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The House met at 1:30 p.m.
PRAYERS

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
PRESENTING PETITIONS
Transcona-Springfield School Division

Mr. Ron Schuler (Springfield): I beg to present
the petition of Lori Kalyniuk, Lori Douglas,
Cheri Jackson and others praying that the
Legislative Assembly of Manitoba request the
Minister of Education (Mr. Caldwell) to reverse
the decision to split the Transcona-Springfield
School Division and allow it to remain as a
whole or to consider immediately convening the
Board of Reference to decide the matter.

READING AND RECEIVING PETITIONS
Transcona-Springfield School Division

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Member for
Springfield (Mr. Schuler), I have reviewed the
petition and it complies with the rules and
practices of the House. Is it the will of the House
to have the petition read?

Some Honourable Members: Yes.
Mr. Speaker: Clerk, please read.

Madam Clerk (Patricia Chaychuk): The
petition of the undersigned citizens of the prov-
ince of Manitoba humbly sheweth

THAT on November 8, 2001, the Minister
of Education (Mr. Caldwell) announced a split in
the Transcona-Springfield School Division but
despite repeated requests has been unable to
identify any benefits of this decision to the
students and taxpayers of said school division;
and

THAT this decision was not preceded by
adequate public consultation as outlined in sec-
tion 7 of The Public Schools Act; and

THAT this decision would result in signifi-
cant hardships for the students in both Transcona
and Springfield that would affect the quality of
their education; and

THAT the proposal by the Minister of Edu-
cation on February 12, 2002, neither alleviates
nor remedies these hardships; and

THAT this decision results in an increased
financial burden on the taxpayers of both the
Transcona-Springfield School Division and the
province of Manitoba; and

THAT on March 13, 2002, the number of
resident electors required by The Public Schools
Act requested the Minister of Education to
convene a Board of Reference to decide the
matter.

WHEREFORE YOUR PETITIONERS
HUMBLY PRAY THAT the Legislative Assem-
bly request the Minister of Education to reverse
the decision to split the Transcona-Springfield
School Division and allow it to remain as a
whole or to consider immediately convening the
Board of Reference to decide the matter.

PRESENTING REPORTS BY
STANDING AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES

Standing Committee on
Privileges and Elections
Second Report

Mr. Conrad Santos (Chairperson): Mr.
Speaker, I beg to present the Second Report of
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Madam Clerk (Patricia Chaychuk): Your
Standing Committee on Privileges and Elections
presents the following as its Second Report.

Some Honourable Members: Dispense.

Mr. Speaker: Dispense.
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Meetings:

Your committee met on the following occasions:

Monday, July 24, 2000, at 10 a.m. in Room 254
of the Legislative Building

Tuesday, January 30, 2001, at 10 a.m. in Room
255 of the Legislative Building

Thursday, July 4, 2002, at 10 a.m. in Room 255
of the Legislative Building

Matters Under Consideration:

The Statutory Report on the April 1995 Provin-
cial General Election

The 1995 Annual Report on The Elections
Finances Act

The 1996 Annual Report on The Elections
Finances Act

The 1997 Annual Report on The Elections
Finances Act

The Statutory Report on the September 1997
Portage La Prairie by-election

The Statutory Report on the April 1998
Charleswood by-election

The 1998 Annual Report of the Chief Electoral
Officer

The 1999 Annual Report of the Chief Electoral
Officer, including the September 1999 Provin-
cial General Election

The 2000 Annual Report of the Chief Electoral
Officer, including the November 2000 Kirkfield
Park and Tuxedo by-elections

Committee Membership:
Substitutions received prior to commencement of

July 4, 2002 meeting:

Mr. Murray for Mr. Faurschou

Mr. Laurendeau for Mrs. Smith (Fort Garry)
Hon. Mr. Doer for Hon. Mr. Selinger

Hon. Mr. Smith (Brandon West) for Hon. Mr.
Mackintosh

Mr. Tweed for Mr. Laurendeau

Officials Speaking on Record:
Mr. Richard D. Balasko, Chief Electoral Officer

Reports Considered and Adopted:

Your committee considered:

The Statutory Report on the April 1995
Provincial General Election

The 1995 Annual Report on The Elections
Finances Act

The 1996 Annual Report on The Elections
Finances Act

The 1997 Annual Report on The Elections
Finances Act

The Statutory Report on the September 1997
Portage La Prairie by-election

The Statutory Report on the April 1998
Charleswood by-election

The 1998 Annual Report of the Chief Electoral
Officer

The 1999 Annual Report of the Chief Electoral
Officer, including the September 1999 Provin-
cial General Election

The 2000 Annual Report of the Chief Electoral
Officer, including the November 2000 Kirkfield
Park and Tuxedo by-elections, and has adopted
the same as presented.

Mr. Santos: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by
the honourable Member for Selkirk (Mr. Dewar),
that the report of the committee be received.

Motion agreed to.
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

Bill 45-The Budget Implementation and Tax
Statutes Amendment Act, 2002

Hon. Greg Selinger (Minister of Finance): Mr.
Speaker, I move, seconded by the Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs (Ms. Friesen), that
leave be given to introduce Bill 45, The Budget
Implementation and Tax Statutes Amendment
Act, 2002; Loi d'exécution du budget de 2002 et
modifiant diverses dispositions législatives en
matiere de fiscalité (and that the same be now
received and read a first time).

* (13:35)

His Honour the Administrator, having been
advised of the contents of this bill, recommends
it to the House. I would like to table the Admin-
istrator's message, as well.

Motion presented.

Mr. Selinger: Mr. Speaker, this bill implements
various measures announced in the 2002 Budget.

Motion agreed to.
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Introduction of Guests

Mr. Speaker: Prior to Oral Questions, I would
like to draw the attention of all honourable
members to the Speaker's Gallery where we have
with us today Caitlin and Ashton Smith, who are
the daughters of the Minister of Consumer and
Corporate Affairs (Mr. Smith), also the Member
of the Legislative Assembly for Brandon West.

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

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Flooding
Agriculture Disaster Assistance

Mr. Stuart Murray (Leader of the Official
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, today in the gallery
we have many farmers whose operations have
been severely affected by the recent heavy rains
and flooding. Millions of dollars in damage to
crops, feed, farm buildings and equipment has
been incurred by farmers in the municipalities of
Rhineland, Montcalm, Franklin, Piney, Stuart-
burn, La Broquerie and in many other areas in
southern Manitoba.

I have taken the opportunity to see the
damage caused and the people affected first-
hand and to listen to their concems. Can the
Premier tell this House and those farmers who
are here today in the gallery when his Govern-
ment will implement coverage for the crop losses
farmers have suffered as a result of the flooding?

Hon. Gary Doer (Premier): We have amended
the crop insurance provisions we had inherited
from the previous administration. Crop insurance
now covers, as of the 2002 crop year, for this
current year the excessive moisture for purposes
of reseeding based on flooding, that will cover
about 500 farmers that would be affected. I know
there are other producers who are not under that
criteria.

The whole issue of the application of the so-
called 50% income rule we think is a rule for
farmers and against farmers by the federal
government that is totally out of date. Our Minis-
ter of Government Services (Mr. Ashton) has
pointed out because the income levels of

international subsidies have been so flattened by
international conditions with the second income
and other incomes for farm families, this pro-
vision is extremely unfair and does not deal with
the real human cost of overland flooding that has
provided such damage to so many individuals.

I have, as well, travelled through the area
and our Minister responsible for Emergency
Measures totally agrees that 50% provision is
wrong. Our money is on the table and we want
the federal government to change that condition.

Mr. Murray: Mr. Speaker, I would like to table
for the House some photographs that were taken
from the areas I referred to earlier.

Will the Premier do the right thing and
assure the people who have taken the time to
come and sit in the gallery today, will he ensure
their losses will be covered by a special program
of compensation for on-the-farm flooding?

Mr. Doer: We cannot, as a province-the mem-
bers opposite will know this—go it alone on
disaster financial assistance. It is a national pro-
gram. We cannot have a situation in Canada
where Manitoba taxpayers pay up 100 percent of
the cost on overland flooding of farms and the
federal government picks up 90 percent of the
cost for ice storms in Québec and Ontario. It is
absolutely unfair that farmers are not covered by
the federal government.

* (13:40)

We totally support their view that they
should be compensated for the damages. Our
provincial money is there and it remains there.
We want to proceed with a federal-provincial
funding package and the provincial money is
there to do that.

Mr. Murray: Mr. Speaker, the Premier referen-
ces the ice storm in Québec. I ask him on behalf
of the gallery full of farmers and those who
could not be here today: Will he do the right
thing, as was done with flooding in the past and,
as he referenced, the ice storm in Québec? Will
he do the right thing and assure our farmers their
losses will be covered?

Mr. Doer: Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Emer-
gency Measures is absolutely prepared to meet
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with the farm groups, farm individuals and farm
families who are here. I have travelled through
the areas, on a couple of occasions, that have
been flooded and met with many people.

Obviously, we have coverage that was made
for the residences that received overland flood-
ing. We also have the business coverage;
advances have been made. We have changed the
criteria for requirements of reseeding land under
crop insurance, a provision that was not there
when we came into office. We have raised this
with the federal government, including the
federal minister, Mr. McCallum, as late as last
week. We are absolutely committed to having
our money, our provincial money is there to
compensate farms that are damaged. We want
the federal government to join us to waive those
outdated criteria of 50% income and join us in
dealing with damages fully with the costs.

Flooding
Agriculture Disaster Assistance

Mr. Jack Penner (Emerson): In 1988, when the
Swan River area got flooded, the province put its
money on the table. It took eight years to collect
the federal money but we paid it out. We made
the decision. In 1989, when the fires in the
Interlake took place, the provincial government
put out the money. It took eight years to collect
the money from the feds but we put it out. If
your money is on the table, sir, please.

In 1997, during the Red River flood, Mr.
Speaker—

Mr. Speaker: Order.

Point of Order

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Govemment
House Leader, on a point of order.

Hon. Gord Mackintosh (Government House
Leader): On a point of order, Mr. Speaker. I
know the honourable member has an important
question, which I think is even the greater reason
he should abide by the rules and recognize that a
question only has one preamble.

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Member for
Emerson, on the same point of order.

Mr. Jack Penner: On the same point of order, I
find it very interesting that the honourable House
Leader on the Government side is not willing to
listen to what was done before and is not going
to give the farmers in this gallery today an
opportunity to hear the real story.

Mr. Speaker: Order. On the point of order
raised by the honourable Government House
Leader, he does have a point of order. I would
like to take this opportunity to remind all hon-
ourable members, Beauchesne Citation 409(2):
A preamble should not exceed one carefully
drawn sentence.

