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The House met at 1:30 p.m.

Mr. Speaker: O Eternal and Almighty God, from
Whom all power and wisdom come, we are
assembled here before Thee to frame such laws as
may tend to the welfare and prosperity of our
province. Grant, O merciful God, we pray Thee, that
we may desire only that which is in accordance with
Thy will, that we may seek it with wisdom and know
it with certainty and accomplish it perfectly for the
glory and honour of Thy name and for the welfare of
all our people. Amen.

Good afternoon, everyone. Please be seated.
MATTER OF PRIVILEGE

Mr. Cameron Friesen (Morden-Winkler): Mr.
Speaker, | rise on a matter of privilege.

Mr. Speaker: On a matter of privilege.

Mr. Friesen: Mr. Speaker, a matter of privilege is a
serious thing and, under section 34 of our rule book,
should be taken into consideration immediately. The
two conditions that must be satisfied in order for the
matter to be raised are: (1) according to Beauchesne's
section 115, a question of privilege must be brought
to the attention of the House at the first possible
opportunity; and (2) whether there is sufficient
evidence provided to establish a prima facie case of
privilege.

First, Mr. Speaker, yesterday in the Chamber the
Minister of Finance (Ms. Howard) rose to respond to
questions that | had asked about the Ombudsman's
report issued April 1st, 2014. | listened carefully to
the response of the minister and | became concerned
as she was putting incorrect information on the
record. When the Hansard for yesterday's question
period became available | took the opportunity to
review it and | verified the minister's comments. |
also took the opportunity to reread the Manitoba
Ombudsman's report issued April 1st, 2014. Having
taken these steps, | am now raising the issue. | would
submit to you that this is my first opportunity to raise
the matter.

On the second matter, | thank you for the
opportunity to demonstrate in this context that there
is sufficient evidence to establish a prima facie case
of privilege. Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, in question
period | posed questions to the Minister of Finance

on the subject of the recent Ombudsman's report
dated April 1st, 2014. The minister rose and
responded to my question, and she said the
following, and | quote: | do want to draw the
member's attention to what the Ombudsman report
actually says. What it actually says is that Manitoba
Finance has no records. And she concludes remarks
by saying that this was the finding of the
Ombudsman's report. End quote.

I am very concerned about the information that
the Minister of Finance has put on the record. She
clearly indicated in her response that she was citing
the finding of the Ombudsman's report. However, a
quick review of the report reveals that the minister
did not quote from the findings of the Ombudsman's
report. Rather, what she quoted was the section of
the report early on where the position of Manitoba
Finance is established.

Mr. Speaker, let's be clear. The Ombudsman's
report follows a structure. It includes a summary of
an issue. It includes a complaint. It includes the
position of the party against whom the action is
initiated, and later on the report includes an analysis
of issues and findings and, finally, there is a
summary of findings.

When the minister replied yesterday she led
members of this Chamber to believe that she was
citing the information from the summary of findings.
She said, and | quote: "That was the finding of the
Ombudsman's report.” End quote. However, what
she was doing was restating the position of her own
department.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the minister has the right to
restate the position of her own department. She has
the right to speak with people within her department.
She has a right to understand better what the
department has or has not done with respect to this
matter. But what she does not have the right to do is
to quote one statement from an Ombudsman's
investigation and report, to take it out of context, to
convey it to this body of legislators and to suggest, to
state, that what she is doing is citing the conclusion
of the Ombudsman.

Mr. Speaker, the Finance Minister said she was—
the Minister of Finance said she was saying what the
Ombudsman's report actually found. In fact, the
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summary of findings of the Ombudsman's report is
very clear. There were two findings; they are
reported on page 5 of the report and neither one of
those findings supports the minister's claim. The
minister made the assertion not once but twice.
There can be no defence that her actions were
inadvertent or unintentional. She knew what she was
doing and she chose to restate her position in her
supplementary response.

Mr. Speaker, | say again, this is a serious issue.
The Minister of Finance misled this House and
knowingly put false information on the official
record of this Legislature.

And it is obvious that the minister did not
appreciate the line of questioning that | was pursuing
yesterday in question period. | would submit there
are many times when government ministers would
rather not answer the questions that are posed to
them by myself or my colleagues. But the foundation
of our parliamentary system is that ministers do
respond to the questions that are posed to them in the
context of these proceedings. The fact that | was
asking her questions about the Ombudsman's report
that are—or the fact is that | was asking her questions
about the Ombudsman’s report that are exposing a
clear sensitivity on the part of this government.
That does not give her a right to put inaccurate
information on the record.

Mr. Speaker, | believe that this matter meets the
fundamental test that it makes it impossible for me to
carry out my duties as a parliamentarian. | take very
seriously the responsibility that I've been charged
with as a member of this Assembly, and | know that
all of my colleagues here on this side take their
responsibilities like that very seriously. As a member
of the Assembly it is my responsibility to bring
forward concerns on behalf of my constituents and
on behalf of all Manitobans, and when the minister
knowingly puts erroneous information on the record
it makes it impossible for me as a member of
the Legislature to perform my duties. How can
constituents, how can Manitobans have confidence
as | bring forward information if the minister
plays fast and loose with the facts in order to gain
political advantage and curtail discussion and
employ strategies by putting false information on
the record? It makes it less likely for Manitobans
to bring forward information because they feel
disenfranchised and discouraged and believe that
their concerns won't meet a fair hearing, that their
information will be altered, misused, distorted or
diminished.

