepared
to table, I had no option but to take action. We have
offered placements for every single resident. The
Public Trustee has placements for every one of their
residents. We have given the orders through the Fire
Commissioner, the orders to the owner to comply
with the very serious deficiencies that have to be
remedied, Mr. Speaker.

The question of this owner not ever having been
willing to sign a service purchase agreement has not
been discussed either, Mr. Speaker. For three years,
he has refused to sign a service purchase agreement.

* (14:20)

St. Adolphe Personal Care Home
Residents’ Safety

Mr. Kelvin Goertzen (Steinbach): Mr. Speaker,
families are concerned about transporting vulnerable
loved ones from the St. Adolphe nursing home. They
have a right to voice those concerns and the minister
should not dismiss them. Manitoba Health staff
confirmed this morning that the operators of the
facility were willing to co-operate. They also
confirmed that the individual violations were minor
and would be easily addressed.

Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Minister of
Government Services (Mr. Lemieux). Why did the
Minister of Government Services not work with the
families who raised concerns to have them addressed
before we reached this stage?

Hon. Tim Sale (Minister of Health): Mr. Speaker,
the heart of any fire safety system is the enunciator
panel. That is where all the fire alarms feed into. The
fire alarm enunciator panel is tagged "uncertifiable"
in that home. The sprinkler system requires an
annual test. The last test was in 2003. The fire pump
used to pressurize the system, last inspection, 2004.

Range hood fires in the Kkitchen, last inspection,
2004.

These are not minor infractions, Mr. Speaker.
These are life safety issues, as the Fire
Commissioner indicated.

Mr. Goertzen: Representatives in the minister's
department said that none of these violations on their
own were significant enough to take action. The fact
is, Mr. Speaker, there should have been proactive
work done by the Minister of Government Services
to ensure that we did not get to this point with these
families. The Minister of Government Services, he
stands in this House and he talks glibly about moving
bird baths, but when it comes to vulnerable older
people in his own area, the area that he represents, he
does not ensure these processes are in place to avoid
this.

Why did the Minister of Government Services
not stand up earlier and take proactive action so that
he would not have had to get into this position, Mr.
Speaker? Why did he not stand up for the residents
in his own riding?

Mr. Sale: Mr. Speaker, the preliminary inspection
report is dated last week in terms of when we
received it. We received this report this morning in
detail from the Fire Commissioner's office at our
request because of the severity of the infractions.

Two emergency exit stairwells located in the
south and west ends of the building require
installation of a sprinkler system. The heat detectors
need to be changed to smoke detectors so people do
not die from smoke inhalation if there is a small fire.
Emergency lighting, on and on and on in terms of
infractions that this owner knew about and could
have remedied long since.

Mr. Goertzen: Mr. Speaker, the Manitoba Fire
Commissioner said that the infractions individually
would not have simply caused the problem, that they
were co-operative and that they could have worked
with the operators of the facility. | think the real
issue here is that the Minister of Government
Services has not been working on this issue, has not
been addressing the issue and working proactively to
ensure that we did not reach this point. He is clearly
unwilling to stand up in this House today and talk
about his own-

Mr. Speaker: Order.
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Point of Order

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Deputy Government
House Leader, on a point of order?

Hon. Steve Ashton (Deputy Government House
Leader): Yes, Mr. Speaker—

Mr. Speaker: On a point of order?
Mr. Ashton: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker: On a point of order.

Mr. Ashton: Question Period is to ascertain
information by asking questions of government
within the administrative competence of ministers.
This is a privately-owned facility. The Minister of
Health does have jurisdiction in terms of the care of
patients. It is very obvious that members opposite
have a problem with an NDP member south of
Highway 1.

This is about cheap politics, Mr. Speaker. It is
not about an issue that should be asked in this House.
If the member has questions for the Minister of
Health, he should ask them but not try and play this
cheap political game when the Member for La
Verendrye (Mr. Lemieux) is doing a very good job
representing his constituents.

Mr. Speaker: The honourable
Steinbach, on the same point of order?

Member for

Mr. Goertzen: Well, thank you very much, Mr.
Speaker. | refer to Beauchesne's 409, section (6): "A
question must be within the administrative
competence of the Government.” Clearly that is
recognized.

I also refer to the Government Services Web site
which indicates that they are responsible for
government buildings and properties which these
individuals are going to be moving to. Clearly these
individuals in St. Adolphe have to be moving
somewhere under the purview of Government
Services.

| say, Mr. Speaker, if the minister does not want
to answer the question, he does not have to answer
the question, but he is going to have to answer to his
residents why he would not stand up for them when
they needed him to.

Mr. Speaker: Order. | have heard enough to make a
ruling on this point of order.

