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The House met at 10 a.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 morning, everyone. Please be seated.
Speaker's Statement
Mr. Speaker: | have a statement for the House.

I must inform the House that Peter Bjornson, the
honourable member for Gimli, has resigned his
seat in the House effective August 7th, 2015. | am
therefore tabling his resignation and my letter to the
Lieutenant Governor-in-Council advising of the
vacancy created in the House membership.

And also | must inform the House that
Erin Selby, the honourable member for Southdale,
has resigned her seat in the House effective
September 4th, 2015. | am therefore tabling her
resignation and my letter to the Lieutenant
Governor-in-Council advising of the vacancy created
in the House membership.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS

Mr. Kelvin Goertzen (Official Opposition House
Leader): Good morning and welcome back,
Mr. Speaker.

First, on a matter of House business, | think
there is a willingness to make a couple of statements
regarding the federal election which happened
yesterday. We are in a House of democracy. | believe
the member for Kildonan (Mr. Chomiak) and I'm
sure that the independent member, the lone Liberal in
this House, will be looking to make a couple of
comments.

And while | do want to acknowledge Mr.
Bjornson and his resignation, and we wish him well

in his future endeavours, yesterday was always a
historic day whenever we have a democracy—

Mr. Speaker: Before we start, | have to check with
the House if there's leave to allow for these
statements to occur.

Is there leave of the House to allow the members
mentioned to make brief comments regarding the
federal election? [Agreed]

Mr. Goertzen: Whenever we have an election in
Canada it's historic because it shows the strength of
our democracy.

I believe that there were a few members and
former members of this House who were running in
the election yesterday. | hope | don't miss anything.
I'm sure that the member for Kildonan, who has
more history in this House than I do, will correct me
if | do miss somebody.

But we want to congratulate MaryAnn
Mihychuk, who was elected yesterday. We want to
congratulate, of course, our former colleague Larry
Maguire, who was re-elected; Jim Carr, who was
elected; and, of course, Kevin Lamoureux. And Mr.
Lamoureux and | had a brief discussion yesterday
and | offered him our congratulations and | know
that he'll continue to serve his constituents well in
whatever role he is provided in the future. Also Erin
Selby, who you acknowledged, Mr. Speaker, had
resigned. Everyone who puts their name on a ballot
does a service to the democratic process that we have
in Canada, and she did as well. And so we thank her
for running and for being part of that democratic
process.

Of course, we also want to echo the comments
that were made last night by different leaders of the
national parties, and thank Prime Minister Harper for
his service in office as the Prime Minister for more
than a decade. | believe that his legacy will be one of
open trade, not only the Trans-Pacific Partnership,
which has been announced but not yet ratified, but
also bilateral agreements over the last number of
years and other trade agreements as well as a low-tax
regime. And | think that history will treat him well,
Mr. Speaker, in terms of how people will view his
legacy as our Prime Minister.
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Also, to Mr. Mulcair and to Elizabeth May, we
thank them for their leadership and their campaigns
over the last few months in this long federal election,
Mr. Speaker, and now, Prime Minister-elect Justin
Trudeau. We all benefit when Canada does well, and
so we of course wish him well and we wish well for
his Cabinet and for his team as they go forward in
forming a government.

Most of all we thank Canadians who voted,
because our democratic process is made strong by
those who go to the polls and those who exercise
their democratic right. 1 think there was a good
turnout yesterday. It was an improvement over 2011,
and we hope that sets the pattern for the future.

So we wish all of those who ran success in their
future. We thank all of those who put their name on a
ballot. And, of course, we wish those who are going
on to other things well in those careers, and those
who will continue on in government success, Mr.
Speaker, for the benefit of Canada.

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Government House
Leader): Mr. Speaker, | thank the House for
providing leave to speak to this matter. | think it's
very important that we acknowledge the fact that
Canadians chose a different direction yesterday
under the-as is wont, as is appropriate under
democratic system. They chose a change towards
something | think that is significant.

I want to thank all the leaders and all the people
who have participated across the country. It was a
true expression of democracy. Everyone who stands
for election provides a public service. Everyone who
participates and who works an election campaign is
doing so out of a commitment to something that we
cherish and which is very, very precious, and that is
our democratic system and the right and the ability to
take our seats and to leave our seats and to have a
government transition that is peaceful and done
without rancour and done in a very—in a fashion that
has been part of the parliamentary system for
centuries. It's always been very impressive to me that
that can and will occur.

I want to also concur with the election,
both successes and failures of all former members of
this Chamber, all of whom 1 had the pleasure of
sitting with, including Mr. Carr, Mr. Lamoureux,
Ms. Selby, Mr. Maguire—[interjection]—oh, and
Ms. Mihychuk, who | had the pleasure of sitting in
Cabinet with as well.

And just-I just want to close by indicating that |
think that Canadians voted for a different direction,
one of compassion and one of inclusiveness, which |
think all members of this Chamber would welcome
as we move forward.

And to all of those in this Chamber now, and to
all those in the future, I think we should look to the
example of how change can occur and how we can
be part of that change and improve the lot of all
Canadians.