Moreover, Mr. Speaker, the minister's actions
display a fundamental lack of respect not only to the
opposition party and not only to this Manitoba
Legislature but to the Ombudsman's office. The
Manitoba Ombudsman takes his role very seriously
on behalf of Manitobans to operate at arm's length
as an independent watchdog acting on behalf of
Manitobans and keeping their best interests at heart.
It is reprehensible that the hard work that went into
this report, the phone calls, the investigation, the
background, the fact-finding is undermined by a
minister who misstates the findings of that very
report. In the same way, the minister's actions
display a disregard for the civil service.

*(13:40)

Mr. Speaker, facts matter, and this minister has
tried to play fast and loose with the facts. This
minister is welcome to her own opinion, but she is
not welcome to her own facts.

Mr. Speaker, | thank you for this opportunity to
rise and set the record straight.

Therefore, | move, seconded by the member for
Steinbach (Mr. Goertzen), that this issue of the
Minister of Finance's inaccurate information placed
on the record with respect to the findings of the
Ombudsman's report be referred to a committee of
this House.

Hon. Jennifer Howard (Minister of Finance): I'm
happy to rise and clarify for the member the remarks
that 1 made yesterday, and | will admit that perhaps |
made a mistake in paraphrasing the report, and so |
will read directly from the report for the member.

On page 2 of the Ombudsman'’s report it says, in
terms of the public body's position that records do
not exist, Manitoba Finance indicated that it has no
records of a 9 per cent RST proposal being requested
or put forward for consideration as part of the budget
process. In other words, there are no records that
reflect the possibility of a 9 per cent RST or that
indicate the government or department considered
proposing a 9 per cent RST.

Now, it could be that | should have read that
directly. 1 will accept that as a future reminder that
for this member | should stick directly to the
documents and not attempt to paraphrase things
for him. But when | look at that and also when |
looked at the fact that the Ombudsman upheld the
position of Manitoba Finance in the complaint, my
conclusion is that the Ombudsman would not put the
position of Manitoba Finance in there if he believed
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it was a false position, if his investigation did not
bear that out. Perhaps I'm wrong about that, and | am
happy to discuss that with the Ombudsman if | am.

But, clearly, Mr. Speaker, this is nothing more
than a dispute over the facts, and, frankly, for a
member who spent most of his time in Estimates
denying that the recession ever happened, an
accusation that I'm playing fast and loose with the
facts is a little bit rich.

Mr. Speaker: | will hear the honourable member for
River Heights if he has some information that
perhaps has not been already shared with the House
at this point.

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): I'll be brief,
Mr. Speaker. | think that the clarification that was
needed and came in part from the Minister of
Finance (Ms. Howard) was that this, in fact, was not
the Ombudsman’s finding. It was the report from the
Minister of Finance and her department to the
Ombudsman that she was quoting, and so there was
some, you know, misleading of the House in the fact
that it came across as if this was a finding of the
report.

I think that the member for Morden-Winkler
(Mr. Friesen) has, you know, put this well, that the—
this matter has been clarified and, you know, it could
go to a legislative committee to work out some
additional details of how things should be presented
in the future.

But | think we do have a clarification from the
minister that she was actually talking about her own
views, not necessarily the Ombudsman's views.
Thank you.

Mr. Speaker: On the matter of privilege raised by
the honourable member for Morden-Winkler, | thank
all honourable members for their advice on this
matter.

As all members know, | take matters of privilege
and points of order very seriously, as I've indicated
before, and it is my intent to take this matter under
advisement and to consult with our procedural
authorities to make sure that | can bring back a fair
ruling for the House, and I will do just that.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

Mr. Speaker: Introduction of bills? Seeing none,
we'll move on to petitions. No petitions?

COMMITTEE REPORTS

Standing Committee on Legislative Affairs
Third Report

Mr. Bidhu Jha (Chairperson): I'd like to wish—-to
present the Third Report of the Standing Committee
on Legislative Affairs.

Clerk (Ms. Patricia Chaychuk): Your Standing
Committee on Legislative Affairs—

Some Honourable Members: Dispense.
Mr. Speaker: Dispense? Dispense.

Your Standing Committee on Legislative Affairs
presents the following as its Third Report.

Meetings:

Your Committee met on April 8, 2014 at 6:00 p.m. in
Room 255 of the Legislative Building.

Matters under Consideration:
e The Appointment of the Children's Advocate
Committee Membership:

Hon. Ms. BLADY

Mr. BRIESE

Mr. DEWAR

Mr. GOERTZEN

Mr. JHA

Hon. Ms. MARCELINO (Logan)
Mr. MARCELINO (Tyndall Park)
Mr. NEVAKSHONOFF

Mrs. ROWAT

Hon. Mr. SWAN

Mr. WISHART

Your Committee elected Mr. JHA as the Chairperson.

Your Committee elected Mr. MARCELINO (Tyndall
Park) as the Vice-Chairperson.

Motions:
Your Committee agreed to the following motion:

e THAT the  Standing Committee  on
Legislative  Affairs recommends to the
Lieutenant-Governor-in-Council ~ that  Ms.
Darlene MacDonald be re-appointed as the
Children's Advocate.

Mr. Jha: | move, seconded by the honourable
member for the Interlake, that the report of the
committee be received.

Motion agreed to.
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Mr. Speaker: Any further committee reports?
TABLING OF REPORTS
Mr. Speaker: Seeing none, tabling of reports.

Hon. Andrew Swan (Minister of Justice and
Attorney General): I'm pleased to table the
fourth-quarter financial report for Manitoba Public
Insurance, 12 months ended February 28, 2014.

Mr. Speaker: Any further tabling of reports? Seeing
none, ministerial statements?

ORAL QUESTIONS

Mr. Speaker: | have no guests to introduce at the
current time, so we'll proceed directly to oral
guestions.