I would ask the honourable Member for
Emerson to please put his question.

* % %

Mr. Jack Penner: Thank you very much, Mr.
Speaker. I will attempt to do that.

Will the Government of Manitoba today tell
the people, the farmers in this gallery this Gov-
emment is willing to do exactly what was done
in 19977 Are you going to include in the com-
pensation a package for business losses, for
agriculture losses, restoration programs, cover-
age for the cost of building temporary dikes, feed
losses, evacuation costs and so on? Is this Gov-
emment going to make the commitment, put the
money on the table, pay the farmers their losses
and go negotiate with the federal government
after the fact?

Hon. Steve Ashton (Minister of Transporta-
tion and Government Services): I think it is
important to put on the record I think everyone
in this Legislature and everybody in Manitoba
recognizes the hardship the events of June 9 had
in southeast Manitoba.

We have tried our best as a government to
get this damage dealt with as quickly as possible.
I want to indicate we had payments out, advance
cheques to some of the most needy people in the
area in terms of damage within two weeks. That,
by the way, compares to five weeks in 1997. We
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have inspected 80 percent of the most severely
affected homes.

* (13:45)

I want to indicate as recently as Friday I
reiterated many of the issues the member has
raised, particularly the unfairess of the current
criteria in terms of part-time farmers. I want to
say we are working extremely hard as a province
to get assistance out. We have identified with the
federal government, who are the partners in
terms of disaster assistance, that there are indeed
some real problems, particularly for part-time
farmers. That is a real issue in southeast
Manitoba.

I have been there, Mr. Speaker. The Premier
(Mr. Doer) has been there. I know the member
has, as well, as that is his constituency, and we
are hoping the federal government will under-
stand the need in that area.

Mr. Jack Penner: The farmers in this gallery,
Mr. Speaker, are looking for co-operation and
leadership from this Government, not pointing
the finger and blaming some other level of
government for their inadequacies.

I want to ask the Minister of Agriculture
today: Is she willing to recognize that the
damages incurred by farmers in southern Mani-
toba and the huge losses to the agricultural area
that have been incurred should be treated exactly
like we treated the farmers in the Swan River
area, and is she going to provide spot-loss
compensation to those farmers who have
incurred these huge losses?

Hon. Rosann Wowchuk (Minister of Agri-
culture and Food): Mr. Speaker, I hope the
member is not implying that we do not recognize
how serious the situation is in southeastern
Manitoba. I can tell him I have had the oppor-
tunity to visit there. I have had the opportunity to
talk to many producers in the area and the
Department of Agriculture staff has been work-
ing very closely with the people in the region.

Issues of flooding and excess moisture are
very important to us. That is why we made the
changes to crop insurance when we became

government so that there would be an acreage
payment when people were unable to seed. That
is why we made the changes this year to ensure
there was 100% coverage of the level of cover-
age selected by the producer so that the money
could indeed flow to the producers. Under that
change, between 500 and 700 producers are
having their claims changed because of it.

We recognize very seriously the situation
facing farmers. That is why we are working so
closely with them.

Mr. Jack Penner: My final question: Will the
minister and her Government recognize the
damages, crop losses, hay losses, feed losses are
huge in southern Manitoba? Will they recognize
that crop insurance will not cover those losses
under the current provision without spot-loss
provision? Will she now tell this House and the
farmers in this gallery she is willing to put in
place a program that will cover and compensate
on an individual field basis and cover those
losses?

Ms. Wowchuk: Mr. Speaker, the member raises
an important issue, one that has been around for
a long time, where producers are asking for
individual field coverage rather than having their
whole crop covered. It is one that has been
talked about a lot. It is one that there are con-
cerns with about how you calculate only on one
field and not include the other field, because the
coverage is on the production of a crop per farm.

Those suggestions have been made in the
past. I can tell the member, when they are raised
with the federal government, because the federal
government is the partner in our crop insurance,
that is not the direction the federal government is
looking at what kinds of changes we should
make to crop insurance.

Flooding
Agriculture Disaster Assistance

Mr. Larry Maguire (Arthur-Virden): Mr.
Speaker, these recent continuing heavy rainfalls
and the subsequent flooding in southeastern
Manitoba have taken a severe toll on the feed
supplies of that region. Many farmers are going
to be unable to harvest their crops or to harvest
their hay crops because measures taken to
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alleviate flooding elsewhere, like diking and the
lifting of planks from control structures, have
backed up or held water on their hay and
croplands.

* (13:50)

Will the minister responsible for this area
assure these affected farmers and others that
their losses will be fully covered?

Hon. Steve Ashton (Minister of Transporta-
tion and Government Services): Mr. Speaker,
if the member is referring to the events around
the Gardenton dike, I would urge the member to
look at the situation, not to make assumptions
about that one particular action that was taken by
staff with the interest, I might add, that they had
to do it to protect Vita and other communities in
the area.

I think all Manitobans, including everyone
in the southeast, understand when you are
dealing with, in many cases, rainfalls that were
historic, levels in the Roseau River which were
500-year levels, that the first action had to be to
protect the communities in the area. I think we
should give credit to the Conservation staff for
making a very difficult decision, but making it
on the technical basis and on that basis.

I want to say, and I want to put this on the
record, we are far further ahead in dealing with
this situation than any disaster in the past. We
had a program declared and assistance out to
Manitobans within two weeks. We will continue
to talk to people in the area, people affected, as
we have done since this disaster started, to
determine what additional damage has happened.
I am open to visit the area. I have done it before.
I am open to visit with the farmers, because we
do care about the people all throughout this
province.

Mr. Maguire: Well, Mr. Speaker, will the min-
ister responsible assure these affected farmers?
Because, on a similar basis, we do not have any
problem with some of the issues that were done
in regard to making sure some of those other
communities were not flooded any more than
they were either, but I believe the minister
responsible should be able to tell this House
whether or not he is going to be able to
compensate those farmers or not.

Mr. Ashton: Mr. Speaker, I want to just put this
on the record, because within two weeks we had
assistance out to the most hard-pressed people in
the area. That is a record. The changes in terms
of crop insurance, Agriculture is estimating at
least 500 people will be eligible under that.
People would not have been eligible until the
changes made in January.

I want to say to the member our first
response has been to try and get out there as
quickly as possible. I believe we have been able
to do that. When I say "we," not just this Gov-
emment, but every single employee, every muni-
cipal leader I have talked to said this is the way
we should be dealing with it.

I want to say to the member and I want to
reiterate the words of the Premier (Mr. Doer), I
raised as recently as Friday with the minister
responsible for Emergency Preparedness Canada
some of the problems, with John McCallum. We
will continue to advocate for improvements for
DFAA, something that did not start last Friday,
did not start with this disaster, but started when
we came into office, because we identified this a
long time ago and we agreed there are a lot of
inadequacies in the DFAA program. We are
fighting to change that.

Mr. Maguire: Well, Mr. Speaker, given that the
vociferations of the minister across the way do
not deal with the feed issue I am talking about,
can the minister responsible tell this House when
farmers can expect an answer on compensation
so they can plan to purchase the feed acqui-
sitions they are going to need for this upcoming
winter and fall needs?

Hon. Rosann Wowchuk (Minister of Agri-
culture and Food): Mr. Speaker, the member
raises the issue of feed and the requirement for
feed in that area. Those are serious issues. Those
are issues the Department of Agriculture and
Food staff are working on with people in the
region. There are various ways you can ensure
you have a crop. In other cases when there has
been a shortage of feed, programs have been put
together to ensure a feed supply can be brought
into the area.

Mr. Speaker, it is very early to be starting to
talk about whether there is going to be enough
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feed for this fall. Given some good weather,
there is still a lot of crop that can be grown.
Farmers make those decisions all the time as to
whether they have to put in green feed, but our
departmental staff is working very closely with
the farmers of the region to ensure there is a feed
supply in that area this fall.

Flooding
Agriculture Disaster Assistance

Mr. Frank Pitura (Morris): Mr. Speaker, last
year in the Yukon, the Minister of Agriculture
(Ms. Wowchuk) agreed in principle to a national
action plan for agriculture. One of the principles
for renewal included enhancing the capacity for
farmers to eam off-farm income. Many pro-
ducers have had to work off the farm in order to
support their operations. Now these same part-
time farmers are finding out they do not qualify
for flood compensation and restoration funds
because their off-farm income is higher than
their on-farm income.

Also, Mr. Speaker, these same farmers are
eligible for Farm Credit Corporation funding,
Manitoba Agricultural Credit funding, bank
funding and are respected as a business. Yet,
when it comes to flood compensation, they are
declined.

* (13:55)

So, given that in 1998 the federal Agri-
culture Minister agreed to assist part-time
farmers in Québec who were affected by the ice
storm, will the Minister of Agriculture (Ms.
Wowchuk) today commit to lobbying her federal
counterpart to help for Manitoba's part-time
farmers who were hit by flooding?

Hon. Gary Doer (Premier): The member who
was an ag rep prior to his election, a very
respected agricultural rep, hits the nail on the
head, Mr. Speaker. There is an absolute tragedy
of policy when the federal government tells all
western Canadian farmers they are going to have
to diversify, they are going to have to have less
farmers, they are going to have a change in
policy in terms of protecting the family farm,
and then when people legitimately have incomes
beyond the family farm to keep their family
going the federal government clobbers them with
a disaster assistance package that was in place
when the member was the minister of disaster

assistance, to deny people the damages from this
flooding. It is absolutely unacceptable to this
Government.

We raised it with other western Canadian
premiers as late as a month ago. All the other
premiers, Premier Klein, Premier Calvert,
Premier Campbell, from western Canada agreed
you cannot have a disaster assistance program
that denies people on the basis of 50% income
and some of the other criteria that are in place. It
is unacceptable. We totally agree with the mem-
ber. We are totally working with all members, I
would hope, to tell the federal government that
50% income, less than that should not deny
people damages under the federal program. We
are absolutely committed to fighting for that. We
did it as late as last week and I think this whole
House should be united telling Ottawa they
cannot deny farmers this coverage.

Mr. Pitura: I was wondering if the minister
responsible for disaster assistance could tell us
about his recent discussions with his federal
counterpart and whether or not his federal coun-
terpart is prepared to assist and give aid to part-
time farmers.

Hon. Steve Ashton (Minister of Transporta-
tion and Government Services): I want to
stress at the meeting I had on Friday with Minis-
ter McCallum it is not the first time we had
raised this issue. The Premier has raised it.
Western premiers have raised it. As Minister
responsible for Emergency Measures, I have
raised it. I assume the member, when he was
minister, would have raised it as well.