So with those few words, I'd like to thank the
House for leave.

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): Mr. Speaker,
first of all, let me extend a compliment to Peter
Bjornson and Erin Selby. They have made, both of
them, significant contributions in this House as
Cabinet ministers, and | believe we should thank
them for their contributions.

* (10:10)

Last night was a powerful statement from
Canadians across the country. It was a tide of
change, as we have from time to time in Canada and
in other democracies, and | want to say, quite
frankly, that I'm pretty excited about the change as a
Liberal, and | welcome the approach that Justin
Trudeau will be taking as Prime Minister to listen
more closely to scientists, to being more open to new
immigrants from places like Syria, which has been so
badly affected, and looking to an environment where
there are the additional investments in infrastructure
and in innovation which, I think, are so important to
making progress.

I also think that it is significant that when we
have seen campaigns from time to time, and I think
particularly recently, focus on negative advertising
and things like that, that it was a welcome breath of
fresh air to have a campaign in which Justin Trudeau
focused more on the positive in terms of the vision
for the future and less on trying to make personal
attacks. And I think it's healthy that people were
responding to that and | think that that's something,
as we move forward, that it's always important to us
to remember, as politicians, that we should be setting
an example, that we should be open, inclusive and
welcoming and presenting, you know, a positive
vision of who we are and trying to enable voters to
decide based on that vision rather than on attacks on
others.

I think in Manitoba we have clearly had
significant change. | want to congratulate
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Kevin Lamoureux on his re-election. He has worked
hard and barely scraped through before, but last night
he piled up a huge majority and | think that speaks
well for how well he is thought of in the north part of
Winnipeg and the kind of job that he has done for
many years, and I'm sure will continue to do.

| also want to congratulate the newly elected
Liberals: MaryAnn Mihychuk has been mentioned,
Doug Eyolfson, Robert-Falcon Ouellette, Dan
Vandal, Terry Duguid, Jim Carr. Jim Carr, of course,
particularly because he represents the area that |
represent and I'm very pleased that Jim Carr was
elected and | believe that his background in many
years with the Business Council of Manitoba, his
years writing for the Free Press, and his years in
this Legislature, because he served here in this
Legislature for a number of years and was deputy
leader of the opposition for a while with Sharon
Carstairs.

I also want to congratulate the others who
were re-elected—Niki Ashton, Candice Bergen, James
Bezan, Robert Sopuck, Larry Maguire and Ted Falk—
and to congratulate Daniel Blaikie. | think the results
are still fairly close, but probably at 50 I think it's
going to stand up and | would like to congratulate
him on being elected and wish all of our members of
Parliament well because they represent our province
and it's important for us to be working closely with
all our members of Parliament to achieve the best
that we possibly can for Manitoba.

So, having said that, I look forward to working
with other members in the Chamber here and with
the new federal government and see what we can do
together for the benefit of people in Manitoba.

Thank you.

Mr. Goertzen: Now, on House business, following
comments for the senator for River Heights, | would
ask that the House call forward Bill 207 first and
then Bill 204, and if we could split the time evenly
pbetween now and 11 p.m. on those two—
[interjection] Sorry, not yet, we've got a long session
ahead of us yet, but between now and 11 a.m,,
Mr. Speaker, we'd appreciate that.

Mr. Speaker: Is there, under private members'
business, leave of the House to proceed directly to
debate on second readings of public bills, starting
with Bill 207, followed by Bill 204, and to split the
time evenly between those two bills? [Agreed]

DEBATE ON SECOND READINGS-
PUBLIC BILLS

Bill 207-The Delivery of Goods and Provision of
Services in Winnipeg Outside the Perimeter Act

Mr. Speaker: | will now proceed to call debate on
second readings of public bills, Bill 207, standing in
the name of the honourable member for Steinbach
(Mr. Goertzen).

Is there leave for this matter to remain standing
in the name of the honourable member for
Steinbach?

Some Honourable Members: No.
Mr. Speaker: No. Leave has not-has been denied.

Is there any further debate on this matter?
[interjection] Has been denied, pardon me.

Mr. Doyle Piwniuk (Arthur-Virden): Mr. Speaker,
I'm honoured here to stand here today for The
Delivery of Goods and Provision of Services in
Winnipeg Outside the Perimeter Act.

Mr. Speaker, I'm pleased to be-to rise here to
speak on this bill that is essentially a bill aimed for
consumer protection. The bill prohibits persons from
delivering goods and provide services in portions of
the city of Winnipeg outside the Perimeter from
charging delivery and service fees in excess of what
is charged in adjacent parts of Winnipeg inside the
Perimeter. The bill further prohibits persons from
refusing to deliver goods and services outside the
Perimeter for those same goods would be provided in
Winnipeg inside the Perimeter.

On this side of the House, we are supportive to
consumer protection initiatives and outcomes of
benefits Manitoba consumers. Unfortunately, on
this opposite side the House, there are members
that are more interested in ribbon cuttings and
announcements to do-that do not benefit Manitoba
consumers.

