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The House met at 1:30 p.m.
Madam Speaker: Please be seated.
ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

Madam Speaker: Introduction of bills? Committee
Reports? Tabling of Reports?

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS

Madam Speaker: The required 90 minutes' notice
prior to routine proceedings was provided in accor-
dance with rule 26(2).

Would the honourable minister please proceed
with the statement.

National Aboriginal Day

Hon. Eileen Clarke (Minister of Indigenous and
Municipal Relations): As the Minister responsible
for Indigenous Relations, it gives me great pleasure
to formally acknowledge that today is National
Aboriginal Day.

As many of you are aware, National Aboriginal
Day is held on June 21st of each year. This day
serves as an important opportunity for indigenous
and non-indigenous people to acknowledge, cele-
brate and learn about indigenous culture, heritage
and perspectives, not only here in Manitoba but all
across Canada.

This year's celebrations are particularly
important given that 2016 marks the 20th anni-
versary of National Aboriginal Day celebrations.

Manitoba's indigenous people have and continue
to make significant contribution to our province's
social and economic fabric. It is these contributions
that this day was intended to recognize.

Manitoba has been, and remains, very com-
mitted to working closely with indigenous people to
move forward on important issues.

We also remain committed to improving our
relationship with First Nations, Metis and Inuit
peoples so that we can all work together to build a
prosperous Manitoba that provides opportunities for
everyone in our province.

The Manitoba government today also became
a partner of the Thompson Aboriginal Accord.
Created in 2009, the accord is a living document

that recognizes the role of Aboriginal people in
Thompson's history, and affirms the commitment
of signatories to strengthened relationships with
Aboriginal governments and peoples.

I would like to say a special thanks to all those
who have worked so hard at organizing the many
important events connected to this day.

I would also like to acknowledge everyone
who worked so hard to have recognized this day
nationally.

On this day, June 21st, 2016, | would like to
acknowledge National Aboriginal Day and | wish
to express my deep appreciation and respect to all
indigenous people across Canada.

Our country's history and our future progress
depends on the contributions and efforts of First
Nations, Metis and Inuit peoples, particularly here in
Manitoba.

I encourage you to find time to attend one or
more amazing events planned for today and I look
forward to visiting King Edward Community School
this afternoon for their grand opening and dedication
of their Sacred Heart Garden project to remember
residential school survivors and their families.

Once again, it's my privilege and honour and an
honour to acknowledge this important day.

Thank you. Ekosi. Miigwech.

Ms. Amanda Lathlin (The Pas): Today marks
National Aboriginal Day, where Canadians celebrate
indigenous history, culture and identity. In Manitoba,
we proudly showcase the major contributions that
Aboriginal peoples have made and continue to make
to our province.

I always think it's fitting that National
Aboriginal Day occurs in the summer, at a time
when many of our indigenous students are
graduating and beginning their careers as leaders in
our province. Recently | was honoured to attend the
UCN graduation at the The Pas campus. As |
congratulated our graduates, the most in UCN's
history, | thought about the impact investments in
education and training has made on the futures of our
Aboriginal youth. Education gives Aboriginal young
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people the tools to live healthy, fulfilled lives and
make us stronger as a province.

National Aboriginal Day is an important time to
reflect on where we have come from, where we are
and where we're going. As Aboriginal people, and
as Canadians, it's a time to tell our stories and
successes, and it's a time to demonstrate the strength
and the resiliency of our people.

A year after the release of the Truth and
Reconciliation Commissioner's report and the former
premier's apology for the tragedy of the '60s scoop,
Manitobans are working to tear down the stereotypes
that divide us and move forward on the path to
reconciliation.

But there's still more to do. As we work to
overcome the generational effects of colonization,
displacement, racism and systemic discrimination,
we will continue to draw attention to the struggles
that indigenous communities are still experiencing,
including missing and murdered indigenous women
and girls.

Our NDP caucus is proud to have strong,
dynamic, indigenous MLAs who use our expe-
riences, perspectives and traditions to help shape
legislation. We will continue to stand up for the
rights of indigenous Manitobans and push the
government to make inclusive policy and invest-
ments and supports for indigenous families. We are
proud to be part of a thriving province, rich in
indigenous history and community, and we today
join others in celebrating our place at the heart of
Canadian society.

Thank you.

Ms. Judy Klassen (Kewatinook): Madam Speaker,
I ask for leave to respond to the ministerial
statement.

Madam Speaker: Does the member have leave?
[Agreed]

Ms. Klassen: This morning | attended the Four
Arrows first annual Indigenous Food Sovereignty
Summit. Today is Canada's National Aboriginal Day.
My treaty card identifies me as a status Indian.
Going back generations, my family are Natives to
Canada. This is our homeland.

There are many terms used to describe my
people and, personally, I'm okay with most; that is
not to say that's the same for all of my people, so
please be sensitive as to the term which they prefer.

My people's identity as the First Peoples of this
nation is still in its infancy. There are many com-
munities that are only beginning to explore their
history, their unique customs and cultures. This is—
the one steadfast component we have not largely lost
is our connection to the land and how we are still
hunter-gatherers.