I want to indicate the minister indicated his
willingness to do a couple of things that have not
been done in the past. One is to review the
context of the review that is taking place right
now. They have tried up until now, the federal
government has tried to exclude municipalities
and farmers from a direct role in the review. We
think that is wrong. We have partnered with
AMM in saying that is wrong, because muni-
cipalities in particular and farmers and other
affected residents should be directly involved in
areview. [ raised this issue with him on Friday.

I want to put it on the record, by the way,
because I take some offence to a comment that
was made by members opposite a few minutes
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ago saying "empty words." We have committed
to a program within two weeks of the disaster to
cover $7.2 million worth of damage. We are
saying right now that is not good enough, Mr.
Speaker, based on their criteria, and want a
criteria change, but we are working very closely,
particularly with the affected municipalities, 21
of whom have declared a disaster area, to try and
get the assistance out as quickly as possible, and
we will take up the issue on an ongoing basis
with DFAA.

Mr. Pitura: My final supplementary to the same
minister is that on May 1, 1997, an MOU was
signed with the federal govemment bringing in
extra federal government funds for programs.
Can we expect the same thing to be announced
shortly from this Government?

Mr. Ashton: If the member opposite wants to
use '97 as a benchmark, it took approximately
five weeks to get the first advances out. I want to
put on the record that I credit the then-minister,
the member, for moving on this, but we have not
waited five weeks, Mr. Speaker. We got the
advances out within two weeks. In fact, if you
were to use '97 as an example, this time within
'97 people in southern Manitoba had received no
assistance. We are ahead of the game this time. I
have raised with the federal minister the weak-
nesses in the DFAA program, and we will
continue to work for the people in the southeast
as we do for all Manitobans when it comes to
disaster assistance.

Flooding
Agriculture Disaster Assistance

Mr. Jack Penner (Emerson): Well, Mr.
Speaker, it is almost unbelievable that the
Premier of this province, the minister for disaster
assistance, the Minister of Agriculture (Ms.
Wowchuk), will just stand in this House and give
us rhetoric. The people, the farmers of southem
Manitoba, eastern Manitoba and the business-
people hurt by this flood came here for answers
today. They wanted to know a yes or a no, and
all we have heard is rhetoric. All we have heard
is about some things they have not done.

* (14:00)

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the Premier
whether he is willing today to stand on his feet

and say, yes, we will compensate for the spot
losses that have been incurred and the crop
losses that have been incurred by the farmers of
this province.

Hon. Gary Doer (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I
think we should be very consistent in this House
on this issue, because the federal govemment has
used the definition of part-time farmers. No one
in this House should acquiesce to the federal—

An Honourable Member: We set it aside in '97.
We set it aside. Why will you not set it aside?

Some Honourable Members: No, you did not.

An Honourable Member: We helped out the
First Nations peoples in '89. We helped out
Swan River in '87 first and then negotiated.

Mr. Doer: And you were not even in office in
‘87, so if I could continue on, please, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Order. If members wish to have a
conversation, there is lots of room in the loge,
out in the hallway. I would ask the co-operation
of all honourable members for a little decorum in
the House.

The honourable First Minister has the floor.

Mr. Doer: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Most of the
producers who have been damaged and are not
being covered are not part-time farmers. They
are full-time farmers with part-time coverage
from the federal government. Most of them are
full-time producers, and it is only under the
definition, an outdated definition of the federal
government and of the federal Disaster Financial
Assistance program that they have become so-
called part time.

I think we should say these are full-time
producers who have been damaged dramatically.
Their livelihoods are at stake. These are not
under some kind of definition of part-time that is
designed in Ottawa. We discussed this with other
western Canadian premiers. Our financial
resources are on the table and we want to join
with the federal govemment which recognizes
producers as full-time producers entitled to full-
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time damages for the massive damages that were
conducted.

Mr. Jack Penner: Mr. Speaker, I want to ask
the Premier one last time: Are you willing to tell
these farmers today that you are going to com-
pensate them for the crop losses they have had?
Simple yes or no.

Hon. Steve Ashton (Minister of Transporta-
tion and Government Services): Mr. Speaker, 1
must say I am very disappointed in the questions
from the member opposite, because the member
has been in government and the member should
know, for example, that in 1997 the DFAA did
not cover part-time farmers. It was a simple
federal-provincial agreement. He should also
know the people in the southeast are responsible
tax-paying citizens of this province and would
not expect a Premier or a minister in Question
Period to get up and give a yes or a no answer.
The member, I think, does a disservice to the
people in the southeast.

We have said we have put in place a quicker
response to the disaster than was ever done
before and we are working right now with the
farmers and the affected people in the com-
munities. That is the Manitoba way, not a quick,
simplified yes or no. We have to be responsible
and to recognize that the primary responsibility
is with the federal govemment. In 1997, there
was $230 million that came from the federal
government to help people out in the south, and
when it comes to the southeast we would expect
nothing less.

Mr. Speaker: Order. Before I recognize the
honourable Member for Emerson, I would just
like to remind all honourable members when
putting a question or when answering a question,
to please put it through the Chair, not directly to
a member, and the ministers, not directly to the
member who has asked the question, but through
the Chair. I ask for your co-operation, please.

Mr. Jack Penner: Mr. Speaker, I want to ask
one final question, and that is: Will the Premier
of this province announce today that there will
be a JERI-type program announced which will
cover relocation costs for those people who had
their homes flooded, had their properties flood-
ed? Will we cover the cost of relocating, as we

did in 1997, and will some of the other costs
these people have incurred, as we did through
the special program that was designed for 1997,
the JERI program, will you today announce and
tell the farmers in this gallery today that you are
going to initiate that kind of a program? Yes or
no?

Mr. Ashton: I think it is very important to be
responsible to everyone in this province and not
to take a question like that, which supposes that
a JERI program is strictly a provincial program.
The member opposite should know any of the
disaster assistance that occurred in 1997 was
done in agreement with the federal govemment.

That is why we have said notwithstanding
the fact we have approved a program which we
estimate will cover up to $6.9 million worth of
damages, including residences, because that is
covered under the DFAA, but we are saying the
definition in terms of part-time farmers is inap-
propriate, particularly for southeast Manitoba. I
took that message directly to the federal minister
on Friday. We are going to continue to fight to
get that change in DFAA. That is the responsible
way. That is the Manitoba way.

Provincial Drainage System
Impact on Crop Losses

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): Mr.
Speaker, my question is to the Minister of Agri-
culture. Even with the recent heavy rains in
southeastern Manitoba, it is clear some of the
damage to crops was preventable if there had
been optimum maintenance of provincial drains
and optimum preventive approaches to water
management for the area.

I ask the Minister of Agriculture to tell this
Legislature, from her analysis of the situation,
what proportion of the recent damage to crops
could have been prevented with optimally main-
tained provincial drains and an optimum water
management strategy for southeastern Manitoba.

Hon. Rosann Wowchuk (Minister of Agri-
culture and Food): Mr. Speaker, there is no
doubt the issue of drainage and drainage main-
tenance has been one that has been on farmers'
minds for some time. I want the member to
remember we have increased the drainage
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budget by 20 percent. The member also has to
remember that this is a one-in-500-year level
rainfall. I do not think drainage ditches could
have made a difference. When you have that
exceptionally high level of water, some crops are
going to be damaged.

The member should also realize it has
become very difficult to improve drainages and
do drainage work, given the steps taken by the
federal govermment with putting 20 fisheries
inspectors here who want to ensure ditches that
never see a fish in them are built to a standard
that will allow fish to swim in them. That is
putting a tremendous amount of pressure on the
Department of Conservation and on producers. I
would ask that member to take that message to
his colleagues who are in Ottawa and tell them
the fisheries inspectors here in this province are
causing a negative impact on the drainage work
we want to do.

Mr. Gerrard: Mr. Speaker, I table a letter from
the R.M. of Franklin which speaks to some of
the disorganization in terms of water managed
provincially in the area. I ask my supplementary
to the Minister of Agriculture. I ask the minister
to acknowledge that arguments over drainage
and the lack of adequate provincial planning and
provincial maintenance of provincial drains have
considerably exacerbated the adverse effects of
recent rains on cropland in southeastern Mani-
toba.

Ms. Wowchuk: I do not think the member
recognizes that this is a one-in-500-year rainfall
and it is overland flooding. Drainage ditches
could not have handled that amount of rain.
When you have that amount of rain, five inches
in a very short time, or eight inches in a very
short time, it is impossible for the drainage
ditches to handle all of that rain.

The issue of drainage is an important one.
That is why we have been increasing the budget.
It is very difficult to correct the mistakes of 10
years past when the drainage ditches were
completely neglected. Some say much greater
than that, but in the past 10 years the drainage
budget was cut. The Member for Emerson (Mr.
Jack Penner) himself indicated it was their fault.
They were the ones who cut the budget and
caused the drainage ditches to be so neglected

that now there is a serious problem. We are
taking steps to correct it.

Mr. Gerrard: How convenient to blame others
instead of addressing the problems you can do
yourself.

* (14:10)

I ask the Minister of Agriculture, that, where
there is provincial responsibility and shortfalls,
surely the provincial govemment has the respon-
sibility to compensate farmers where it is their
own shortfalls which caused the problems or
contributed to them.

Ms. Wowchuk: Mr. Speaker, part of the prob-
lem we are having now is the Liberal definition
of a part-time farmer. If the Liberals dealt
properly with farmers and recognized that farm-
ers did eam income off farm, we would not be
facing the challenges we are right now. We are
trying to get compensation for part-time farmers
who eam some of their income off the farm.

I can tell the member also that since we have
taken office we have made changes to crop
insurance. We recognize the excess moisture
insurance is necessary for farmers. That is why
we put it in place, and that is why we made
exemptions to the excess moisture insurance this
year to ensure farmers will be able to get
compensated for their losses because of excess
moisture.

The member's issue of drainage, I want to
tell him we inherited an issue. We had to start
where the previous govemment left off. We have
put additional resources in place and we are
working with producers and municipalities to
address drainage issues.

Flooding
Agriculture Disaster Assistance

Mr. Larry Maguire (Arthur-Virden): Well,
Mr. Speaker, we have heard a lot of rhetoric.
This is a govemment that has no track record in
supporting rural Manitoba, particularly when it
comes to crop loss caused by flooding.

Having been a member, an opposition mem-
ber who has been to Ottawa with these all-party
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delegations in 2000 with this Government to
seek support from the federal government, and
the farmers are still waiting for the first cent of
that support to come, then I have to ask the
Minister of Agriculture why these affected farm-
ers whose, as I pointed out earlier, operations
were damaged in order to protect people down-
stream, why they should have to bear the costs of
damages caused by such flood protection
measures.