In fact, the-roughly five years ago, the
Consumer Affairs and now-Justice Minister, member
of St. Johns announced, let's make a deal, what the
NDP touted at the time as a plan to strengthen
consumer and business confidence.

Let's examine Manitoba's record of business
confidence, Mr. Speaker. In recent months,
Manitoba's small business confidence level has fallen
nearly 20 per cent according to the Canadian
Federation of Independent Business. The province's
currently small business confidence level has fallen
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to a low that is currently rating as the lowest since
2010. It's kind of a coincidence since the Premier
(Mr. Selinger) has come into office. According to the
Manitoba Business Leaders Index, an annual poll of
200 CEOs and businesses owners across Manitoba,
only 13 per cent of executive feels—executives feel
that the NDP is doing a good job in creating and
positive business climate.

Mr. Speaker, | was traveling many places in
Manitoba this past summer, and one of the things
that—the concern about this bill here is I just think it's
sort of self-serving for the member who has brought
this—-member up from St. Norbert, hoping that, you
know, when he gets delivery services from, let's say,
buying a piece of furniture, he's going to get services.
This is sort of self-serving individual, and that's
example of what the NDP government's all about
here.

And when you go across the province right now,
especially in areas of the southwest to the central
parts of-along the border of Saskatchewan,
Manitoba-Saskatchewan, and even communities
along the US border, I'm seeing that many of those
business communities, centre of the—centres of these
communities, business centres, are losing more and
more retail business. | look down my street in
Virden, Manitoba, and I've seen how many
businesses have closed, especially in the retail side.
Offices are opening, are replacing retail. And for
small businesses, this is really hard for small
businesses, especially when focusing on people who
have opportunities to get free delivery services in the
adjacent parts of outside the Perimeter.

But this government should focus on the greater
picture of this province when it comes to the
business climate. We're facing that many, many
small businesses are closing along the border
because of the PST hike that they have provided
back in 2013. It's really hurting communities along
the border, and, like I said, many of the businesses
are actually closing down. And | feel that there
should be a greater emphasis on what is best for
Manitoba consumers.

This is not the best for consumers because now a
lot of people in rural areas have to drive further and
further to get their services. And you know what?
They don't get free delivery services when they
actually buy something from Brandon. Anything
more than 45 minutes away, they have to pay for it.

* (10:20)

And | think we have to focus, really, on the
greater picture. And if you guys are help-think that
you're-this side of-the opposite side is actually
protecting consumers, they're not. And | really
believe that if we, looking at the consumer, you
have to look at all the Manitobans. And not all
Manitobans are being benefited from all the different
bills that you have created for consumer protection. |
think the biggest protection is having an environment
that encourages people to buy locally, to invest
locally and to create less red tape in our business
communities in our province.

We really believe that by getting rid of red tape,
this will actually help the business community, and if
the business is thriving, a lot of times they don't have
to charge delivery charges because, the fact is, now
they're trying to get every collection possible just
to stay alive now in business because the fact is,
you know, it's dictating from this current NDP
government what has—what businesses have to do to
follow laws and bills that are being passed in this
House.

I really believe that we need to really focus on
the greater picture. And with respect to the delivering
goods and provisions of a service in Winnipeg
outside the Perimeter, I'd put on the record for the
members of St. Norbert a few questions deserving
answers.

One is in terms of incidents of occurrence. 1'd be
interested to know what data and statistics the
member can provide related to many times services
is refused with the city of Winnipeg but outside the
Perimeter, the various goods and services. In terms
of industry perspective, both on the commercial and
consumer side, what is the viewpoint of this group
shared in respect to this legislation? The reasons that
it's important to be asked these questions is that with
the Premier and the government that is habit of both
not making evidence based on decisions, and saying
one thing and doing another.

On the subject of not making evidence based on
decision, Manitoba's one of the highest taxed
jurisdictions both for the businesses and individuals
in Canada. If the NDPs were to—government was
focused on evidence based on decision, they would
focus on the low-tax approaches focused on growing
businesses and personal income and creating
prosperity for all Manitobans. No such luck, though,
Mr. Speaker.

I'd like to conclude on my words for record here,
and I'll pass on to the next speaker.
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Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate?

Mr. Wayne Ewasko (Lac du Bonnet): Welcome
back this morning. And I'm going to have to say, go,
Jays, go, as we saw the blue wave last night hold off
and live to play another couple games, Mr. Speaker.

So it gives me great pleasure to stand up and put
a few words on the record in regards to Bill 207,
which was brought forward from the member for
St. Norbert (Mr. Gaudreau), The Delivery of Goods
and Provision of Services in Winnipeg Outside the
Perimeter Act. Now, taking a look at the explanatory
note, Mr. Speaker, the member from St. Norbert is
basically saying that a lot of the delivery of goods
and services that are happening within the city, the
various companies that are electing to do business
outside of the Perimeter are being-are, with this bill,
going to be prohibited from charging some additional
fees and charges.