One of Canada’s policies was to kill the Indian in
the child and, in turn, it killed our culture, our
language and our history. It is through our brave
people whom took our ways and our traditions
underground and hid them that have we-that we
have retained this vital knowledge. Many of us are
now learning what a magnificent and beautiful
culture we all share. We must come together to
nourish it and grow it back into what it once was.

In honour of the village we once had, | humbly
ask you all to partake in one of the many Aboriginal
Day celebrations occurring in our great province, and
you will see our vitality, you will feel our mother's
heartbeat in our drum.

Miigwech, tansi, ekosi, mahseecho, thank you.
MEMBERS' STATEMENTS
Support for Fort McMurray Graduates

Hon. Kelvin Goertzen (Minister of Health,
Seniors and Active Living): Madam Speaker, it is
my pleasure to honour in the Legislature today three
young Manitoba women who have spent the last few
weeks collecting grad dresses to be shipped to Fort
McMurray to be given to graduates who have lost
theirs in the wildfires this spring.

After seeing images of the devastation coming
out of Fort McMurray earlier this spring, Celeste
Petrick from Sarto, Julia Plett from Blumenort
and Mia Prenevault selflessly decided to do
something to help those in need and made it their
mission to collect as many grad dresses as possible to
send to Alberta. Earlier this month, they collected
121 dresses, and the offers of donations keep
coming with many Manitoban mothers asking if they
can contribute bridesmaid dresses.

It was very important to Celeste, Julia and Mia
that the 17- and 18-year-olds who lost everything in
the fires could forget their life-altering challenges for
a single night and just go back to being a normal
high school graduate.

Community support for what these young
women are doing has been outstanding. In fact,
Steve's Livestock located in Blumenort has agreed to
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pay all the shipping costs for the dresses to go to
Alberta. For the 121 dresses they have collected so
far, the shipping costs will be well over $700.
These fine young Manitobans have been working
with the Cinderella Project out of Calgary where the
dresses will be shipped to, before being sent to
Fort McMurray for the graduation scheduled for
September.

* (13:40)

On behalf of the Manitoba Legislature, thank
you for your generosity, your kindness and your
compassion for those in need. You have
demonstrated to the rest of Canada the best of what
Manitoba and what Manitobans are.

Colleagues, please join me in recognizing
Celeste and Mia who are with us here today in the
gallery.

Indigenous Food Sovereignty Summit

Ms. Nahanni Fontaine (St. Johns): Madam
Speaker, it's hard to say you're sovereign if you can't
feed your people. That's the title of the keynote
speech at the Indigenous Food Sovereignty Summit
which starts today. The summit is a part of a cultural
reclamation that's been taking place where indig-
enous peoples have been decolonizing their food

supply.

Over the next three days, the Four Arrows
Regional Health Authority is hosting the summit.
From homegrown chickens to gardens to fair trade
fish, Four Arrows has been working with its member
First Nations. For over 10 years they've helped to
create local food movements across the country,
helping to rebuild First Nations sovereignty.

Each of our five historic First Nations along with
the Metis Nation are represented at the food summit:
The Dene, the Dakota, the Cree, the Ojibwa, the
Oji-Cree will share their food stories and insight into
their food culture.

Madam Speaker, indigenous food sovereignty
means that indigenous peoples are moving back to
growing their own food, reconnecting to their food
sources and the traditional lands they grow from. It's
a look back at our food practices our communities
used for centuries while looking forward to reclaim
our food identities.

Byron Beardy, Food Security Co-ordinator at
Four Arrows, has travelled all across Turtle Island
talking about indigenous food culture. He has
witnessed first-hand the people's desire to reconnect

to their food systems. He believes it's time to share
stories that help reignite the fire within our
communities.

Madam Speaker, the traditional food that
nourished indigenous people—from bannock to
blueberries to salmon to moose—is part of indigenous
culture. That makes it a part of our language, our
ceremonies and our traditional teachings. For the
First Nation and Metis people of Manitoba, this
looks different from place to place, from nation to
nation, but it's the time to start sharing these
practices and learning the food ways of our people.

Miigwech, Madam Speaker.
Seven Oaks MET School

Mr. Nic Curry (Kildonan): Madam Speaker, I rise
today to bring attention to a unique school with an
equally unique program: the Seven Oaks Met
School. Seven Oaks Met School opened in
September 2009 and engages students through
creative, challenging academic work and internships
that provide real world learning experiences.

Met School partners with Garden City Collegiate
for physical education, music programs, advanced
sciences and extracurricular activities, but they still
have their own mascot, Go Squirrels.

On Mondays, Wednesdays and Fridays, Met
School students have standard curriculum classes
at their brand new stand-alone facilities at
640 Jefferson, but on Tuesdays and Thursdays,
students explore their interests through examining
career connections, develop resumes and interview
skills and arrange to interview people who work in
the field of their interest.