Hon. Rosann Wowchuk (Minister of Agri-
culture and Food): I am quite surprised the
member would say he does not remember any
support coming from our negotiations with the
federal government. He seems to have forgotten
CMAPI. He seems to have forgotten CMAP2,
which flowed money into farmers' hands, which
was negotiated by this Government and got 60%
dollars from the federal government to help our
farmers out.

Mr. Speaker, we have made changes to crop
insurance, and this year we made an exception
under the crop insurance to see some money
would flow, but also the minister responsible for
disaster assistance has made provision for money
to flow very quickly, much quicker than it did
under the previous administration, because under
the previous administration, in the flood of 97,
farmers would still be waiting for money. It is in
their hands. Over 310 claims have been pro-
cessed and under crop insurance between 500 to
700 farmers have benefited from the changes we
have made to crop insurance.

Mr. Maguire: On a new question, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Member for
Arthur-Virden, on a new question.

Mr. Maguire: The rhetoric I talked about earlier
has just been exacerbated over and over again.
This minister knows full well they have brought
forward no specific programs for disaster in
Manitoba since this Government has come into
power. They have done nothing, no particular
program to help the farmers of any particular
region. She knows full well my question is
directed just at those who require feeding pro-
grams and feeding assistance to make sure they
can feed their livestock through the coming
winter.

Mr. Speaker, can the minister today, as we
have been asking through the whole Question
Period in this House of her, the Premier (Mr.
Doer), the Minister of Government Services and
disaster, can they assure Manitoba farmers there
will be some support there for these specific
disaster programs, particularly because they
were involved in the flood measures that caused
some of the flooding to take place to protect
others?

Ms. Wowchuk: Mr. Speaker, the member gave
a long preamble there, but the part of the
question I think he is looking for is feed assist-
ance. I will tell the member again the Depart-
ment of Agriculture is working very closely with
producers in that area. There have been incidents
in the past where there has been flooding and
there has been need for hay in the area. Some-
times people seed green feed if they have to, to
ensure to get the crop. There is a forage restora-
tion program under crop insurance to help to
restore the fields there.

It has happened in the past where there is
hay listed within the Department of Agriculture.
If it is necessary to move hay, then our depart-
ment will work very closely with those pro-
ducers to ensure there is a supply of hay in the
region.

Mr. Maguire: Mr. Speaker, it is very apparent
there have been programs put in place prior to
this Government coming to power. There have
been programs that covered as much as $60 per
cow in these kinds of disaster situations that
have arisen in the past.

I would ask this minister today: If she has
such a close working relationship with both the
federal government and the farmers of that
region, is she going to be able to assure them in
this House today that they will not be out of
pocket for these expenses that are being incurred
upon them because of other departments, of their
Govermnment's decisions?

Hon. Steve Ashton (Minister of Transporta-
tion and Government Services): 1 take issue
with the member's comments about this
Government not having declared disaster pro-
grams. We have responded, Mr. Speaker, in
numerous areas of the province, not just
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southeast Manitoba recently but in fact areas
represented by the Member for Lac du Bonnet
(Mr. Hawranik).

We have tried to move very quickly in
dealing with this particular disaster to make sure
we ended what has become a bit of a paradox,
because the irony of 1997 is that, even though a
significant amount of assistance went to people
in the end, one of the concems was with the
speed with which it went. We have brought into
place in this disaster speedier response in terms
of declaring a disaster and getting money out
than we ever have before. I want to indicate that
has been our priority.

Our staff at EMO has been out in every area
that has been affected. We have been handing
out the disaster assistance payments initially and
we are now working on the second stage of
response, which will identify not only the kind of
situation the member has talked about but where
we can improve in the future in terms of
mitigation, because that has to be the next
response, to see what we can do. We cannot
prevent every situation in a 500-year rainfall and
a 500-year level of the Roseau River, but we are
going to try and do our darndest to help the
people in that area as much as we can and as
quickly as we can.

Mr. Speaker: Time for Oral Questions has
expired.

MEMBERS' STATEMENTS
Canada Millennium Scholarships

Ms. Linda Asper (Riel): I would like to take
this opportunity to acknowledge the achieve-
ments of 41 Manitoba high school students who
have recently been awarded Canada Millennium
Scholarships to attend a Canadian post-second-
ary institution this fall. These are awards of
excellence that are granted each year by the
Canada Millennium Scholarship Foundation to
Canadian students who demonstrate high levels
of academic achievement, community service,
innovation and leadership.

This year, under the excellence award pro-
gram, 100 students from across Canada have
been awarded national scholarships of $4,800 a
year for four years.

The national awards are distributed to stu-
dents solely on the basis of merit. Since Mani-
toba represents about 4 percent of Canada's
population, it could be assumed that 4 percent of
national award winners would be Manitoba
students. However, I am pleased to announce
that this year 6 percent of the national award
winners are Manitoba students from urban and
rural schools. This represents an increase of 2
percent at this highest level for Manitoba as
compared to last year. This is a remarkable and
highly commendable achievement.

Mr. Speaker, 200 high school students from
across Canada were awarded provincial and
territorial Canada Millennium Scholarships for
this year. These scholarships are for $4,000 a
year over four years. I am pleased to announce
that there are nine Manitoba high school students
who are award winners in this category.

In addition, 600 students across Canada will
receive a one-time $4,000 local scholarship. I am
very pleased to announce that a total of 26
Manitoba high school students will receive
Canada Millennium Scholarship local awards.

I believe that the excellent achievement of
all these students is a strong indication of the
high quality of education that is evident in Mani-
toba's school system. I am very proud of the
accomplishments that our students have made. I
ask that you join me in expressing congratu-
lations.

* (14220)

Agriculture Disaster Assistance

Mr. Jack Penner (Emerson): Mr. Speaker, I
rise today with a sad heart and a heavy heart. I
rise today and I make a member's statement and
voice my disappointment at the Premier (Mr.
Doer) of this province, the Minister of Agri-
culture (Ms. Wowchuk) and the minister of
disaster assistance, who refuse to recognize the
emotional difficulties that young families face
trying to do business in rural Manitoba.

When a disaster hits them, there is a govern-
ment that constantly points the finger at some-
body else and blames the federal govermment.
We have to wonder sometimes, Mr. Speaker,
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how or why this Premier even wants to be the
Premier of this province when all he can do is
point the finger eastward. This Premier was the
person who, right after being elected, said to the
media: We are going to have a great relationship
with the federal government. Yet he has not been
able to convince the federal government one
time to change any policies.

So I wonder, Mr. Speaker, why this Premier
and his Government still want to govern. Why
can they not make a decision, as we did in 1988
when the Swan River area where the Minister of
Agriculture's family had their farm destroyed
and the province made the decision, right in
Swan River. We did not even go back to the city
of Winnipeg. I was the minister, and we made
the decision to compensate her, restoration of her
farm, her family's farm. We did not wait two
days, and all I ask, Mr. Speaker, is that this—

Mr. Speaker: Order.

Scouts

Ms. Nancy Allan (St. Vital): Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize a group of young people who
have just had a real adventure while learning a
valuable lesson. These young people, the 20th
Scout group from Winnipeg, are from my con-
stituency of St. Vital. Their misadventures oc-
curred in June when a canoe and camping trip
turned dangerous due to extreme weather.

Head Scout leader, Patrick Boender, had
taken 23 co-ed Scouts, aged 11 to 17, and 8 other
leaders to Caddy Lake. This group exhibited
exemplary behaviour in the situation because of
their commitment to the Scouts' motto: Be
prepared.

When the Scouts realized they were stranded
out in the wilderness and were facing unruly
waters, they immediately contacted the authori-
ties with a request for assistance. The rescuers
took only three hours to reach them, despite the
extreme weather, and arrived with three boats
and twelve officers.

I am happy to report that all the Scouts and
their leaders were transported safely back to
warm fires and trucks. Three of the Scouts were
taken to the hospital as a precaution for

hypothermia, and they were released that night
and returned home.

Mr. Speaker, it was the Scouts' prudent
measures of being prepared that ensured their
safety and efficient rescue. Before departing on
their canoe trip, they equipped themselves with
weather forecasts, route maps, a phone tree, cell
phones, radios, a risk-management plan and
experienced leaders. These steps prevented the
trip from having a tragic outcome. Too often, we
hear of boating or camping trips gone wrong due
to poor planning and not paying attention to
potential risks.

I want to commend the Scouts for their
diligence and preparedness. I commend, too, the
Scout leaders for their great work in teaching
these youth such a valuable lesson.

I would also like to thank Manitoba Conser-
vation officers, the RCMP, the Natural Re-
sources officers and the ambulance staff who
assisted the Scouts. It is another reminder of the
vital role that regulatory and emergency person-
nel play in keeping our communities safe.

Youth in Philanthropy

Mr. David Faurschou (Portage la Prairie):
Mr. Speaker, it is my honour to rise today to
recognize the efforts and contributions of 12
Portage la Prairie high school students to their
community.

The Youth in Philanthropy programs at the
Arthur Meighen High School and the Portage
Collegiate Institute created student committees at
each school to oversee the awarding of grants to
deserving charities.

Recently, students from the two schools
announced the recipients of $5,000 in grants.
Arthur Meighen High School donated $2,500 to
seven organizations, including the Portage Dis-
trict Hospital Foundation, the Portage Women's
Shelter and the Child and Family Services of
Central Manitoba. At the same time, the Portage
Collegiate students handed out $2,500 to Youth
for Christ, Big Brothers/Big Sisters of Portage
and the Children's Wish Foundation.

I would also like to thank the Community
Foundation of Portage and District Incorporated
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and the Thomas Sill Foundation in Winnipeg for
providing the funding for this project and mak-
ing these miracles happen.

Grade 12 Arthur Meighen student, Nathan
Thiessen, explains: I felt very happy because of
the fact that we could actually help people. It is
this feeling of accomplishment and self-worth
that accompanies efforts towards making posi-
tive changes in someone's life that these students
find to be so rewarding,.

I would also like to thank Miss Ruth Mul-
ligan for being instrumental in starting the Youth
in Philanthropy program. She explained that her
experiences with these programs was so reward-
ing because students had the opportunity to give
out money. However, the most applause must go
to the 12 students who dedicated themselves to
researching local charities, having meetings and
making arrangements to make all this possible.
They had a strong desire to make a difference
and their perseverance, effort and belief in
themselves allowed them to do just that.

It is because of this that I, on behalf of the
members of this Chamber, would like to com-
mend them for making such a wonderful and
noteworthy contribution to this community.