On the point of order raised by the honourable
Deputy Government House Leader, he does not have

a point of order. Forty-five seconds was negotiated
amongst all members, and forty-five seconds was
used for the preamble, also enough time to put the
questions. We have always allowed a lot of leeway
in the preambles. So the honourable member does
not have a point of order.

* * x

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Minister of Health, to
continue.

Mr. Sale: Mr. Speaker, the patients' rooms require
the installation of smoke detectors, but this is one
that just absolutely boggles my mind. The facility is
required to develop an emergency plan, no
emergency plan in this facility for an evacuation of
people in the event of a fire or other emergency.

The flame-spread rating on the ramp
construction that is used for evacuation is too high.
In other words, the very exit they might use in a fire
may burn because the flame-spread rating is so low. |
am concerned about the life safety of these residents,
Mr. Speaker. | would assume that those representing
southern Manitoba would be equally concerned
about the life safety of the citizens of their area of
Manitoba.

Mr. Speaker: The honourable
Steinbach, on a new question?

Member for

An Honourable Member: No.

Crocus Investment Fund
Superfund Concept

Mr. Glen Cummings (Ste. Rose): Mr. Speaker, on
March 22 of this year, the Minister of Industry said
in this House: "Once again there was no movement
to create a superfund.” I am quoting here. There is no
superfund.

I would never accuse him of deliberately
misleading this House, but | do want to ask: Why did
he mislead this House about the development of a
memorandum, signed by the Minister of Industry, the
president of Manitoba Government Employees
Union, Mr. Peter Olfert, and that agreement says:
Utilizing a significant portion of the employers'
pension payments for superfund purposes.

Why did he mislead this House?

Hon. Jim Rondeau (Minister of Industry,
Economic Development and Mines): Mr. Speaker,
the member opposite should understand that our
government did not put Crocus in charge of any
subfunds or funds. Unlike the former Conservative
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government in which you were a Cabinet minister,
we did not put Mr. Umlah in charge of the Science
and Technology Fund. The former Conservative
government did.

What we did was we did not create a superfund.
We did not put Crocus in charge of any subfunds.
We did not act. That is actually what | said. We did
not create a subfund. We did not create a pool of
investments that Crocus was in charge of. It is
entirely consistent, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Cummings: Mr. Speaker, that is a blatant
avoidance of the question because on March 22 of
this year, the Minister of Finance jumped up in
defence of the Minister of Industry, and when he was
asked about the superfund using money from the
employers' pension plan, he responded: That story is
Alice in Wonderland. He is wrong. Well, 1 like a
fairy tale, Mr. Minister of Finance, but | do not think
I like the way you are telling it.

Mr. Speaker, president of the MGEU, Mr. Peter
Olfert, and the Minister of Industry, the Member for
Brandon West (Mr. Smith) signed an agreement. It
says in part: Utilizing a significant portion of the
employers' pension payments for superfund
pUrposes.

Did this Minister of Finance know that Crocus
was failing? Is that why he backed out of this
agreement?

Hon. Greg Selinger (Minister of Finance): The
notion of a superfund was first brought forward in
'94 by the Manitoba task force on capital markets. It
is an idea that had been circulating for a number of
years in the Manitoba community. This government
decided not to proceed with it. That is why it is an
Alice in Wonderland tale. We decided that that was
not an appropriate use of the superannuation fund
which itself is a superfund because it had a 14
percent return last year.

* (14:30)

Mr. Cummings: Again, Mr. Speaker, this identifies
why there needs to be an inquiry into the Crocus
Fund. You just saw two non-answers from ministers
who were deeply involved in the activities.

Mr. Speaker, in 2004, the Minister of Finance
cannot deny that he would or would not have known
about this. As Minister of Finance, undeniably he
would be privy to this kind of information and would
have this much financial significance within
government. Does he agree with the agreement that

was drawn up between the Minister of Industry of
the day, the Member for Brandon West (Mr. Smith),
and Mr. Peter Olfert, the president of the Manitoba
Government Employees Union, which says they
would establish a special fund utilizing a significant
portion of the employers' pension payments for
superfund purposes?

Mr. Selinger: Mr. Speaker, we obviously did not
agree with it. We did not proceed with it. The
member is asking for an inquiry into something that
did not happen. That is why it is Alice in
Wonderland. You do not have inquiries into things
that did not happen. No superfund was proceeded
with. The government did not agree to establish a
superfund. All of those hypothetical questions,
actually you are not really even allowed under the
rules to a hypothetical question. There was no
superfund, we did not act on a superfund and it did
not happen. The Auditor General's report clearly
states that we did not proceed with the superfund.
We can confirm that again today.

Mr. Speaker: The Member for Ste. Rose, on a new
question?

Mr. Cummings: On a point of order.
Point of Order

Mr. Speaker: Order. The honourable Member for
Ste. Rose, on a point of order.

Mr. Cummings: Very briefly, Mr. Speaker, | would
like to table this agreement for the Minister of
Finance's information.