I do have to say that on this side of the House,
we are very much supportive, as my colleague from
Arthur-Virden has stated, of consumer protection
initiatives and outcomes that benefit Manitoba
consumers. However, Mr. Speaker, we have seen
many examples from the current government, the
NDP government, standing up in this House and
making certain deals and promises for small
businesses that we're still waiting for some of those
results to come forward.

The-we know that recently the province's
current small-business confidence level has fallen so
low that its current rating is at its lowest since 2010.
In fact, according to the Winnipeg Chamber of
Commerce CEO, Mr. Dave Angus, the shenanigans,
and | quote, the shenanigans surrounding the NDP
leadership race are hurting Manitobans' reputation.
Dave Angus, who | just mentioned, went on to say,
and | quote, when stories of our political dysfunction
hit the front page of The Globe and Mail, it sends a
very negative signal to other jurisdictions around the
country in terms of Manitoba as a place to invest and
do business.

These are things, Mr. Speaker, that | know that
since we had heard loud and clear from the federal
election last night that we're looking at, you know,
some positive change throughout the province. And |
know that Canadians spoke quite loudly last night
about some of the more positive ads and promises
that apparently the Liberal leader, Mr.—now the
Prime Minister-elect, Mr. Justin Trudeau, had said
that they're willing to do some-to bring forward
certain promises and initiatives. And | guess time

will tell whether that's going to-those promises are
going to come to fruition.

Now, again, we've already heard, | mean, from
the current NDP government and all 57 candidates in
the last 2011 election on various promises that they
had stated, and | know that specifically the Premier,
the member for St. Boniface (Mr. Selinger), when he
was asked and stated in the 2011 election about the
fact that he was going to raise the PST. After the
2011 election, the Premier back then, during the
campaign, the member for St. Boniface called that
idea, that he would raise the PST, ridiculous. And, in
fact, what did we see after that 2011 election? Within
the next six months we had seen that they actually
expanded the PST onto various products and services
that each and every Manitoban absolutely needs, Mr.
Speaker. We're talking about home insurance, we're
talking about car insurance, we're talking about birth
and death certificates, these are expansions that have
hit Manitobans quite hard and | know that often they,
on that side of the House, the NDP side, pat
themselves on the back to be standing up for the less
fortunate.

But what they didn't realize when they expanded
that PST to all those goods and services is that
they're actually hurting absolutely all Manitobans.
They weren't hurting just the people who are making
six-figure incomes; they're absolutely hurting every-
body because what's ending up happening is with
home insurance and car and auto insurance and
various other insurances. The PST, by increasing
it, is actually, some of the less fortunate are
maybe thinking, you know, can | take that chance
and maybe go without those things, which is a
dangerous, dangerous precedent, Mr. Speaker,
because if an unfortunate accident happens, whether
it's at a small business or it's at a home or whatever
else, and they don't have that insurance to help them
out, then they end up either bankrupting or then
taxing other Manitobans.

So with this | find that a lot of this-the notions
behind this bill I'm not quite sure how exactly the
member for St. Norbert had devised this bill and
where these-this thought process had come because
when you're looking at products and services being
delivered outside of the Perimeter there's an added
cost. And we know because of this government
expanding the PST on the various goods and services
throughout this province of ours, and then, of course,
the following year by raising the PST by 14 per cent,
7 to 8, that's hitting Manitobans—Manitoba families.
So when small businesses decide that they want to
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take their goods and services outside of the
Perimeter, | mean, there's additional costs.

Mr. Speaker, | know the member for St. Norbert
(Mr. Gaudreau) had stood up in the House on more
than one occasion, speaking of his past occupation as
a tradesperson, and | commend him for that. But
when he does, you know, say, leave the Perimeter to
do some of those—to do his business, was he not
charging additional fees? | mean maybe out of the
goodness of his heart maybe he wasn't charging
those additional fees.

But, so, Mr. Speaker, what | am going to say is
I do have a few questions for the member from
St. Norbert, and hopefully he will be able to provide
those answers in written form to me. So I'm going to
put the questions on the record.

In regards to this bill, Mr. Speaker, in terms of
incidents of occurrence, I'd be interested to know
what data or statistics the member can provide
related to how many times service is refused within
the city of Winnipeg but outside the Perimeter for
various goods and services.

* (10:30)

Second question: How many occurrences and
the specifics of a few of those the member is aware
of in relation to charging different amounts for
delivery of good or service outside the Perimeter but
in the city of Winnipeg?

Third question: What groups or organizations
has the member consulted with in developing this
bill?

Fourth question: In terms of the industry
perspective, both on the commercial and consumer
side, what viewpoints have those groups shared with
respect to this legislation?

Now, Mr. Speaker, the reason why | am putting
these questions up on the record is to give the
member for St. Norbert some time, and | would
appreciate a written response to those questions in a
timely fashion, especially the data which would be
backing the first two questions related to incidence
of the matters addressed in this bill.