North End Housing Project

Mr. Doug Martindale (Burrows): Mr. Speaker,
approximately seven years ago, you and I
attended meetings of a small advocacy organiza-
tion, the North End Housing Project. Those were
the dark days of the Tory administration. There
were no social housing programs, no renovation
programs other than RRAP. There were more
and more boarded up houses and a serious arson
problem. Since we took office, there have been
major changes. Last year the staff of the North
End Housing Project increased from two and a
half to eight. Currently, they have 25 houses in
their portfolio. In the first three years, they
acquired and renovated 20 houses. In 2001, they
received funding from the Winnipeg Housing
and Homelessness Initiative to rehabilitate
another 25 houses in the William Whyte area
and have built seven units of infill housing,.

The North End Housing Project will receive
$480,000 from the Intergovernmental Affairs

Department and $100,000 from the City of
Winnipeg to renovate houses over the next four
years. The significance is they are restoring
hope. They are increasing property values and
they are providing employment to North End
residents. I want to congratulate the North End
Housing Project and wish them success in reno-
vating 55 houses this year in the North End.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

House Business

Hon. Gord Mackintosh (Government House
Leader): Mr. Speaker, before calling report
stage on Bill 14, would you canvass the House to
determine if there is leave to sit tonight from
6:30 to 10 if Bill 14 has not been dealt with by
that time.

Mr. Speaker: Is it the will of the House to sit
from 6:30 till 10 tonight?

Some Honourable Members: No.
Mr. Speaker: Not agreed to. Leave is denied.

Mr. Mackintosh: Mr. Speaker, would you
please call report stage—

Mr. Speaker: Order. I cannot hear a thing. In
order to announce House business, we have to be
able to hear, so I would ask the co-operation of
all honourable members please.

Mr. Mackintosh: Mr. Speaker, would you
please call report stage of Bill 14?

REPORT STAGE

Bill 14-The Public Schools Modernization Act
(Public Schools Act Amended)

Mr. Speaker: Report stage, Bill 14, The Public
Schools Modemization Act (Public Schools Act
Amended). We will now deal with the amend-
ment to Bill 14, in the name of the honourable
Member for River Heights (Mr. Gerrard).

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): Mr.
Speaker, I move, seconded by the Member for
Springfield (Mr. Schuler),
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THAT Bill 14 be amended by replacing the
proposed clause 17(8)1(b), as set out in Section
17 of the Bill, with the following:

(b) presented its proposed budget in the form
and containing the information required by
subsection (2), at an open meeting of the
board and heard from persons present
wishing to make submissions regarding it.

Motion presented.

Mr. Speaker: The amendment is in order.
* (14:30)

Mr. Gerrard: Mr. Speaker, the essence of this
amendment is to respond to concerns which were
raised at committee stage from the Manitoba
Teachers' Society and from a number of teachers
including, for example, Glenn Anderson. I would
quote from the words of Glenn Anderson at
committee.

He says: "The one aspect of Bill 14 that does
concern me is section 178, part 1, which deals
with budget consultations. The requirement for
each Manitoba school board to present its
proposed budget at an open meeting is a very
positive and transparent step, and I applaud the
Govemnment for this initiative. However, I would
also suggest one amendment in that the presen-
tation of the proposed budget should be in the
same format as the FRAME budget. This would
be a much clearer and consistent process that
would allow the public to compare the proposed
allocation to those from previous final budgets
which have to be in the FRAME format. One can
appreciate the difficulty in interpreting budget
proposal formats that may vary from division to
division or, in fact, from year to year. A con-
sistent practice, and one that is already a depart-
ment requirement for final budgets, is most
certainly more transparent and clearer than one
in which variation can exist."

In essence, Mr. Speaker, the amendment
calls for when there is a public meeting for the
budget to be presented in the FRAME format.
Already, there are a fair number of school
divisions which have open public meetings. All
this does is to provide an additional circumstance
that the budget must be presented in a consistent
format, so it is easier for people to understand

and more consistent from one division to
another.

I would quote also from the presentation of
the Manitoba Teachers' Society. In the presen-
tation which was given by Brian Ardemn, the
vice-president of the Manitoba Teachers' Society
at the committee hearings, he adds: I would like
to offer one amendment to this section. All
school divisions should be required to present
their proposed budget in FRAME format. If each
division uses the same format, Manitobans could
compare how each school board manages our
money.

I think this is a needed amendment, that it is
a sensible amendment. Not only that, I would
suggest that this amendment falls into line with
one of the presentations which was made by
Diane Duma, who is the co-chair of the Mani-
toba Association of Parent Councils. Diane
Duma, at committee stage, mentioned that good
legislation takes time, discussion and fair input
from stakeholders.

Clearly, we have received the input from the
Manitoba Teachers' Society and the input from a
number of teachers that this would be a smart
thing to do. So today I table the amendment to
provide for this change to standardize presenting
of budgets at the open meeting by the school
boards. Thank you.

Mr. Ron Schuler (Springfield): Mr. Speaker, I
rise on this particular amendment. I want to
address the amendment itself, and what it does. 1
also want to address some of the things that the
Govermnment is trying to do.

I do not know of many school divisions that
do not have public consultation meetings. I think
it is strange that the Government would actually
have even put this into legislation. I think the
school boards have done a very good job. I know
from my years as a school wustee in the River
East School Division, we had public consultation
meetings every year. What I found odd when we
had them, we publicized them, we put them in all
the newspapers, and often, well, in every case,
the school trustees and administration far
outnumbered the public that was in attendance.

I think one has to be very careful when one
legislates these kinds of things. There is also
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where the public stands. Is the public really that
interested in the budgetary process? I think, if
that is going to be included in legislation, it is
important to have some kind of a standard
format. I think the FRAME report is something
that all school boards adhere to anyway, and
certainly I do not think it should be an added
extra cost, not that they have indicated to us. So I
think going with this amendment, something that
the Teachers' Society asked for, that way you
have a better comparative mechanism for
individuals coming forward. So, certainly, I, as
one member, do not have a problem with the
amendment.

I think the bill has been poorly thought out,
the whole amalgamation has been terribly
bungled by this Govemment, and what members
on this side are trying to do is trying to help the
Govemment soften the blow somewhat of what
this particular legislation is going to do to a lot
of quarters and a lot of communities.

So, Mr. Speaker, with those few comments,
I certainly hope the House will support this par-
ticular amendment.

Mr. Speaker: Is the House ready for the
question?

Some Honourable Members: Question.

Mr. Speaker: The question before the House is
the amendment to Bill 14

THAT Bill 14 be amended by replacing the
proposed clause 178(1)(b), as set out in section
17 of the Bill, with the following:

(b) presented as proposed budget, in the
form and contain the information required
by subsection (2), at an open meeting of the
board and heard from persons present wish-
ing to make submissions regarding it.

Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the
amendment?

Voice Vote

Mr. Speaker: All those in favour of adopting
the amendment, say yea.

Some Honourable Members: Yea.

Mr. Speaker: All those opposed to the amend-
ment, say nay.

Some Honourable Members: Nay.
Mr. Speaker: In my opinion, the Nays have it.

Formal Vote

An Honourable Member: Yeas and Nays.

Mr. Speaker: Yeas and Nays. A recorded vote,
having been—/interjection] Order. For clarifi-
cation of the House, I was recognizing the
honourable Member for Russell (Mr. Derkach),
who was on his feet at his desk, and I heard him
very clearly. He said Yeas and Nays. So the
recorded vote, in my opinion, has been requested
by the honourable Member for Russell. Is that
the case, yes or no?

The honourable Member for Russell, have
you requested a recorded vote?

Mr. Leonard Derkach (Russell): Yes.

Mr. Speaker: Okay. The recorded vote having
been requested, call in the members.

Order. The question before the House is the
proposed amendment to Bill 14

THAT Bill 14 be amended by replacing the
proposed-—

An Honourable Member: Dispense.
Mr. Speaker: Dispense.
* (15:30)

Division

A RECORDED VOTE was taken, the result
being as follows:

Yeas

Cummings, Dacquay, Derkach, Driedger, Dyck,
Enns, Faurschou, Gerrard, Gilleshammer, Haw-
ranik, Helwer, Laurendeau, Loewen, Maguire,
Mitchelson, Murray, Penner (Emerson), Penner
(Steinbach), Pitura, Reimer, Rocan, Schuler,
Smith (Fort Garry), Stefanson, Tweed.
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Nays

Aglugub, Allan, Ashton, Asper, Cerilli, Chomiak,
Dewar, Doer, Friesen, Jennissen, Korzeniowski,
Lemieux, Mackintosh, Maloway, Martindale,
McGifford, Mihychuk, Nevakshonoff, Reid,
Robinson, Rondeau, Sale, Santos, Schellenberg,
Selinger, Smith (Brandon West), Struthers,
Wowchuk.

Madam Deputy Clerk (Bev Bosiak): Yeas 25,
Nays 28.

Mr. Speaker: The amendment has been de-
feated.

* % %

Mr. Speaker: Now we will move on to the
proposed amendment to Bill 14 in the name of
the honourable Minister of Education, Training
and Youth (Mr. Caldwell).

Hon. Diane McGifford (Minister of Advanced
Education): Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by
the honourable Minister of Culture, Heritage and
Tourism (Mr. Lemieux),

THAT Bill 14 be amended by adding the
following as section 24.1:

Continuity in education
24.1(1) Despite the formation of The River East
Transcona School Division,

(a) until June 30, 2005, a child who was or
would have been a resident pupil of the
former Transcona-Springfield School Divi-
sion No. 12 continues to have the same
rights of access to schools which were
located in that division as they had on June
30, 2002, and

(b) after June 30, 2005, a resident pupil of
The Sunrise School Division who was
enrolled in a school in the River East
Transcona School Division under clause (a)
will be deemed to have been enrolled in that
school under the schools of choice policy,
and the schools of choice policy applies in
respect of that pupil.

Definitions
24.1(2) For the purposes of subsection (1),

"The River East Transcona School Divi-
sion" means The River East Transcona
School Division formed under the School
Division and School District Amalgamation
(2002) Regulation, Manitoba Regulation
61/02; ("Division scolaire River East
Transcona")

"schools of choice” means the schools of
choice policy established under sections
38.3 and 58.4; (politique sur le choix d'une
école)

"The Sunrise School Division" means The
Sunrise School Division formed under the
School Division and School District
Amalgamation (2002) Regulation, Mani-
toba Regulation 61/02; ("Division scolaire
Sunrise'!)