PST Increase
Apology Request

Mr. Brian Pallister (Leader of the Official
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, | want to offer my thanks
to the member from ‘southwood' for her apology
yesterday. | think it was the right thing to do and |
respect the fact that she offered the apology. | know
others have criticized her for the delays in offering it,
but she did offer it, and I respect that, and | thank
her.

I want to say also that I think it's important for
all of us to remember that our words have
consequences, not just for people here, and when we
engage in partisan rhetoric, of course, we understand
that we may well hurt one another, and at times we
do, and perhaps unnecessarily so. But we must
always bear in mind that there are others outside of
here who pay attention to these proceedings who we
may hurt as well, and it's important for us to reflect
on the reality that words can hurt. They can also
heal.

The Premier has promised repeatedly-he did
promise repeatedly he would not raise the PST. The
member opposite took a couple of weeks to consider
and then to apologize. The Premier has had a full
year now to consider, and he needs to understand
that his words have consequences.

I would like him to offer his apology to the
people of Manitoba for increasing the PST when he
said he would not.

Hon. Greg Selinger (Premier): Mr. Speaker, |
have certainly expressed my regret about catching
Manitobans by surprise on a very serious situation
we had prior to the last year's budget where it was

very clear that we had a report that came in three
weeks before the budget that recommended up to
$1 billion of expenditure on the flood.

We saw the economy recovering more slowly
than anticipated, and we believed it was necessary to
have a very clear focus on an agenda for jobs and the
economy, including infrastructure, and to do it in
such a way that we did not impair our ability to offer
essential services to Manitoba, and continue to build
schools and hospitals.

But I do say to the member opposite, if he wants
to lead by example, it was the Free Press that on
January 13 asked him to apologize for the comments
he made about a letter he sent to the editor implying
that some Manitobans were not being served in terms
of health care based on need but that other factors
were determining who got access to health care.
And | want to offer him the opportunity today to
apologize for that. Now it's—and now we've been
now waiting for three months for that apology.

Mr. Pallister: 1 won't apologize for rhetorical
questions, but the Premier should apologize for
actions, actual actions, which reflect in a real way on
the people of the province.

So the PST was hiked. The PST was hiked and
the Premier promised he wouldn't hike it. That's the
reality. He also knew well in advance that he was
considering. As his colleagues know, they were fully
considering raising it before the election. The went to
the doors of the people of the province and this city,
and they said they wouldn't. They made a solemn
vow. But then they proceeded to do so. They
broadened the PST immediately after the election.
They then raised the PST a year later.

And he says he's surprised by a report on a flood,
and that's his excuse. But that's all it is, Mr. Speaker.
It's just an excuse, and a pathetic excuse.

The real consequences for Manitoba families are
being felt. The Premier needs to apologize. If he
recognizes the damage he and his government are
doing to the people of Manitoba, he will now
apologize.

* (13:50)

Mr. Selinger: We did go out and consult
Manitobans about the 1-cent-on-the-dollar increase
in the PST. And Manitobans said to us, if you're
going to do something like that, make sure it goes—
they said to us, make sure it goes into critical
infrastructure. We heard that message.
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Critical infrastructure means flood protection for
Manitobans, and we committed very early on in the
budget process. After the budget of spring '13, we
committed to $250 million for long-term flood
protection in the Assiniboine valley, Brandon, Lake
Manitoba and Lake St. Martin.

We launched a more vigorous five-year plan on
infrastructure this spring in our budget where every
dollar, according to the Conference Board of Canada,
will generate $1.16 in benefits, $6-billion lift to the
economy, 58,900 jobs. And we've been out listening
to Manitobans about what specific infrastructure
projects they would like to see mounted.

We did an announcement yesterday in Steinbach
with the mayor and council of Steinbach to repave
the main streets, the main intersections where there
are safety concerns. We moved over to Ste. Anne
and talked about Highway No. 12 on both sides of
Ste. Anne, and then the minister—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The First Minister's
time has expired.

Mr. Pallister: Well, the trouble with the Premier's
logic, his conference-board logic—a dollar spun into
gold, a buck sixteen when he spends it-is it didn't do
any analysis of how much good that dollar could
have done on the kitchen tables of Manitobans when
they spend it. That's the problem.

From a government that doesn't understand gross
and net and doesn't get the difference in a dollar in
the hands of a Manitoban versus them, | would
have to ask the Premier: Does he understand that
Manitobans are losing money as a consequence of
his decisions? Manitobans have less money to spend;
Manitobans can contribute less to the growth in this
economy.

And when he puffs his own ability at the
expense of others in this province, he is demeaning
and belittling them. That's what he's done. But most
importantly, he's shown disrespect to those same
people by promising he would not do these things
and now making excuses when he does them after.

Now, the fact of the matter is this government
can't get its 'sory'—its story straight. The song is the
same, but the story itself changes. Two days ago the
Finance Minister said that they were raising the PST
so that they could protect front-line services—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The honourable Leader
of the Official Opposition's time has expired.

Mr. Selinger: Mr. Speaker, it's very clear that when
you have a stimulus program, 5 and a half billion
dollars invested in infrastructure, and that's going
to generate 58,900 additional jobs in Manitoba,
that means Manitobans are getting a paycheque to
take home. That means there will be increased
productivity in our economy.

As the American economy, North American
economy recovers, we will be able to ship goods to
market more efficiently. And particularly during
times of floods, the roads will be in better shape, at a
higher level of quality, at a higher level, quite
frankly, Mr. Speaker, and that will make a big
difference not only in the short term but in the long
term.