It is important that we ask these questions as we
have a Premier (Mr. Selinger) and a government that
has a habit of both not making evidence-based
decisions and saying one thing and doing another.
I've already referenced the PST promise on the
Premier feeling that it was a ridiculous notion that he
was going to raise the PST, and then six months later

expanded it, and then a year after that had raised the
PST by not the 1 cent or one penny on the dollar as
they continued to say; it's a 14 per cent increase. And
that's another penny on the dollar, Mr. Speaker. And
I think Manitobans have absolutely had enough, and
I know that they're looking forward to a change, and
a change for the better is coming.

So, with that, I'm going to give opportunity for
other members in the House to speak. | know, so far,
that members of the government side have been
silent today, especially on this first day back into
session. So, | look forward to hearing from other
members in the House on what they have to say in
regards to the bill that was brought forward by the
member for St. Norbert and, basically, bringing
undue hardships onto other small businesses and
trying to curve those—curb those potential
expansions, Mr. Speaker.

So thank you very much for your time.

Mr. Ron Schuler (St. Paul): It's always a great
opportunity to stand in the Legislature and speak to
legislation. It's a great system we have and a great
democracy. We saw that take place yesterday. It's a
great opportunity for people to have their voice heard
and now a whole bunch of individuals like us will be
going to Ottawa and being able to debate legislation,
stand in the House of Commons, and have their say
on behalf of the people and that's one of the
privileges | have for at least the next few months
until the next provincial election to stand and speak
on legislation.

We're debating Bill 207, and it's interesting,
Mr. Speaker, the bill prohibits persons who deliver
goods or provide services in portions of the city of
Winnipeg outside the Perimeter from charging
delivery or service fees in excess of what would be
charged in adjacent parts of Winnipeg inside the
Perimeter. And it's always intriguing to watch the
NDP across the way trying to atone for their sins.
And this is a party that, in the last election, uniformly
went door to door, knocked on every door, and said,
trust us, we will never, never raise taxes to pay for all
the excess of promises that we're making. In fact, the
Leader of the Opposition at the time indicated at a
debate that the only way they would be able to pay
for all the promises would be by raising the PST, and
the member for St. Boniface (Mr. Selinger), Premier
of Manitoba, walked out of the debate and he said
nonsense. He basically said that would never happen.

And each member across the way said the same
thing, went door to door and said, never would we
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raise taxes, No. 1; No. 2, never would we raise the
PST; and No. 3, we would never take away your
right to vote on it in either case. They came into this
Chamber and, one strike, two strike, three strikes,
they went exactly opposite of what they said. They
absolutely did the opposite of what they had
committed to in the last election.

So you can see that Bill 207 is trying to get back
into some kind of good graces with the people of
Manitoba. That's what they're actually trying to do
with this piece of legislation. What they're saying
is that on the one hand, we absolutely punished
individuals who go out and buy goods and services,
put PST on-first they started with a 7 per cent PST
on home insurance, and then the next year raised the
PST up to 8 per cent. And they went throughout
the economy, broadened it in one year and then
increased it to 8 per cent the next year. And that,
Mr. Speaker, is what is so gratuitous about this
legislation because what they're trying to do is direct
people’s attention not from what they did during the
election, committing to things that they knew they
could never live up to.

In fact, the PST, Mr. Speaker, had been
discussed and was contemplated to be brought in
before the 2011 election. And it was decided at
Cabinet, and we happen to know this because it was
discussed openly in the last six to 12 months when
there was the rebel five and the dissension within the
NDP Cabinet and the caucus where they actually told
Manitobans what had taken place, that the PST had
been discussed before the last election and it was
considered far too risky politically to actually do. So
they waited until after the election.

Now, what's unfortunate with that is that they
should have told Manitobans the truth, and
Manitobans are very upset and, you know, we don't
want to get into the tea leaves of what happened last
night because that's all going to come in time. The
pundits and the professionals and all the politicians
will have an opportunity to go through those tea
leaves and figure out what actually did happen. But
the NDP in the civic election, the NDP in the last
federal election, as you went door to door you could
tell there was an animosity towards that PST and the
fact that it had-the commitment had been to do
exactly opposite of what they did after the election.

So Bill 207 is one of these bills we know that
they're trying to get back into the good graces of the
electorate. 1 would suggest that it's not going to
work. | would suggest that they have a long way to

go before they're going to get back into the good
books. | know that there is all kinds of promises
being made, but, again, when you break that trust
with the electorate it's very hard to get it back, and it
usually takes a party some years in opposition and
then the public will forget again.

Because, Mr. Speaker, this piece of legislation
does not go far enough. If it had a component in it
that would apologize for the PST increase and would
actually reduce PST back down to 7 per cent, would
actually take off some of the onerous taxes that were
brought on after the 2011 campaign, you know, this
actually could be a piece of legislation that
Manitobans would say, yes, you know, this isn't too
bad of a piece of legislation, at least they're going
back and saying it was a mistake.

In fact, during the last NDP leadership campaign
there were individuals who admitted that the PST
was a mistake and they-as they were running for
office they were very—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. Order, please.

When this matter is again before the House, the
honourable member for St. Paul (Mr. Schuler) will
have four minutes remaining.