"Transcona-Springfield School Division
No. 12" means The Transcona-Springfield
School Division No. 12 under the School
Divisions and Districts Establishment Reg-
ulation, Manitoba Regulation 109/93.
("Division scolaire de Transcona-Spring-
field no 12")

Mr. Speaker—
Mr. Speaker: You still have the floor.

Point of Order

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Official Oppo-
sition House Leader, on a point of order.

Mr. Marcel Laurendeau (Official Opposition
House Leader): On a point of order, Mr.
Speaker. I do believe, seeing as the amendment
is in the honourable Minister of Education's (Mr.
Caldwell) name on the Order Paper, that the
minister would have had to have moved it on
behalf of the minister.

Mr. Speaker: The honourable Government
House Leader, on the same point of order.

Hon. Gord Mackintosh (Government House
Leader): Yes, just to clarify. The minister is the
Acting Minister of Education and is moving it on
behalf of the Minister of Education, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: For clarification of the House, the
honourable Minister of Advanced Education
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(Ms. McGifford) is the Acting Minister of
Education, Training and Youth and had moved
the amendment on behalf of the Minister of—
[interjection] Well, 1 am just clarifying it from
the Govermment House Leader. For clarification
from the Govermment House Leader.

I would ask the honourable Minister of
Advanced Education to state on record that she
was moving it on behalf of the Minister of
Education, Training and Youth.

* % %

Ms. McGifford: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and
thank you for all the advice. Yes, I do move it on
behalf of the Minister of Education, Training and
Youth.

Point of Order

Mr. Speaker: The honourable
House Leader, on a point a order.

Opposition

Mr. Laurendeau: It seems when some of the
microphones are on, we are not hearing very
clearly over here. I do not know if other mem-
bers are having trouble, but I am having trouble
hearing members, including yourself, Mr.
Speaker, when you are speaking, if you could
check out the sound system.

Mr. Speaker: If I could ask the recorder at the
back just to do a quick test, whatever means they
have, just to make sure that all the mikes are
working, and that the members can hear the
member who has the floor.

* % %

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the
honourable Minister of Advanced Education
(Ms. McGifford) for the Minister of Education,
Training and Youth (Mr. Caldwell), seconded by
the honourable Minister of Culture, Heritage and
Tourism (Mr. Lemieux),

THAT Bill 14 be amended by adding the
following section 24.1:

An Honourable Member: Dispense.

Mr. Speaker: Dispense.

Continuity in education
24.1(1) Despite the formation of The River East
Transcona School Division,

(a) until June 30, 2005, a child who was or
would have been a resident pupil of the former
Transcona-Springfield School Division No. 12
continues to have the same rights of access to
schools which were located in that division as

they had on June 30, 2002, and

(b) after June 30, 2005, a resident pupil of The
Sunrise School Division who was enrolled in a
school in the River East Transcona School
Division under clause (a) will be deemed to have
been enrolled in that school under the schools of
choice policy, and the schools of choice policy
applies in respect of that pupil.

Definitions
24.1(2) For the purposes of subsection (1),

"The River East Transcona School Division"
means The River East Transcona School
Division formed under the School Division and
School District Amalgamation (2002) Regu-
lation, Manitoba Regulation 61/02; ("Division
scolaire River East Transcona")

""schools of choice" means the schools of choice
policy established under sections 58.3 and 58.4;
(politique sur le choix d'une école)

"The Sunrise School Division" means The
Sunrise School Division formed wunder the
School Division and School District Amalga-
mation (2002) Regulation, Manitoba Regulation
61/02; (" Division scolaire Sunrise”)

"Transcona-Springfield School Division No.
12" means The Transcona-Springfield School
Division No. 12 under the School Divisions and
Districts Establishment Regulation, Manitoba
Regulation 109/93. ("Division scolaire de
Transcona-Springfield no 12")

Ms. McGifford: Mr. Speaker, I think the prob-
lem might have been that my mike was turned,
and now that we have corrected that I hope that
everyone can hear clearly.

I am pleased to be here this afternoon and to
address the amendment proposed on behalf of



July 8, 2002

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA

3183

the Minister of Education, Training and Youth. I
am pleased to say that amalgamation is pro-
ceeding well everywhere. Having said that, I do
want to add that, in the case of Springfield, a
number of residents have expressed some con-
cemn about the continuity of education for their
children in some Transcona schools. However,
the minister has taken steps to address their
concems.

We have initiated the development of a
shared services agreement among River East,
Transcona-Springfield and Agassiz school divi-
sions to guarantee continued access for Spring-
field students to high school programs in a
Transcona school. Also guaranteed has been
access to Grades 7 and 8 students for practical
arts and home economics, Mr. Speaker.

As part of this agreement, the Province has
agreed to cover the costs of transportation for
these students; I am sure, welcoming news. In
order to give further reassurance to students and
parents, this amendment gives the shared
services agreement legislative authority.

Furthermore, this agreement also extends to
access programs at the early and middle levels as
well as allowing future students who are cur-
rently resident in Springfield access to Trans-
cona schools until June 2005.

* (15:40)

While I am on my feet, I would just like to
take the opportunity to express our thanks on
behalf of this side of the House to the member
from Minnedosa. The member from Minnedosa
raised the issue of providing reassurance for the
parents and children of Springfield, and, hence,
because of the Member for Minnedosa (Mr.
Gilleshammer), the former minister, we intro-
duced this amendment. Because of his measured
and reasonable approach to this side of the
House, we did move this amendment. I suppose
the member's reasonableness and his measured
approach are probably signs of his experience in
the House. I do want to thank him on behalf of
Govermment for this behavior.

While I am on my feet, as well, I would like
to point out that every day that the passage of
this bill is delayed, this means more and more

problems for school divisions, for school boards
and for schoolchildren.

Because of this delay, boards are beginning
the new fiscal year under their old arrangements.
This is creating problems with staff; it is creating
problems with accounting, with purchasing and
all the very complex issues involved in school
management and governance. These delays are
really sowing the seeds of confusion and intro-
ducing unnecessary problems.

I do implore members opposite to think of
the children in the province of Manitoba. Let us
just get on with the passage of this legislation.
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Schuler: This amendment to Bill 14 is quite
strange. The Government has pushed its Bill 14
and has done the Chicken Little approach on this
bill. Here we are, well into July, they cried and
thumped their chests about how this bill had to
be through on the first, and yet it is the minister
amending his own legislation today. The minis-
ter is the one who has been crying foul, that this
has to go through, has to go through, yet he is the
one who is stalling his own legislation and put-
ting amendments through, Mr. Speaker.

It is unfortunate that the minister did not
listen to reasoned, well-thought-out advice that
was given back in January, on January 7, by the
residents of Springfield, when the minister
showed up when it was pointed out to him the
concemns and the problems of this amalgamation
to the students of Springfield.

When you look at the article in the Free
Press of Saturday, July 6, you can see that the
parents feel again that this is one of those
stopgap measures, it is more of a spin measure
than anything else, because it will grandfather
those grades that are currently involved in the
education system, and does not lay out a plan or
any ideas of what will happen to the French
immersion program in Ecole Dugald once this
grandfathering runs out.

Mr. Speaker, this kind of issue should have
been dealt with back in January. I am glad to see
the Minister of Advanced Education (Ms.
McGifford) giving one of the members in the
Opposition the credit for it, but probably the
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credit is more due to the parents who took this
Govermnment to task, who took this Government
to court and bitterly, bitterly had to defend their
position in regard to what was going to happen
with their students. This is, in small part, a vic-
tims compensation package that has been put
forward by the minister. It compensates, in a
very small way, the victims of amalgamation. I
think we will, in the next months and years, talk
about the victims of Bill 14. In fact, Bill 14
should be renamed the victimization-of-parents
bill. We will see a lot more parents coming
forward when they find out what this Govemn-
ment has done to them, the students and the
education system.

The amendment itself deals with, in small
part, the things that were being said by myself
and by the parents. It was spoken by the reeve
and the council and the trustees. It is unfortunate
that it took this long before the Government
actually acted and did something in regard to it. I
wonder also, if you read in the article: Mean-
while, River East trustee Rod Giesbrecht raised
alarms yesterday over the cost of educating
Springfield students in the new River East
School Division. You are looking at a 1.5% tax
increase solely to fund students from Springfield
if the Doer government does not cover all the
costs of sending the rural children into amalga-
mated division.

He also claimed that trustees in River East
and Transcona only agreed to sign a shared
services agreement because they feared the
minister would dissolve their boards and appoint
an official trustee if they did not follow his
wishes. A lot of this has been done under duress.
A lot of this has been done, again, the whole
punishment politics issue comes forward, and the
Government, I believe, is backpedalling, in a
very small way, with their victims compensation
amendment.

Again, they have not looked at the bigger
picture of what is going to happen with the
whole French immersion program. I think it is
strange, by far, that the Government has been
crying for Bill 14; here we are heading right into
July, and the minister is starting to amend his
bill. Perhaps the wise thing to do for this House
is to hold the bill for another couple of weeks to
allow the minister to reconsider more of his
errors. Perhaps he will consider some more

amendments, some proper amendments that
would make amalgamation what it should be.
That should be a positive and not the negative
that it is right now. With that, I will defer to my
next colleague.

Mr. Mervin Tweed (Turtle Mountain): The
calamity of this bill just keeps getting larger and
larger. For weeks we have heard the members
opposite talk about a drop-dead date of July 1. In
fact, members opposite, members in the back
bench with their lob questions to the Minister of
Education every day saying that the harm and
the despair that would be created by not passing
this bill by July 1 would just be unbearable on
the school divisions in Manitoba that are being
amalgamated.

What do we have? After the fact, after the
July 1 deadline, a minister bringing an amend-
ment forward that basically addresses part of the
issue of the amalgamation but certainly not all of
it. This minister, who had the ability to enforce
amalgamation in school divisions across Mani-
toba with the previous legislation, the legislation
that was already a part of this Legislature, a part
of The Public Schools Act of Manitoba, he
chooses instead to rewrite an act that we have
referred to several times from this side as strictly
an act that covers off against the minister's
mistakes and faux pas that he has created along
this process. In fact, there has been no process.
The process has been that a group of people got
together in a dimly lit room with a crayon and
drew boundaries and decided that they would
come out to the public after the fact. What they
did was, they heard from the people.

It is interesting that the Member for
Rossmere (Mr. Schellenberg), talking from his
chair, and yet, in the weekend paper, it talked
about the thousands of people that he said were
happy about this amalgamation legislation. I
mean, if you read the paper, Mr. Speaker, and,
you know, we all know when it comes from
somebody within the communities, it is usually
heartfelt and well thought out. It is certainly not
anything near what the Member for Rossmere
would suggest about this bill.