Mr. Speaker, members opposite were demanding
infrastructure investments every single day in this
Legislature. Now they're voting against it and
objecting to the resources we've dedicated to that.

We're doing it to keep the economy going.
We're doing it to create good jobs in Manitoba.
We're doing it while keeping the cost of living in
Manitoba affordable. The disposable income has
been increased by 70 per cent for Manitobans. It
went down 30 per cent—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The honourable First
Minister's time has expired.

The honourable Leader of the
Opposition, on a new question.

PST Revenue
Government Intention

Mr. Brian Pallister (Leader of the Official
Opposition): Well, it's, again, an example of the lack
of integrity of this government which now tries to
hang its hat on a promise to spend money on
something it didn't spend money on for years.

Official

The reality is this government underspent by
27 per cent. Every $4 since this Premier came to
office that was promised to go to infrastructure, the
government spent less than $3-less than $3. The only
department in this government that's been underspent
has been Infrastructure, and now the Premier wants
to claim he's the saviour of Manitoba's infrastructure,
which he's neglected and ignored for years. So it's an
infrastructure lie, and that's a fact. This government's
tried everything else and now it's trying another line
of attack.

But the other day the Finance Minister said the
PST was hiked to protect front-line services. Now,
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either she's right or he's right. The Premier told me in
Estimates every dollar was going into infrastructure;
the Finance Minister says it's not.

So who's telling the truth here, the Finance
Minister or the Premier?

Hon. Greg Selinger (Premier): Mr. Speaker, we're
both right and the Leader of the Opposition is wrong.
That's the result.

The resources, the additional
requested by Manitobans, are being dedicated
to infrastructure, an additional $1.5 billion in
infrastructure. Mr. Speaker, we've also dedicated
another $420 million over and above that to match
the Building Canada Fund from the federal
government, which is less than 5 per cent of the total
program we've put forward. We've maintained the
$720 million in the base, so we're ramping it up:
$5.5 billion over the next five years, including the
PST. That will make a gigantic difference in the
quality of life, in the productivity of our economy, in
jobs for Manitobans, in economic growth.

resources, as

That is the direction that all Canadians are
asking their governments to take right now. We're
moving on that in Manitoba. We hope to do it not
only in Manitoba but across the country. It's critical
that we keep the Canadian economy growing,
including the Manitoba economy.

Infrastructure Spending
Request to Table Projects

Mr. Brian Pallister (Leader of the Official
Opposition): What's critical for the Premier is
selling Manitobans on the PST, nothing more,
nothing less, and that's why he's making the
argument now that he failed to support with his
actions for four years.

Now, Saskatchewan spent 1 per cent less over
those same four years, 1 per cent less than they
promised they would spend, 1 per cent less.

This government spent 28 per cent; $1.9 billion
they promised to spend on infrastructure was not
spent on infrastructure. Now they want us to believe
they're going to spend it on infrastructure.

I asked the Premier for a list of the projects that
were cancelled or postponed over the previous four
years in Estimates just so we could do an analysis of
which of these promises they're only keeping
belatedly, and the Premier declined on seven
occasions to commit to provide that information, yet
talks about transparency and talks about openness,

yet refuses to provide information that is requested
of him.

Now, | ask him: If he wants to be believable, try
harder to be believable. Provide us with the
information we ask. Will he do so?

Hon. Greg Selinger (Premier): Mr. Speaker, we
have said in the five-year plan we will be fully
accountable for the money that we spend in the
five-year plan.

The member knows that the trend line—and |
provided him a document to show that—is an increase
in infrastructure spending every year. There are
some times when it goes up and down, but the clear
trend line has been up over the last several years, a
very significant lift in infrastructure spending in the
economy for roads, for flood protection, for
hospitals, for schools. All of these things had been
invested in and the trend line was there. | provided
that evidence to him in the House, and he is fully
aware of that. | also made it clear to him that if he
has a specific project he wants to know about, we'd
be happy to provide that to him.

We are saying that we will be accountable for
the 10-year program that we've worked up-rolled
out on the PST. It's a 10-year program; we're into
the first year of that program as we speak. We're
rolling out specific announcements based on what
Manitobans have told us are their priorities.

Mr. Speaker, the member opposite knows that.
He still has the option today to make his apologies
for statements he's made for which he has never
apologized.

EMS Patient Safety Concerns
Highway and Road Conditions

Mr. Reg Helwer (Brandon West): Well, it's
obvious that this Premier and this government does
not know the meaning of the word of accountability,
what it means.

Indeed, patient safety is a priority of paramedics
in Manitoba. That patient safety is compromised by
Manitoba's crumbling roads. Paramedics are hard—
working hard to stabilize the patients as they are
transported to medical facilities. Mr. Speaker, can
you imagine the challenge of intubating a patient or
putting in an intravenous line as you bounce around
or drive around potholes?

This NDP government has ignored roads and
critical infrastructure for years, underspending why—
$1.9 billion over the last four years.
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How can this Minister of Health (Ms. Selby)
ensure patient and paramedic safety when their
government has ignored the roads for so long?

Hon. Steve Ashton (Minister of Infrastructure
and Transportation): Mr. Speaker, | really
appreciate the opportunity to ask-to answer a
question in terms of infrastructure in this House.

And | want to put on the record that when the
members opposite were in government, they left
with a $90-million capital program; this year it's
$542 million.

And | don't know if the member opposite has
been paying attention, a significant amount of it is
being invested in Westman. We had a major
announcement out in western Manitoba. We had a
major announcement in The Pas last week.

But | thought what really summed it up was in
Steinbach and Ste. Anne yesterday. In fact, 1 wish |
had a copy of the clipping from the Steinbach
Carillon because it stated and the headline,
Mr. Speaker, was, Province pours money into
southeastern roads.