SECOND READINGS-PUBLIC BILLS
Bill 204-The Cyberbullying Prevention Act

Mr. Speaker: As previously agreed, we'll now move
on to second readings of public Bill 204, sponsored
by the honourable member for Lac du Bonnet, and
the title of the bill is cyberbullying prevention.

Mr. Wayne Ewasko (Lac du Bonnet): | move,
seconded by the member for Morden-Winkler
(Mr. Friesen), that Bill 204, The Cyberbullying
Prevention Act; Loi sur la prévention de la
cyberintimidation, be now read a second time and be
referred to a committee of this House.

Motion presented.

Mr. Ewasko: It gives me great pleasure today to
stand up once again and bring forward a very
important piece of legislation that I as well as many
Manitobans, in fact, Canadians, Mr. Speaker, feel
would be very beneficial and would actually put
Manitoba on the map as a potential leader in regards
to dealing and dealing with cyberbullying. We're not
just speaking about kids; we're actually talking about
all Manitobans.

* (10:40)
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The Bill 204, The Cyberbullying Prevention Act,
really, in a nutshell, Mr. Speaker, is going to enable
the protection order to be made when a judicial
justice of the peace has determined that a person has
engaged in cyberbullying. A protection order may
contain a number of provisions to protect the person
who is subjected to cyberbullying.

The bill also creates the new tort for cyber-
bullying. This victim may sue the person engaging in
cyberbullying, Mr. Speaker. And I'm not certain that
the government is going to be supporting this today,
but I'm sure hoping that their research staff and
people within on their side of the House has taken a
good look at this bill and have seen that the
worthiness of it, and let it go through second reading
today, let it go to committee, and let the public,
Manitobans, all stakeholders within this province,
come forward to committee and put their two cents
on it.

And, that being said, | mean, if we do have a
committee on Bill 204 and the public basically
comes forward and, you know, shoots the bill down,
type of thing, or speaks about the displeasure of the
bill, Mr. Speaker, then so be it. But I'm looking at the
government side today to move this bill forward to
committee, and let's have the public input into the
bill.

One other point of the bill that I would like to
bring up and basically highlight, Mr. Speaker, is the
fact that when a parent deemed to be cyberbullying—
so, when a parent is aware of this, and here's the
few points from the bill that I'd like to read into
the record. So, if the parent is deemed to be
cyberbullying themselves, for the purpose of this act,
a parent of a minor is deemed to engage in
cyberbullying if the minor engages in an activity that
is cyberbullying and the parent (a) knows of the
activity, (b) knows or ought reasonably to expect the
activity to cause fear, intimidation, humiliation or
other damage or harm to another person's health,
emotional well-being, self-esteem or reputation, and
(c) fails to take steps to prevent the activity from
continuing.

We know, Mr. Speaker, that, you know, as I've
stood up in this House over the past, you know, four
years, speaking of my history as far as being an
educator and guidance counsellor and dealing with
many students who have gone-who have been either
on the receiving end of either cyberbullying or
at the opposite end as far as the person doing
the cyberbullying, and so when originally the

member for Steinbach (Mr. Goertzen) brought
forward this bill, 1 know that it was not looked upon
very favourably from the government's side. But
when | was given the—I guess the appointment, or
given the responsibility to be the critic for Education
and Advanced Learning for the opposition, | took a
look at the bill and I thought, you know, here's
something that is not only going to help with
students, this is a bill that is going to strengthen
federal legislation. It's going to fill the gaps of some
of the legislation that we have here in this province.
It's actually going to help and try to deter a lot of the
cyberbullying that happens, again, not only for
students or youth, but also with adults, with-also
with some of our more senior people as well.

I know that just recently the member for
St. Johns (Mr. Mackintosh) was quoted in one of our
local media outlets saying that cyberbullying based
on intimate images is even worse than traditional
notions of bullying. The impact is instant, he said,
and he goes on to say it's more devastating
psychologically than physical bullying. So here's a
minister in the government side basically saying, and
| already had read the quote, saying on how
cyberbullying is quite instant. And because it's not a
face-to-face exchange within social media, 1 mean,
this is—the students, the people who are doing the
cyberbullying, the adults, the seniors, they're not
running it through the filter, Mr. Speaker. They're
typing it out; they're taking pictures—whatever they're
doing, and they're sending it. It's immediate, it's
instant and I think right now that there's not enough,
I guess, not enough legislation in the province right
now to enable the judicial system, the lawyers and
the police to be able to handle these situations.

He goes on to say—the member for St. Johns says
that social media has made it easier to harass and
shame a person with an intimate image.

So these are things that a veteran minister on the
government side has stated. He is the Attorney
General for the province and so | don't see why this
wouldn't go forward, and I'm actually hoping within
the next few minutes that the government side is
going to get up and surprise us all-hopefully, a good
surprise—and send this on to committee so that the
Manitobans can come and speak towards the bill.
Because | don't feel that we're doing enough, Mr.
Speaker, and | think of, you know, Amanda Todd,
who was a 15-year-old in British Columbia who
killed herself in 2012 after being sexually exploited
and harassed online. | mean, she eventually put her
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heartbreaking nine-minute video online detailing her
torment before her death.