* (15:50)

So not only do we have a Minister of Edu-
cation (Mr. Caldwell) that, unfortunately, for
some reason, just cannot get it right. Try as he
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might or try as he might not, he just does not get
it. He does not understand. The Acting Minister
of Education can make a million excuses for the
minister's newness to the Legislature and his
difficulty in understanding how the Legislature
works and his inability to perhaps go out and
follow a process that was set up, a process that
was designed to actually enhance amalgamation.

What we see today is a process that is so
flawed that it is dividing communities, not only
in Transcona-Springfield, in school divisions,
but, if you look out into rural Manitoba, the arti-
cle in this week's Brandon Sun talks about the
difficulties that other school divisions are hav-
ing. They are not even speaking. They are not
even talking to each other anymore. That is what
this type of legislation has created in our school
divisions across rural Manitoba. That is a shame,
because you do have an opportunity to do
something like this and you have an opportunity
to do it right.

Unfortunately, the Minister of Education
chose to do it all the wrong way. He has spent
the last several weeks in this Legislature and in
the public domain trying to explain his reasons
for doing things and trying to cover up what he
did in this legislation with an act that basically
exempts the minister from any responsibilities
for any wrongdoings, which we know has
happened. We have pointed it out in this Legis-
lature several times.

We have pointed out the fact that the
minister under the old act has the ability to enact
amalgamation, he does not need this bill, and the
fact that after the July 1 deadline-I am going to
look around, it is July what today? July 8 today.
So eight days after the minister said that this
deadline had to be met or it was going to incur
all kinds of problems across amalgamated school
divisions in Manitoba, who comes forward with
an amendment? The Minister of Education.
Absolutely unbelievable.

I would like him to stand in his chair or
stand on the floor beside his chair today and
apologize for the way he misled Manitobans in
his statements in this House, saying that it was a
drop-dead date of July 1 and that the sky would
fall if July 1 passed. Now the minister comes
forward with an amendment to his own must-

pass bill. It is actually beyond belief in this
House.

I would hope that the crow that the Minister
of Education is eating today tastes very well,
because he certainly lost any and all credibility
in the education fields in Manitoba and with
families and with parents of children, and, I
suspect, with the children, Mr. Speaker.

He brings forward an amendment, and, to
the acting minister's understanding of it, it was
something that was brought forward at the com-
mittee stage of this when we went out. Although
we listened to the people, I think they felt that
the Govemment certainly was not listening. It
was, I think, through the strength of the lobbying
done by the Member for Minnedosa (Mr.
Gilleshammer) that the minister, albeit very late
in the process, saw the light.

There are certain conditions and concems
with the amendment that he is bringing forward.
The funding runs out on June 30, 2005. The
families and the parents are saying, well, where
do we go from there? What happens after this
fact? Does the minister come in with another
amendment?

Well, actually I will tell you what will
happen is that there will be a new govermment in
Manitoba, and this will be dealt with in an
outward, upward, straightforward process so the
people of Manitoba lmow what they are getting
before it is foisted upon them by a government
that really has no concem about their concems,
does not want to listen, does not want to follow a
process, merely wants to design boundaries
based on political motivation.

The action of the Government is actually
being seen by the people across Manitoba as
being a government that does not understand and
also, I suspect, does not care. They have the
ability through legislation to say to people that if
you disagree with this bill, if you do not like
what we are doing, you can challenge it in court,
but, when you do, by the passing of this
legislation that will no longer exist. In fact, that
type of intimidation is referred to in this news-
paper article. The guy, one of the gentlemen
involved in the amalgamation, claimed that trus-
tees in River East and Transcona only agreed to
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sign a shared-service agreement because they
feared the minister would dissolve their boards
and appoint an official trustee if they did not
follow his wishes. Is that not an odd statement?

There is not one member on the member's
side that could deny that minister would not do
that because he has already done it in this
province. He has denied the people of Morris-
Macdonald their elected representatives on a
school board to represent them in amalgamation
process and in a budget process that is taking
place right now. What we have is a minister-
appointed person to act as his spokesperson on
behalf of the Government, and the people of
Morris-Macdonald are feeling very left out of
this process, too.

Again, you understand some of the back-
ground of this issue when you read in the paper
that people in this province, elected officials, and
I suspect it goes deeper than school boards. I am
starting to challenge whether it is going out into
the R.M.s and into the municipal where they are
afraid to make decisions that impact their con-
stituents in the best way because they are afraid
of the heavy hand of this Government coming
down and forcing them out, throwing them out
of office and taking over the management, which
they have displayed that they are willing and
able to do. Pardon me, Mr. Speaker, not neces-
sarily able, but willing to do.

They are willing to take the elected officials
in Manitoba and discard them, throw them away,
throw them out if they do not agree with the
directives of the government of the day. And
that, Mr. Speaker, is the crux of this entire bill. It
speaks to this entire Government and the way
that they deal with the people and they way they
deal with the issues that affect the people in the
province of Manitoba.

Mr. Conrad Santos, Deputy Speaker, in the
Chair

The other things, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that
the people are concemed about; they are con-
cemed about a tax increase. They are talking
about a 1.5% tax increase, and that is solely to
fund students from Springfield if the Govem-
ment does not cover all the costs of sending rural
children into the amalgamated division. So what

they are doing is they are saying, yes, we are
going to give you an amendment into this law
that allows you to do that, but we are not going
to pay the bill for it. We are going to pay a
percentage of it. We are going to pay the busing
costs, but we are not paying any other additional
costs that will be incurred. And the members of
the school division on both sides are suggesting
that there are going to be plenty more costs than
what is being talked about at this point in time.

So, again, what we have is we have the
heavy hand of government, a pleading, bleating
group of people that in the past several weeks
have decried the stalling tactics in this Legis-
lature. Now today they can be charged with the
same as stalling their own bill, as delaying their
own bill, as not having been prepared or not
having followed a process that would have
eliminated all of the turmoil, all of the discontent
that is out there in these school divisions that are
being forced to amalgamate.

But then again, we have heard today and we
hear it from time to time, the Government will
stand up and very proudly state to the public of
Manitoba we will not do that, it is not the
Manitoba way. Then what do we find out they
do? Well they just ignore what they said to the
public and they come back and they do whatever
they want, and they threaten the very people that
they are dealing with. They threaten them and
say if you do not do it our way, be very, very
afraid. We have shown that we can be the heavy
hand of government. We have shown that we can
fire school boards that are duly elected by the
people they represent. We are not afraid to take
these people on.

This is a government that talks about being
for the people, being for the little guy, being for
the people that need the most help, and then they
go out and do this to a school division, to school
divisions across the province.

As I said earlier, there are school divisions
in southwest Manitoba that have worked
together for the last 15 years. Today they are not
speaking to each other because of this minister's
bungling of this bill. I hate to use the word
"bungle," because we already have one minister
on that side of the Government that bungles
everything she touches. We will come up, I
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think, with maybe mangle or the mangler or
something like that. Something that is as appro-
priate, but it will help you, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
in your job in identifying who we are speaking
about when we refer to the bungler or the man-
gler. I am sure there will be others that come
forward.

In closing, I want to suggest to the Gov-
emment, and this is not my words, these are
words from people who are being impacted by
this type of legislation, this heavy-handed, I am
right, you are wrong, and I will legislate that.
One of the people involved, whose families are
involved, termed this bill as the victims' compen-
sation amendment. Basically, her comment was
they are treating an amputation with a Band-Aid.
What they have done is, you know, they have
said, we have listened to you and we are really
hearing what you are saying, and we understand
what you are saying. But, you know what, here
is a temporary fix, go away, do not come back
and bother us. In a couple of years, we hope that,
well, perhaps, they will not be there.

We know that the Minister of Education
(Mr. Caldwell) will probably be taking a move
shortly after this session ends. Where that will
be, Mr. Deputy Speaker, we are not sure, but
certainly the people of Manitoba are not going to
tolerate an Education Minister that acts in such a
heavy-handed way, coerces, forces, drags his
backbenchers into the fray by forcing them to
ask simplistic questions about amalgamation and
the time frame around it.

* (16:00)

I would suggest to the backbenchers across
the floor, maybe they would want to get up and
ask their Minister of Education today: What is
with the amalgamation? This was supposed to
happen July 1, and now you are amalgamating
your own bill.

Maybe one of them would like to stand up
and ask that question. They have been good at
spitting out the minister's written words for them
and reading their scripts very well. Maybe the
minister could draft a question for them. We
might even give them, we would not have to
give them, they could ask for it, they could ask
for their supplement, because we probably really

would like to know. I am sure that on this side of
the House if we were to ask the minister that
question we would not get an answer. We do not
get an answer for any of the questions that we
ask of the Minister of Education.

But perhaps we could invite one of our
colleagues on the back bench to step up and ask
a question of the minister and quite simply just
say, you know, Mr. Minister, can you tell me
what happened to this July 1 deadline? We were
right there with you. In fact, the Member for
Dauphin-Roblin (Mr. Struthers) went out and I
am sure that he asked them to write a letter.
Would you please write a letter to the minister
and ask him, you know, can we get this done by
July 1? I mean, it is life or death. The world will
fall on July 1 if the Minister of Education does
not get his bill.

The Minister of Education stood every day
and said, yes, this legislation must pass on
July 1. It must be there for the people, for the
children. Actually, the Acting Minister of Edu-
cation said this bill was all about the children.
We are doing it for the children. July 1, we need
it for the children, and, yet, today, eight days
after that drop-dead date, we have the very same
Minister of Education bringing forward amend-
ments to his legislation. Now, how comfortable
is he with his legislation when he is changing it
in third reading?

I guess people out in my part of the country
would start to look at you in a different point of
view if you could not bring something forward
to the House as straight as that. What they really
understand is that he did not need that legislation
to do what he wanted to do. He did not need it at
all. So, in order to complicate the lives of the
many organizations and the many school divi-
sions that are working on amalgamation, he has
created nothing but problems for himself.

Again, I would encourage all the back-
benchers on the other side to ask their minister,
and, you know, even if you do not want to do it
in Question Period, I understand there is a little
sensitivity around. You know, you do not want
to embarrass yourself because you had to get up
and ask all those other questions that the minister
wrote for you. But, even if you could take him
aside in the caucus or down the hallway or
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somewhere, I know the Member for Rossmere
(Mr. Schellenberg) is listening intently to this. I
would ask him directly to just spend a little time
with the minister, take his hand, ask him very
quietly, you know, did we ask you the wrong
questions? Did we misread the questions that
you gave us in the last couple of weeks about
amalgamation, because, if we did, we are sorry,
we would like to make it up to you? We will ask
you the right question tomorrow if we have to
help the minister out and help him get his
message across.