Mr. Speaker: Okay. The document has been tabled.
The honourable member does not have a point of
order.

Agriculture Issues
Government Accountability

Mr. Ralph Eichler (Lakeside): Last week, during
the farm rally, we heard a plea from our Manitoba
farm families. Farm incomes have plummeted over
the past several years to conditions that rival the
Great Depression. What does the minister do? She
stands there and blames our federal government for
the crisis.

Mr. Speaker, may | remind the minister that two
years ago we told her the CAIS program was
seriously flawed and should be fixed. This minister
could have negotiated a fair deal with our farm
families just a few weeks ago at the ministerial
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conference, but, no, she got up and abandoned our
producers.

Why will this minister not stand up for our farm
families here in Manitoba?

Hon. Rosann Wowchuk (Minister of Agriculture,
Food and Rural Initiatives): Well, for the member
to raise this important issue and, indeed, farm
families are facing very serious challenges and there
are issues with regard to the CAIS program. That is
why we have said to the federal minister that there
are many amendments that should be made to the
CAIS program to make it more user friendly, to
make it bankable so that money will flow faster to
the producers.

We have asked for those changes. The federal
minister says he wants to bring in a new program. If
he wants to bring in a new program, he should share
it with us. He has not shared that program with us,
and we have made suggestions of many
amendments.

Mr. Eichler: This minister was at the table three
weeks ago. Where was she negotiating then, Mr.
Speaker? The federal government, the Keystone Ag
Producers, the National Farmers Union and many
other farm organizations have recognized this
problem for years as well.

Well, was the First Minister (Mr. Doer) willing
to address those suffering severe economic burdens?
No. He chose to hide indoors with school children
singing in the hallways in the Legislature.
Meanwhile, the recital occurring outside was a
different tune urging this government to step up to
the plate. While our province's primary industry is in
a time of crisis, why does this government continue
to ignore our farm families?

Ms. Wowchuk: Well, Mr. Speaker, | would ask the
member to look at the budget that we have put
forward and debate those issues then. Under CAIS
we have doubled, we have gone from $52 million to
$103 million into the CAIS program. We have had
significant payouts in crop insurance. There are
serious challenges facing the grains and oilseed
sector and those challenges are world challenges, and
they are there because countries like the United
States and the European Union at the federal level
are putting in tremendous amounts of money that are
resulting in very low grain prices.

I would ask the member opposite to ask his
federal counterpart, whom he knows, to see whether
they are going to treat Canadian farmers the way—

Mr. Speaker: Order.

Mr. Eichler: Our Minister of Agriculture has failed
our Manitoba farm families in a time of crisis.
Farmers are unsure what to plant, and worse yet the
banks are uneasy or unwilling to finance another bad
year. The federal government has predicted farm
income for 2006 to be as low as $203 million, a 67
percent decline from the previous year. This
government has used the federal agriculture support
dollars paid out to Manitoba farmers and kept the
$42 million it saved stuffed in its mattress rather than
ensuring it went to those who desperately needed it.

Mr. Speaker, will the Minister of Agriculture
today commit to paying out the $42 million that they
owe our farm families?

Ms. Wowchuk: Mr. Speaker, | will stand beside the
record of this government, my Cabinet colleagues
and my caucus colleagues for the support that they
have put for the agriculture industry in this province.

Our producers have gone through some very
difficult challenges. The BSE crisis is one that has
hit producers very hard and the low grain prices is
one that is hurting our producers as well. | say to the
member opposite that we do have to make changes in
this industry and we are working to make changes in
this industry, but we need a federal government that
is going to take on the U.S. and the European Union
to ensure that the playing field is level, whether that
be at the WTO. If negotiations—

Mr. Speaker: Order.

Minister of Family Services
Resignation Request

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, the
murder of baby Phoenix touched the hearts of all
Manitobans. In fact, what we have witnessed over
the last number of weeks is different Manitobans
have responded in many different ways. As | say,
this incident has touched so many lives. We all want
to be able to do what we can in terms of trying to
ensure that these sorts of things never happen again
or at least are minimized in our province. The Leader
of the Liberal Party has, in his own way, tried to send
a very sincere, genuine message earlier this
afternoon and believes fundamentally that it is time
that this minister be relieved of her responsibilities.

The question that | have for the minister or for
the Premier is: Why will he not release the Minister
of Family Services (Ms. Melnick) of her
responsibilities today?
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Hon. Rosann Wowchuk (Deputy Premier): If the
members opposite would look at the steps that have
been taken, the steps that this Minister of Family
Services has taken since this terrible situation, |
would say that we will all stand proudly beside the
actions she has taken. There have been recom-
mendations, there have been committees put in place
and there are reviews that are going on.