The suicide of Rehtaeh Parsons, another sexually
exploited teenager in Nova Scotia in 2013, turned the
spotlight on cyberbullying and prompted the federal
government to change the Criminal Code to make it
illegal to distribute intimate images without consent.

This bill, Bill 204, will strengthen those pieces
of legislation that have been brought forward
federally, and | know would be helping try to curb
cyberbullying, bullying in general. Are we ever
going to eradicate bullying and cyberbullying, Mr.
Speaker? We possibly won't, unfortunately, but we
have to continue moving forward and making sure
that we're putting things in place so that we can at
least start moving towards it.

So | thank you for some time this morning, Mr.
Speaker, and I'm going to allow some of my other
colleagues in this House to speak to Bill 204, and,
again, | encourage the government and my own
members on this side to allow Bill 204 to proceed to
committee stage.

Thank you.

Mr. Speaker: Before recognizing the honourable
member for St. Norbert, and in keeping with our new
provisions of the rules, the House rules, rule 23(8) in
particular, where questions are permitted after the
person sponsoring the bill has had a chance to do
second readings of the bill, are there any questions
for the member for Lac du Bonnet (Mr. Ewasko)?

Hon. Dave Chomiak (Government House
Leader): Yes, point of order-on this point, Mr.
Speaker, in discussions | had with the Opposition
House Leader we had agreed to waive the questions
this morning based on the new rule, and | think |
have leave of the House to do that.

Mr. Speaker: Is there leave of the House to waive-I
don't believe that leave is required if there are no
questions and that's the agreement of the House, and
that will be the will of the House and will be
reflected that way.

So if there are no questions, then we'll move on
to continuation of debate of this bill and we'll
recognize the honourable member for St. Norbert.

Mr. Dave Gaudreau (St. Norbert): I'd just like to
take this moment to congratulate all of the MPs
across the country of all political stripes for putting
their name forward and all the candidates for doing
that. We all know in this House that it's a really big

task and all of our families take a toll on that, so |
want to congratulate them all.

I want to especially congratulate Daniel Blaikie
and Niki Ashton. | was at the Blaikie campaign last
night and I'd like to congratulate him for his hard
work in winning back the seat that he had-his father
had so diligently served in the past. And I want to
congratulate the MP in my area Terry Duguid. Terry
and | have had some wonderful discussions and |
know that we're going to work very well together for
the betterment of our area and all the people in the
province. So | just want to take the moment to say
that.

* (10:50)

And now, back to Bill 204. I'd like to say that |
think the member for Lac du Bonnet has got his heart
in the right place on this. I know he's definitely
looking at, you know, protecting the children and
protecting people with cyberbullying.

But there are already some things in place and
we've introduced some stuff last June like, if you
look at the Bill C-13, the federal bill that was passed
last year, it's now a law and it's received royal assent.
And it improves the police investigation powers for
cyberbullying to address that, and it raises the level
of criminal conduct including uttering threats and
criminal harassment. The bill creates a new Criminal
Code offence in non-consensual distribution of
intimate images, which is what we're talking about
today.

Bill C-13 does not provide protection orders or
tort remedies such as what Bill 204 does, but the
proposed legislation that we put forward in June
actually does have a provision for that. The Intimate
Image Protection Act would apply in situations like
this and-but built on the recent federal changes to the
Code, it would make it an offence to distribute
intimate images without consent. And it would allow
the victims to pursue legal action and sue for
damages in civil court.

It also establishes a framework to help people
resolve the matters out of court or contact the
police to pursue potential criminal charges. The
Manitoba government is also planning on supporting
out-of-court assistance for victims with $110,000
from the Criminal Property Forfeiture Fund, that this
year is about $175,000, and in the future years for
victims' services. That's something we've brought in
where we've, you know, seized the assets from the
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criminals and we use that to help people who are
having crimes committed against them and had
crimes committed against them in the criminal
justice system.

We've also done things like supplying materials
for schools, and when-in 2012, when Amanda Todd
unfortunately took her life, which was extremely sad
and it moved the whole country to recognize how
terrible cyberbullying can be, and how it does
affect everybody from, you know, youth to adults.
Everybody's affected—can be affected by this.

And what we did is-the former minister of
Education, the member for St. Vital (Ms. Allan),
took on a tremendous bill and championed it right to
the end, and | applaud her for that because it was—is
such an amazing bill that other provinces looked at
us and, you know, other provinces actually took our
bill and implemented it underneath their own system.
The-you know, they took—Manitoba was the lead
again.

And they took that bill and they made it theirs in
their provinces, so it was a fantastic bill and the
schools—and the safe schools and inclusive act,
which also addressed cyberbullying, was put into law
and, you know, unfortunately the members opposite
did vote against it. 1 applaud them for recognizing
that cyberbullying is an issue and that they're
bringing this forward now.