We have talked about the debate in this
House, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the fact that, as I
said earlier, this bill is a calamity. It is a joke
across Manitoba now. It is almost like the jokes
that nobody tells publicly any more. They just
tell within the confines of a very quiet room in
the way that this Government has mismanaged
this bill, mismanaged the amalgamation of
school divisions, created the frustrations that did
not have to be there. It is a very sad thing
because people in Manitoba truly do care about
their children's education. Unfortunately, I do
not think the Minister of Education (Mr.
Caldwell) does.

* (16:10)

Mr. Leonard Derkach (Russell): Once again, I
rise to speak on this legislation that keeps
dragging through this process despite the fact
that the Government has now attempted to put a
form of closure on this bill. They underestimated
the resolve of the Opposition to ensure that
Manitobans are heard on this legislation, but
something interesting has happened. That is that
now the minister has sort of awakened to some
of the errors of his ways and has decided to
come forth with an amendment of his own. This
amendment is somewhat interesting because it
arises out of the opposition that was put forth by
the people out of Transcona, the member from
Springfield and the people from that part of the
world who are going to be impacted quite
negatively by this piece of legislation.

Let us understand that this is not the only
part of the province that is going to be adversely
affected through amalgamation, because there
are other areas in the province where there are
some significant unknowns about what this

legislation will do and specifically at the cost
that is going to be incurred by the taxpayers of
the various divisions.

We have just heard from my colleagues, the
Member for Turtle Mountain (Mr. Tweed) and
also the Member for Springfield (Mr. Schuler)
with respect to the objections to this legislation.
It was curious that the Minister of Education
when he introduced this promised school divi-
sions and teachers and parents out there that this
legislation would be passed by the first of July,
and that they had to have this by the first of July
in order to be able to get ready for the elections
in the fall. July 1 passed us by, and even the
minister, who was supposedly in charge of this
legislation, did not come forth with an amend-
ment until this date which is well after the first
of July.

One has to question how serious the minister
really was in his promises that he made to school
divisions and to parents and teachers out there.
Secondly, how sincere was the minister in the
House here at the July 1 date when, in fact, he
brings forward an amendment that is long after
July 1?

The other thing that is curious is that
members of the Government have not talked
about this legislation. They have not stood up in
their places to put any comments with respect to
this legislation. This is going to impact on a lot
of people across this province, not just the school
divisions, the taxpayer is going to be impacted.
The teachers are going to be impacted. The non-
teaching staff are going to be impacted. Students
are going to be impacted. Transportation is going
to be impacted. Yet we see a lack of partici-
pation in putting comments on this bill from the
Government.

They have already made up their minds.
Their mind is to force this legislation through at
any cost. They do not care. They do not have any
responsibility, accountability, to their taxpayers
and to the people they represent because if they
did they would be standing in their places and
putting their comments, their views on Bill 14 on
the record. I daresay some of them are afraid to
put their own comments on the record because
those comments are going to be read back to
them by their taxpayers. They are going to be
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read back to them by the people in the various
school divisions.

The most curious of all is the member from
Dauphin-Roblin who was a part of this amalga-
mation charade. When he was out there sup-
porting the minister for the great job he did on
amalgamation, he forgot that a very significant
part of his own constituency was left out of the
amalgamation process. The Intermountain
School Division then said: Why have we been
left out? What was the reason for it? No reasons
were provided. The minister could not provide
any reasons. The member from Dauphin-Roblin
could not provide any reasons. At the end of the
day, the superintendent and the board of that
division said, if we are going to have amalga-
mation, let us make it make some sense. So they
decided that they would join the Dauphin-Ochre
school division, Mr. Speaker, but this was at the
initiative of the school division, not this Govemn-
ment, not the MLA for the area who was running
around the province saying how great this
amalgamation initiative was for the Government.
It was a disaster, and that is an example of this
kind of disaster that we see repeating itself
throughout the province.

Mr. Speaker, it was with curiosity that I
picked up the Brandon Sun, who were doing
features on various school amalgamations. This
whole initiative and the debate we are having
here in this Legislature is not about us being
opposed to amalgamation, because amalgama-
tion can do some very good things across this
province in a very positive way, but let us have
amalgamation throughout the entire province,
not just selected school divisions based on the
political aspirations of the govermment of the
day. That is what is very shameful about the
action that was taken by the minister.

In my own area, Russell, the Pelly Trail and
Birdtail school divisions are amalgamating,
probably a sensible way to go in terms of taking
two geographic areas and putting them into one,
although, if you had consulted with the people in
that that area, you would have found that it
would have been valuable to consolidate the
Intermountain School Division with the Pelly
Trail and Birdtail School Division as well. But
the shortsightedness of this Government, the fact
that they did not consult with anyone, has caused

them some embarrassment and caused them to
have a very chaotic situation across the province.

When you talk to the people of Agassiz
School Division, the people of Springfield, the
people of River East, the people of Transcona,
there is some real serious concem about the
quality of education that is going to emerge as a
result of the amalgamation. The people who are
going to be most affected are the people who
have the most difficult time raising those scarce
taxpayer dollars to fund education.

Under the combined school division of
Transcona and Springfield, over the last 20
years, those people have concentrated on ensur-
ing that the services that their children need are
provided within that division. By splitting that
division, Mr. Speaker, into two components, one
going to River East, the other going to Agassiz,
we all of a sudden are going to be losing the
services that those people have invested in,
invested their own taxpayer dollars in, and the
people have done that through their own
initiative by ensuring that their focus was on
quality education for their children. That is not to
say that the education in River East is inferior.
Not at all; the River East education program is
excellent, but what you are doing is you are
splitting a school division. I would daresay that
the students who are going to go to River East
will probably have as good as or enhanced
services than they have had in the previous
school division.

What about those students who are now
going to be merged with Agassiz? Agassiz has
said very clearly, because of their geographic
area, the demographics in that region, the tax
base in that region, there is no way that they can
come close to providing the same quality of
education that students were privileged to in
Transcona-Springfield. So now the minister
brings in an amendment, and he says that we will
grandfather the programs in this catchment area
for a period of three years, and we will provide
busing for three years.

Well, Mr. Speaker, that is fine for that
period of time, but what happens after that?
Where do these children go? What do these
parents do? What does the school division do?
How can they become prepared for that
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eventuality where those services are going to be
declined and are going to be denied them by the
now River East School Division? Do I blame
River East School Division? Not in the least.
Their responsibility is to the students that they
serve, to the taxpayers that they serve, to the
parents that have children in their catchment
area. That is their priority, and it is set out quite
clearly in the act who they are responsible to.
They cannot ask their taxpayers to start raising
tax dollars for students that do not live in that
division and go to a school in another school
division. That is just creating further chaos.

I daresay that this amendment to this bill has
been poorly thought out, it has not been given
scrutiny by any consultation process with people
who are impacted by it, and we will have at the
end of a day a situation where the minister is
going to be forced to do patchwork kinds of
problem-solving issues with regard to the people
who live in that old Transcona-Springfield
School Division. That is not the way to run an
education program. That is not showing any
vision.

* (16:20)

The minister has not put forth a vision of
what he expects this province to look like in
terms of school divisions. He has not indicated
with any clarity whether, in fact, there will be
further school amalgamations a year from now,
two years from now, and what our province
should look like in terms of school divisions so
that there is some equity throughout the divi-
sions, so that a student who is attending school,
whether it is in Agassiz, Neepawa, or wherever it
might be, might be assured of the same quality
of education that a student who is receiving an
education program in Brandon, in Winnipeg, in
Winkler or Killamey is receiving.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, the minister has not put
that vision forward. He has not put his plan
forward. We have asked the minister repeatedly
to show us where his savings are. The Leader of
the Liberal Party (Mr. Gerrard) has put forward
an amendment which would ask the minister to
place before this Legislature and before the
people of Manitoba his analysis and his assur-
ance that, in fact, the $10 million of savings is

real and that that $10 million can be then
reallocated to classrooms.

The minister made vague promises about,
well, we will save $3.5 million by merging the
school divisions on things like trustees and
another $7 million on other things. Well, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, those are vague. There is no
clarity to them. The minister has not provided
that evidence to this Legislature or to the people
of Manitoba about the specific savings that are
going to occur as a result of amalgamation. So
does it make us skeptical? Does it make Mani-
tobans skeptical? Of course, it does. But, more
importantly, it raises legitimate questions in our
minds about the cost of amalgamation.

I think we will find at the end of the process
that divisions are going to have higher costs than
they have today, and those higher costs are going
to come as a result of some school divisions
having to increase the salaries for their teachers
because the salary contracts between different
divisions are different. We cannot expect the
salaries of teachers to go down to the lower
denominator. In fact, they will go to the higher
denominator, and one would expect that. So
there is going to be a cost to that school division.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, what about non-
teaching staff? Again, we have different non-
teaching staff salaries throughout the province.
So should we be thinking about provincial bar-
gaining, provincial bargaining for teachers and
non-teachers if we are talking about amalga-
mation? That would show vision. That would
show some direction in how the Government
was proceeding. But to do it in this way, it is a
very chaotic approach to amalgamation in the
province of Manitoba.

What about school transportation? Now, this
is a very important issue. School transportation
in this province is made up of some school
divisions providing it for their students and other
school divisions contracting it out with private
contractors for their divisions. Some school
divisions have school division offices; others do
not. How do we make sense of any of this? The
minister has not provided any clarity on any of
these issues, and he has been asked repeatedly to
do that.
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Now, in speaking to trustees, they see no
problem with working through the amalgamation
process, but they want it to be transparent. They
want it to be up front. They tell me no matter
which school division I go to that they see no
savings. I think the newspapers today substanti-
ate that because there is not a school division in
this province that I have seen come forward to
tell us that there are going to be savings. As a
matter of fact, they all tell us that there are going
to be costs, and in some divisions, there are
going to be significant costs.

So let us become realistic about this amal-
gamation process. Let us be honest with the
people of Manitoba about the amalgamation pro-
cess. Let us tell them up front that this is going
to have a cost to it. Amalgamation is going to
have a cost to it. Instead, the Government is
running about telling people that there are going
to be cost savings, and yet they cannot identify
them. They cannot substantiate what those cost
savings are. They will not table that evidence in
the House. They will not table that evidence
before the people of Manitoba, Mr. Deputy
Speaker.

Now, I think the Minister of Education is
being less than truthful with the people of this
province and, by extension, so is the Govem-
ment. The Government is not being truthful with
the taxpayers of the province of Manitoba on the
issue of amalgamation. So, in an attempt to try to
appease some of the furor out there, the minister
brings forwa