I would ask the member opposite to be patient
and let us get the results of this review rather than
playing politics and bringing candles into the House
and trying to grandstand. It is a shame that members
opposite would not really take seriously this issue
and work with the minister and the committees that
we have put in place instead of playing politics.

Mr. Lamoureux: Mr. Speaker, the Deputy Premier
says, if we look seriously. We do need to look
seriously. We are not talking about one or two or
three or four or five and so on and so on deaths,
homicides, children in the province that have been
killed or murdered. What we are talking about are 31
children. That is unacceptable. Yes, unfortunate
things will happen at times in the province which are
disgusting and no one will support, but the degree in
which it has been happening in that department is not
acceptable. There is a need for change and that
change has to take place in order to restore
confidence.

My question is: Will the Deputy Premier talk
with the Premier and get rid of that minister?

Ms. Wowchuk: Again, the member opposite is
raising rhetoric in the House when there is a group of
people who are working very seriously to address the
challenges that are there. A death of a child is a very
serious situation, and that is why the Minister of
Family Services very quickly put in place a very
competent team to look at all of the issues that are
facing this department. | would ask the member
opposite to be patient. The minister is doing a good
job, and I would ask the member not to play politics
and bring candles into the House and really just not
pay any contribution to this issue by doing these
kinds of things and | would say to—

Mr. Speaker: Order.
* (14:40)

Mr. Lamoureux: Mr. Speaker, the government is
asking for us to be patient. We have gone beyond
being patient in the province of Manitoba. Too many
children have died and to say be patient, Madam
Minister, we need action. We want a government

that is going to be proactive in protecting the
interests of our children. That is what we want. Yes,
we have run out of patience with this government
and yes, the leader of my party feels passionate about
this issue and that is why he brought in the candle.
This government needs to do what is morally right
on this issue, and it is time that the Minister of
Family Services leaves her portfolio in order to
ensure that there is a higher sense of confidence
within this department.

We ask that the minister do the honourable thing
and step down and resign from her position today.

Ms. Wowchuk: Well, you know, Mr. Speaker, the
member opposite says that they are looking for
action. |1 would ask the member opposite to be
factual in the comments that he is making because, in
fact, he is not being factual.

I want to say to this House that | have an awful
lot of confidence in the department, the people that
are doing the review and in the minister, in the
actions she has taken. But | can tell the member
opposite that when his leader calls the people that
have been put in place to do this review "minions,"”
he is not helping the situation at all. 1 would say I
will stand beside this minister and the work she has
done because she is working in the best interests of
children in this province. Let the people do their
work.

Fisher River Watershed
Flood Prevention Action

Mr. Tom Nevakshonoff (Interlake): Spring is here
and once again the flooding season is upon us. One
of the chronic flood-prone areas in my constituency
is the Fisher River Watershed, which severely
impacts the downstream communities of Peguis and
Fisher River.

We know what the previous government under
Gary Filmon did in this area; absolutely nothing. Can
the Minister of Water Stewardship inform the House
as to the actions that this government has taken to
address this serious issue?

Hon. Steve Ashton (Minister of Water
Stewardship): First of all, we did something that
members opposite did not do; we visited Fisher
River and Peguis. | realize, Mr. Speaker, it was
criticized by the opposition critic. | admit it is out of
cell phone area, but | want to make a point that the
NDP vision for this province extends beyond cell
phone coverage. | think it is only the Tories that see
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somehow that only the areas with cell phone
coverage are worth visiting.

Not only did we visit, Mr. Speaker, we have
signed a federal-provincial agreement that is looking
at lidar surveying. We have river crossing
upgradings and lateral floodgates in the Fisher River.
We care about the people of Fisher River and Peguis.
This government is working in partnership with the
federal government and First Nations to make things
better for those two communities.

Mr. Speaker: Time for Oral Questions has expired.

* % *

Mr. Ashton: | wonder if there might be leave to
revert to ministerial statements, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Is the honourable member asking
leave to revert to ministerial statements? Is there
leave?

Some Honourable Members: Leave.
Mr. Speaker: Leave has been granted.
Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Speaker: Order. If members wish to have a
conversation, please use the loge.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
Flood Conditions

Mr. Speaker: The Minister of Water Stewardship,
on a ministerial statement.

Hon. Steve Ashton (Minister of Water
Stewardship): Before reading my statement, | would
also like to table a copy of the flood report for
Manitoba for all members of the Legislature,
knowing that there is a great deal of concern about
spring flooding.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to present a ministerial
statement and wupdate the House regarding
Manitoba's flood situation at this time, and | certainly
thank members opposite for the leave to do this so
they are able to have the updated flood report
available for members along with the statement.

Mr. Speaker, every year Manitobans must
prepare for the potential of rising river waters, for
mitigating the threat of flooding. The Province
begins its planning preparation in February with the
release of an outlook which is based upon
asse