* (14:00)

Mr. Helwer: Well, Mr. Speaker, again we have
confusion on the other side of the House.

Perhaps we have a new Minister of Health, but it
is incumbent on the Minister of Health to ensure
patient safety. This NDP government puts patient
safety at risk every day because they have failed to
maintain Manitoba's roads. Failed promises and
$1.9 billion underspent on Manitoba roads.

Mr. Speaker, how can this Minister of Health
ensure Manitobans that patients and paramedics are
safe when her government has ignored roads for so
long?

Mr. Ashton: Well, it's pretty rich, members opposite
talking about infrastructure, given their record. And
we know it's pretty rich for them to be talking about
health care in this province, because what we've
recognized over the last several years is the need for
a long-term plan. In fact, you, Mr. Speaker, were a
key part of that in your former role.

We put in place a significant investment. We
took situations like Highway 75, which was an
embarrassment in 1999 when we came into office,
we're now upgrading it to interstate standards. We
took Highway 1-we've already extended it to the

border of Saskatchewan. We're now investing more
than $300 million in that highway.

I could run through the list of capital projects,
but, again, members opposite talk infrastructure; they
voted against every single one of those projects.

Mr. Helwer: Mr. Speaker, paramedics often have to
perform life-saving interventions in the back
of ambulances as they bounce down Manitoba's
pothole-filled roads.

This Minister of Health has put patient safety at
risk. Core infrastructure has been damaged by years
of underspending, $1.9 billion dollars underspent.

Does this Minister of Health track any serious or
critical incidents involving ambulances, paramedics
and patient transfers that have been impaired or
impacted by poor roads?

Mr. Ashton: You know, Mr. Speaker, they didn't do
it when they were in government; they did not invest
in infrastructure.

Over the last number of years, what they've done
consistently in question period—once in a while, they
advocate for a project, but, you know, when they had
a chance last budget, and, you know, it was a
difficult decision for this government, but when we
put in place the 1 cent on the dollar that's going to
provide $300 million to invest in our infrastructure,
what did they do? They voted against it.

So, Mr. Speaker—[interjection] Well, they
applaud. | can't think of anything more hypocritical
than voting against $300 million worth of
infrastructure and then getting up today and lecturing
us on infrastructure.

I want to stress again, when it comes to
infrastructure, when it comes to health care, we don't
need lectures from members opposite.

STARS Service
Age of Helicopter

Mrs. Myrna Driedger (Charleswood): Mr.
Speaker, two weeks ago this Minister of Health set
off a political storm when, in answer to one of my
questions, she accused the Tories of wilfully
allowing babies to die.

I would like to ask that specific question again:
How old is the STARS helicopter?

Hon. Erin Selby (Minister of Health): 1 will
answer as | did more recently in our Estimates that
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we'd—happy to provide any information like that that
she has.

We know that the helicopter is about-built in
about 1991, | believe, but it has had some upgrades
since then, including adding night vision to the
helicopter service so that it can fly 24-7.

We know right now, of course, that the
helicopter, on the advice of our medical
professionals, is doing only scene calls, but we are
working together with our Clinical Oversight Panel,
with Dr. Brian Postl leading that panel, to guide us
back into full resumption of service, because we
know Manitobans depend on being able to count on
the air helicopter service that STARS provides.

We know they provide a valuable service. We
know they provide a front-line service to many rural
Manitobans.

STARS Lottery
Taxpayer Protection

Mrs. Myrna Driedger (Charleswood): | was
alarmed to hear yesterday from the minister in
Health in Estimates that Manitoba taxpayers had to
shell out half a million dollars to pay for STARS
Lottery prizes.

One of the prizes was a $1.1-million house. It
appears that Manitoba taxpayers had to pay for half
of that million-dollar show home.

So I'd like to ask the Minister of Health to tell
us: Why were Manitoba taxpayers on the hook for
paying STARS Lottery prizes?

Hon. Erin Selby (Minister of Health): Of course,
our focus with STARS is on patient safety, as is
theirs, and we know that part of their funding model
is that they do some fundraising. Now, we know
when they first came into the province, it didn't go as
well as they thought. They know that as well.

But I will say today, as | said it several times
yesterday in Estimates, Manitoba Health will not be
covering any financial shortfalls or losses that may
have occurred with the STARS Lottery. | said it
many times yesterday and I'd be happy to say it
many times today.

Mrs. Driedger: In 2012-13, STARS was supposed
to raise $2 million in fundraising to help pay for the
service. They raised only $177,000. The minister of
Health said that they actually knew that STARS
would have a hard time fundraising that first year.

She admitted her government knew that STARS
would have a hard time.

So I'd like to ask her to tell us: Why didn't she
and her government put in any taxpayer protection
into the service purchase agreement at that time?
Why should taxpayers now have to pay for a dream
house, a Mercedes, a trip to Vegas or any of the other
number of prizes that were offered? Where was the
protection for taxpayers?

Ms. Selby: | will say it again for the member, clearly
didn't hear me yesterday when | said very clearly that
Manitoba Health will not be covering any potential
shortfalls or losses that may have occurred with the
STARS Lottery. None of those will be covered by
government.

Agriculture Offices
Update (Sanford)

Mr. Shannon Martin (Morris): While the majority
of MLAs utilized the recent spring break to
reconnect with constituents and communities, the
Minister of Agriculture was busy closing more ag
offices in the constituency of Morris. I'm not sure
why the minister and his government are so
determined on closing ag offices in my constituency,
not sure if it's their unwillingness—the residents of
Morris's unwillingness to vote NDP. But regardless
of their motive, Mr. Speaker, the facts remain that
closures have occurred and continue to occur.