But our bill did do great strides towards helping
cyberbullying and helping children be bullied in
schools, and it really has had a profound effect on all
of the schools, when you look at what's happening in
them, where there's GSAs being formed and support
groups being formed. And there's supports now from
all levels of administration and it's across the
province. And everybody is working together to
ensure that the students in our province are well
aware of their rights, and also to try to make sure that
they're not being—feeling bullied and pressured, and
to keep them safe within the school system and
outside.

Because it doesn't just stop. You know, when we
were children—-you know, | don't want to date myself
too much but when we were children, bullying was
at school and when you went home it was shut off
because there was no Internet. And there was no
means of somebody to come and continue to keep
bullying you in your own home. And now bullying
happens—it can happen 24-7 because of social media,
you know, with Twitter and Facebook and Tumblr

and all of the other things that go on, you can
literally put an attack on someone in their own home.

And, you know, the pressures that children face
now are very different than what we faced when we
were children because they can't get away from it the
same way. So, you know, we took that on and we put
in a code of conduct, we put in some supports and if
the bullying happens outside of school, the student
needs to report it and then it needs to be acted on.
That's part of the safe and inclusive schools act.

The province has taken a lot of initiative on
this, and we were at the western premiers' meeting—
conference; this was on the agenda, and they
discussed this. So we've taken a big lead on this. And
it's going to continue on with Bill 18, and it's going
to continue on with our new legislation that is
looking at making it The Intimate Image Protection
Act. That's going to be another piece of legislation
that's also going to be a weapon in fighting back
against cyberbullying and against some of the
pressures that our youth feel and adults. | mean, the
cyberbullying doesn't just go to just to youth, but, |
mean, it's more specific to them. They're more
vulnerable to it than adults in some ways.

And, you know, like I said, | think that the
member opposite has got a-his heart in the right
place, but when we did put forward a bill that
addressed this, they didn't support it. So I'm not quite
sure why they didn't support it. Maybe the members
opposite will stand up next and they'll expand on
why they didn't support Bill 18, which actually does
much of what this Bill 204 is proposing. And then
we also have The Intimate Image Protection Act
which covers the other part that isn't being discussed
in—under Bill 18. This-the intimate images act
actually covers the rest of what we're talking about
here. So I'd like to hear why they didn't support
Bill 18 when it's clearly doing this and more in the
school system.

You know, the Bill 18 also met with the
principles of the Human Rights Code, and | think
that it's something that we have to recognize, that
when they-when we drafted that bill, we worked
with the minister of—or the member for St. Vital, she
worked with experts across the province; she
consulted with many people in the school system and
in the Human Rights Code. And with all the people
that she worked with, she came up with a very
substantial piece of legislation that helps to protect
our youth.
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And, you know, it was a long debate and a lot of
heated debate, and I give her absolute credit and an
amazing props for taking that and championing it
across the line because it's really made a difference. |
hear about it in my schools that the kids feel very
safe about bringing forward their issues now and
being able to form groups and support each other.
And that's what it's—this is about.

And then | think that, you know, if we look at
that and then we look at our Intimate Image
Protection Act, with those two pieces of bills, of
legislation, together along with the federal C-13
we're looking at something that's going to really take
on this issue.

So while Bill 204 might be-the heart might be in
the right place, | don't think that this bill is going to
work with the way that we have it set up because our
bills go further. With the intimate images act—
protection act and with Bill 18, we actually take it to
the next level. And then you couple that in with
the Bill C-13; we've piggybacked on the federal
legislation, so that it takes it even further than that.

So with all of the-what we've been doing in our
schools since 2004 with introducing new legislation,
making the Safe Schools Charter, all the way through
to 2013 when we introduced Bill 18 to last June
when we introduced the intimate images act, there
has been progress. We're moving forward on this
stuff and we're looking at protecting all Manitobans,
especially our most prized resource which is the
youth and the students in our province.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Clarence Pettersen (Flin Flon): Yes, I'd just to
like to put a few words on this, Mr. Speaker. | just
have to say that when you look back at the hard time
that we had passing Bill 18, | mean, the member
from St. Vital worked hard, and we worked, as a
caucus, hard to make sure that as a team that we
went over everything, some of us former teachers,
some social workers. And I respect the member from
Beausejour having formerly been a teacher, but | just
wondered why it took them nine months to come
together for something that was benefitting all
children in Manitoba—nine months.

You know, that's—and then when | see they want
to pass Bill 204, what is their, you know, what is
their—

* (11:00)
Mr. Speaker: Order, please.

When this matter is again before the House, the
honourable member for Flin Flon will have nine
minutes remaining.

RESOLUTIONS

Res. 14-Government Action on
Parks and Protected Spaces

Mr. Speaker: It is now time for private members'
resolutions, and the resolution under consideration
this morning is entitled Government Action on Parks
and Protected Spaces, sponsored by the honourable
member for Concordia.

Mr. Matt Wiebe (Concordia): Mr. Speaker, |
move, seconded by the member for Flin Flon,

WHEREAS Manitoba is known for its natural
diversity, including lakes, rivers, forests, tall grass
prairies and more; and

WHEREAS many species and ecosystems
within Manitoba are in need of protection to ensure
their continued survival; and

WHEREAS t