Can the Minister of Agriculture advise when the
ag office in Sanford is due for closure?

Hon. Ron Kostyshyn (Minister of Agriculture,
Food and Rural Development): Obviously, we've
had this conversation with the member opposite a
couple weeks ago. | thought | was fairly clear in my
statement to the member opposite.

As we talked about, the Morris office is not
going to be closed, whether it's the MASC office, the
GO offices. | don't know how many times | have to
repeat myself, but | do want to reinforce the fact that
the Morris office is not going to be closed.

Mr. Martin: You know, I'll have to assume that the
Minister of Agriculture is a victim of NDP education
or the lack thereof. | mean, there is a little feature
called Google Maps that may help the minister
determine that Sanford is, in fact, not in the town of
Morris. So he seems to be a little bit confused there.

So the minister is sending out news releases as
recently as March 18th advising and encouraging
producers to attend their local GO offices to find out
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information, and yet when they go to these GO
offices, they're simply told to go away.

So, again, Mr. Speaker, | ask the Minister of
Agriculture: When is the ag office in the community
of Sanford, Manitoba, scheduled for closure?

Mr. Kostyshyn: Obviously, I think, as the member
opposite lives in an agriculture area and really does
understand or hopefully understands the agriculture
industry, is that the individuals do not need to walk
into every ag office, and, in fact, compliments to the
members opposite where the producers today would
love to sit in their tractor and use cellphones and talk
to the ag office or ag producers. That doesn't
necessarily mean that they have to be there in person.
To have to jump off their tractor, get in the half-ton
to drive to the ag, that does not exist anymore. The
reality is what he thought was 20 years ago is not
what the agriculture farmer does today, and until
they accept that we will not see any change.

So right about now, Mr. Speaker, we are
thinking about innovation ideas, and we want to
work with the producers, but the end of the day we
will be working with producers and we will continue
to work with the producers. Thank you so much.

Mr. Martin: I'm absolutely shocked that the
minister opposite would encourage distracted
driving, obviously a scourge on Manitoba's roads and
fields.

The minister continues to spout promises of due
diligence and review, but it's pretty clear that his
review is concluded.

I understand the minister's confusion about the
status of ag offices throughout the constituency of
Morris. Considerably, the list of 15 is growing, and
maybe it'd be simpler if the minister simply tabled a
list to this House of those ag offices that'll remain
open after this recent rout of closures.

* (14:10)

Mr. Kostyshyn: Obviously, | think the member
opposite's never had any grease or topsoil underneath
his fingernails, because he does not know what it's
like to be a farmer.

I'm going to share some information. Let me be
honest with the member opposite. If he chooses to
pretend to be a farmer, let him deal for 35 years of
his life like I had to do, and we had to live through
the situation.

Let me be repetitious. Let me talk about the
great announcement we made today about livestock
price insurance. We are there to help out the cattle
industry. We were there to help out the pork
industry. We are there to help out the grain industry.

And let's be very clear. What was the importance
of the Canadian Wheat Board and the logistic grain
movement that we see today? Where were the
members opposite when we talked about Canadian
Wheat Board and the situation the grain producers
are?

That's my commentary. And get familiar with
the agriculture, to the member from Morris.

Former MPI President
Consultant Contract

Mr. Kelvin Goertzen (Steinbach): I'd trust any
member on this side of the House to stand up for
farmers better than that minister.

Mr. Speaker, on February 21st of this year, the
president and the CEO of Manitoba Public Insurance
retired, and | wish her well in her retirement. But a
mere 30 days after she retired, she signed a contract
as a consultant with Manitoba Public Insurance.
This despite the fact that the Executive Council
conflict-of-interest act says there has to be a one-year
cooling-off period before a senior civil servant can
sign on to another contract or get remuneration from
the government.

MPI ratepayers want to know, and they deserve
to know, why the NDP government felt the need to
skirt the law to bring back somebody and hire them
to a contract who had just retired 30 days prior.

Hon. Andrew Swan (Minister charged with the
administration of The Manitoba Public Insurance
Corporation Act): Indeed, | don't believe the
member opposite or any member of this House will
disagree that Marilyn McLaren has provided over
three decades of tremendous service to Manitoba
Public Insurance. Over three decades with MPI, the
last nine years as president and chief executive
officer, and over that time, Mr. Speaker, in her tenure
as CEO, Manitobans enjoyed a cumulative overall
rate decrease of 14.9 per cent.

It is not unusual, whether it's a private
corporation or a public corporation, that a resigning
president stays on for a limited period of time to
assist the transition to new leadership. That is a very
routine thing to do.
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We are satisfied that this is going to be good for
MPI and it will be good for ratepayers. That's why |
took the matter to Cabinet, as required by the act,
and that's why Cabinet has agreed it is in the best
interest of ratepayers.

Mr. Goertzen: Well, actually, Mr. Speaker, it's very
unusual. That's why there's a law that says you can't
do it.

The former president of MPI retired and then
30 days later she was hired back by MPI.

I want to ask the minister a simple question:
How large was the severance package for the MPI
president to retire for 30 days?

Mr. Swan: First of all, 1 will point out to the
member opposite 19.1(1) of the act, which provides
that if a CEO is to be retained, that can happen
through approval of Cabinet. | believe that was the
right thing for MPI to do for the ratepayers of this
province.

And, again, this is a very common thing in major
public or private corporations. And, indeed, there's a
press release that was issued on Sunday, April 6th,
by Potash Corporation in Saskatchewan announcing
the selection of their new president and CEO and
confirming that their previous president and CEO
will remain employed with the company as a senior
adviser through June 2015. I'll table this for the
minister—or for the member opposite so perhaps he
can be aware of how things actually work in the real
world, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Goertzen: Well, I'll call the police and tell them
to stop the search. Whenever there's a law broken,
we should have known, go right to Cabinet first
because that's usually where the law is broken.

But the question still isn't answered, Mr.
Speaker. The MPI president retired for 30 days, not a
very long retirement, but presumably she got a
severance package. And | want to know what the
severance package was for retiring for 30 days from
MPI. Ratepayers deserve to know because they're
paying for this through their insurance premiums.

How much was the severance to retire for
30 days?

Mr. Swan: Well, Mr. Speaker, I'll repeat, we are
going to have Marilyn McLaren offering her
expertise which has been gained over 30 years with
Manitoba Public Insurance, including the last
nine years as the chief executive offer—officer of
MPI, a time when, once again, Manitobans have

experienced great service from MPI and also a
reduction in rates that are unheard of in any other
province in Canada.

And it has been put forward, and we have agreed
that it makes sense, to have the new CEO and to
have MPI-the ability to have Marilyn McLaren
continue for a limited time to provide her expertise to
make sure there's an orderly transition and make sure
that Manitobans continue to have the best auto
insurance in the entire country.

Manitoba Hydro Employees
Pole Replacement Contract

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): Mr. Speaker,
yesterday the Premier talked about the changes he's
making to Manitoba Hydro.

He failed to mention that while Hydro may be
lowering the amount in the bookkeeping line called
maintenance, Hydro is actually just transferring the
expenses to the capital budget, and now actually
resulting in an overall expense that is higher, not
lower, because contracting out the replacing hydro
poles is now a capital expense that can be two to
three times more costly than doing the exact same
job through internal personnel.

Why is the Premier saying he's going to help
Hydro workers and then doing the opposite?

Hon. Greg Selinger (Premier): As | said, Mr.
Speaker, there's close to 700 additional linemen in
Manitoba. We made a commitment in the budget to
have linemen as a registered trade in this province,
and across the country it'll be a Red Seal trade. There
are many more linemen working right now.

And we expect Manitoba Hydro to do their job
as efficiently as possible, and we expect them to use
their existing workforce to do that when they can
demonstrate that it's efficient to do it that way, and
we fully expect them to follow up on that, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. Gerrard: Mr. Speaker, | understand that on
March 15th the Premier told the International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers that he would
support IBEW workers as represented by Ken
Woodley, who is in the gallery today.

Yet, three days after this, on March 18th, IBEW
was told that Hydro is accepting bids from private
companies for a contract to replace 3,000 hydro
poles a year for many years without even allowing
IBEW to be involved or bid on the contract.
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Will the Premier commit today to employing
Manitoba Hydro workers for Manitoba Hydro
jobs and actually honour his own words of
March the 15th?

Mr. Selinger: Mr. Speaker, we have said we will
have additional training for linemen in Manitoba so
more people can enter that very valuable trade. We
have said to Manitoba Hydro, to be as efficient as
possible, use linemen. They've hired over 600-plus
more linemen in the province of Manitoba. We'd like
to see it a fully standardized trade, with proper
qualifications, with the training program to go along
with that.

We expect Manitoba Hydro to be as efficient as
possible, to use their existing personnel to get the
job done, and we ask them to look at that on a
business-case basis.

Mr. Gerrard: Mr. Speaker, Manitoba Hydro
workers have been replacing hydro poles for
decades. They are known for their expertise in
Manitoba, nationally and, indeed, internationally.
They were some of the first workers called for help
in Toronto's ice storm, and many gave up their
Christmases to help.

And yet this NDP government is making the
decision not to employ Manitoba's Crown
corporation employees but rather to contract the
work out.

I ask the Premier, who loves contracting out
work to out-of-province companies like STARS and
Teranet: Why not let 'mydro'-Manitoba Hydro
expand its capacity to keep the work and the
employees in the province?

Mr. Selinger: Mr. Speaker, that's exactly what we've
said. We've said that we will train more linemen in
Manitoba. We will make it a fully acknowledged
trade, a Red Seal trade. We've seen over 600-plus
additional linemen hired during our time in office.

We expect Manitoba Hydro to work with their
employee organizations, including the IBEW, to look
at the best possible way to replace hydro poles, as
well as refurbish the broader resources of Manitoba
Hydro. We think it's critically important that we have
additional transmission in the province.

* (14:20)

We think it's critically important that we build
additional generation capacity in the next 10 to
12 years before we need it so that we can make
profits off that in the export market which will pay

down the cost of new generation capacity. We expect
Manitoba Hydro to work with its employee groups to
look at the most efficient way possible to replace
critical infrastructure. That includes hydro poles.

Antibullying Initiatives
Resource Guide Launch

Ms. Melanie Wight (Burrows): Mr. Speaker, this
morning | was able to attend Day of Pink at Lord
Nelson School where the children did the whole
program themselves, singing, dancing, Dr. Seuss.
The emcees were both in grade 1. It was amazing
and inspiring, and the message was Buddies, not
Bullies. Just saying, good message for all of us.

And I'd like to hear from the Minister of
Education and Advanced Learning about the Day of
Pink that he attended and the announcement he made
there.

Hon. James Allum (Minister of Education and
Advanced Learning): Every time the member from
Burrows asks the questions, | realize how intelligent
it is on this side of the House compared to that side
of the House.

I was pleased to stand today with staff from the
Red Cross, from RBC, from the-as well as my
colleagues from St. Vital, Assiniboia, the Minister of
Healthy Living and Seniors (Ms. Blady), as well as
the fine students and teachers from Lincoln Middle
School to celebrate the Day of Pink, the International
Day Against Bullying, Discrimination, Homophobia
and Transphobia.

Mr. Speaker, since we passed Bill 18 last year,
we have continued to build an antibullying action
plan that expands the Tell Them From Me survey,
has introduced a new provincial code of conduct,
and today | was proud to announce MyGSA, a
framework document to help students establish a
GSA-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Minister of
Education's time has expired.

Water Services
RM of Alexander

Mr. Wayne Ewasko (Lac du Bonnet): Mr.
Speaker, it's sad that the minister doesn't walk the
talk.

Mr. Speaker, 82 residents have been on a water
advisory since 2006 in the RM of Alexander. For the
last eight years, the RM of Alexander has been trying
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to get them potable water. | think eight years is long
enough for these Great Falls residents.

I'd like to ask the minister: What is the plan to
get these 82 residents in the RM of Alexander some
drinkable water?

Hon. Gord Mackintosh (Minister of Conservation
and Water Stewardship): Well, Mr. Speaker,
the issue of potable water obviously is a priority for
the government and it has been for many years,
which is why there are record investments and
commitments being made. | don't know if the
members opposite saw the five-year plan for
investments in infrastructure, but notably included in
that plan were investments in clean water supply.
That is a priority for this side.

Mr. Ewasko: Mr. Speaker, the RM of Alexander
requires some additional funding for the
82 customers utilizing the proposed utility. They
were unable to obtain an additional $500,000 from
the Minister responsible for Manitoba Hydro.

Why is this minister treating these hard-working
Manitobans like this? What is the plan and when are
they getting some drinkable water? | think eight
years is long enough.

Mr. Mackintosh: Mr. Speaker, I'm pleased to advise
the House that, as a result of discussions with the
departments of local government—-or Municipal
Government and Conservation, we are tuning up to
make sure that the Water Services Board indeed is
able to attend to the priorities of Manitoba and make
sure that those areas that are under boil-water
advisories are priorized to a greater extent than we
have seen in the past.

But we will certainly take this question back to
the department and to the Water Services Board to
make sure that Alexander is being duly paid attention
to and that the matter is being priorized accordingly.

Mr. Ewasko: Mr. Speaker, eight years, it's almost
sounding like this minister and his government has
tuned out.

Mr. Speaker, the Rural Municipality of
Alexander and | have received a number of formal
objections—objections by email, objections by a show
of hands at public hearings—and Manitoba Hydro has
indicated they had the authority to discontinue
supply of water as of December 31st, 2012, with no
plans.

Why would this Minister of Manitoba Hydro do
this to these hard-working 82 residents of Great
Falls?

Hon. Stan Struthers (Minister responsible for
Manitoba Hydro): Well, Mr. Speaker, | want to
remind the member opposite that in last year's budget
we had a $4-million increase to the Manitoba Water
Services Board. This year's budget had a $2-million
increase to the Manitoba Water Services Board.

He voted against both of those opportunities to
provide water to his constituents. |1 hope he goes
back home and explains that to his voters.

Cattle Enhancement Council
Status of Funds

Mr. Blaine Pedersen (Midland): Yesterday in the
Estimates committee | asked the Minister of
Agriculture where the $7 million disappeared in the
Manitoba Cattle Enhancement Council. The minister
replied that it was not $7 million but was indeed
$5.6 million.

Will he confirm that it is indeed $5.6 million that
has disappeared in the MCEC bank account?

Hon. Ron Kostyshyn (Minister of Agriculture,
Food and Rural Development): Obviously, we
realize the importance of the cattle industry in the
province of Manitoba, as | would be very proud to
make the announcement today when we talk about
the importance of livestock insurance across western
Canada, and we are moving forward to guarantee
prices.

As we all know, and I'm sure the member
opposite's quite aware of the fact, in order for any
slaughter facility to succeed, regardless of where
they are in the province of Manitoba, we must
maintain cattle population. So we need to be
proactive heavily. We need to have price insurance
so it's bankable, so we can have an opportunity to
bring back the young producers, but also, more
importantly, we talk about community pastures. We
talk about forage insurance program.

How much more does the member opposite need
to be told of the importance of what this
government's doing to sustain the importance of the
livestock industry in the province of Manitoba?

Mr. Speaker: Time for oral questions has expired.
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MEMBERS' STATEMENTS
Mr. Speaker: It is time for members' statements.
Battle of Vimy Ridge Anniversary

Mr. Wayne Ewasko (Lac du Bonnet): Mr.
Speaker, | rise today before the Legislative
Assembly of Manitoba to bring the attention of all
honourable members of the important significance
that the 9th of April will always hold in the hearts of
Canadians and Manitobans. April 9th, 1917, marks
the commencement of the Battle of Vimy Ridge,
making today the 97th anniversary of this
monumental battle.

The Canadian troops were ordered to march on
Vimy Ridge, a fortified seven-kilometre ridge in
northern France that held a commanding view over
Allied lines. Four Canadian divisions stormed the
ridge at 5:30 a.m. on the 9th of April, 1917.
More than 15,000 Canadian infantry overran the
Germans all along the front. Incredible bravery and
discipline allowed the infantry to continue moving
forward under heavy fire and capture the German
machine-gun nests. This included Hill 145, the
highest and most important feature of the ridge and
where the Vimy monument now stands.

Three more days of costly battle delivered final
victory. Not only was this a pivotal battle in the war
efforts of the Allied forces, but it was a seminal
battle for showing the strength, courage