With their advisors and parents, students find
internship placements in the community with
projects related to their curriculum. Met students
intern at universities, colleges, local businesses, have
screened documentaries in multiple international film
festivals and launched their careers directly from
high school.

Met students have received $36,600 in
scholarships in the last five years, with 45 graduates
to date. As of September 2016, the Met School will
have eight advisers—teachers—and 120 students.

Met School is also the recipient of the Canadian
Education Association's Ken Spencer Award for
Innovation in Teaching and Learning for demon-
strating a commitment to engaging the hearts and
minds of adolescent learners through successful and
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sustainable initiatives to develop—to deeply develop,
engage students in the learning process.

Education is not written in stone, instead it is a
conversation. This conversation is well served with
new and innovative ways to study. Met School
provides an opportunity for young people to learn in
new ways in the pursuit of bettering themselves and
their community.

Madam Speaker, | ask leave of the House to
have the Met School class of 2016 entered into the
record.

Madam Speaker: Is there leave of the House to
enter their names into the record? [Agreed]

Met School 2016 Grads: Erwin Andaya, Carlo
Capobianco, Sarah Carr, Brent Fisher, Alexandra
Friesen, Mack Gatti, Jeremy Hrnjeki, Jamie Lee
Hubka, Dana Krueger, Wencke Rudi, Alyssa
Stoughton, Richard Varkerti

Aboriginal Education in Manitoba

Mrs. Colleen Mayer (St. Vital): The Louis Riel
School Division recognizes the need to engage in
deeper learning with our indigenous communities.
They look to provide a guide for living and learning
together to form an inclusive and accepting learning
community.

The Seven Teachings, values that traditionally
have formed the basis of a healthy indigenous
lifestyle are incorporated into many of its schools.
LRSD has begun a new initiative by developing
mentorship groups where high school students spend
half a year with elders, and in teachings that focus on
culture and leadership from indigenous perspectives.
High school groups are then matched with an
elementary school where they become the leaders
and share knowledge and friendship with the
younger students. Through this program, students see
themselves as leaders and role models.

They have also begun to look at indigenous
language programming. The TRC recommendations
point to the reclamation of indigenous languages
and, next year, they will begin with basic indigenous
languages in some of the elementary schools.

Louis Riel School Division is working hard to
provide opportunities to connect students to their
language and culture. On Monday, June 13th, | was
invited to attend the first annual graduation powwow
at Dakota ‘collegian’. This was a celebration of
graduates, culture and the LRSD and its surrounding
community. Dancers and drummers from across the

province participated. This powwow was a way to
honour indigenous and non-indigenous graduates,
celebrate diversity and acknowledge the community's
commitment to indigenous students and families.
LRSD wants its students to be proud and to be
celebrated for their accomplishments.

Madam Speaker, may | turn your attention to the
Louis Riel School Division's Aboriginal education
co-ordinator, Corey Kapilik, and Superintendent
Duane Brothers, who are in the gallery with us today.
Please join me in congratulating them on the work
they do to make LRSD a leader in the field of
Aboriginal education in Manitoba.

Miigwech, merci, thank you.
Summer Festivities in Manitoba

Ms. Cindy Lamoureux (Burrows): Although we
have already experienced summer weather and its
warmth for a couple of months, yesterday marked the
first official day of summer, formally known as the
summer solstice.

I have fond memories, and | know that there are
many more to come, of enjoying Manitoba summers.
Whether it be relaxing with friends at the beach with
bonfires, attending the many cultural events our
province has to offer or my favourite summer
activity, dirt biking, Manitoba does not fall short of
offering us plenty of fun in the sun. I can think of
many unique activities and festivals that cater to the
interest of Manitobans.

For example, today is Aboriginal Day, which
means there are festivities occurring all day long. For
those who enjoy the thrill of rides, the Red River
Exhibition is still open until this Sunday. Later this
month, country music fans will commute to Dauphin
for Canada's longest running country music festival,
Countryfest. And one of my favourite festivals that
I have attended as long as | can remember is
'Folkorama'. This two-week display in August allows
us to embrace the diversity of Winnipeg's cultural
makeup.

Summer's also a chance to simply enjoy being
outside and take in the nature. In Burrows, the
NorWest Co-op Community Food Centre gives the
community the chance to use the green thumb
through the drop-in garden. This initiative is great for
our community, teaching those interested how to
grow their own garden while promoting locally
grown foods.
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Madam Speaker, whether it be catching a
Goldeyes game, experiencing the dinosaur exhibit
at the zoo, | encourage all Manitobans to take
advantage of what Manitoba has to offer this summer
season. I'm sure we can all agree that our beautiful
summers do not last long enough.

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

Madam Speaker: Prior to oral questions, | would
like to draw the attention of all honourable members
to the public gallery, where we have with us today
students from Met School, accompanied by their
principal, Nancy Janelle, and teacher Rory Brett,
who are the guests of the honourable member for
Kildonan (Mr. Curry).

Also in the gallery, we have with us today
Brigitta Schuler and Lorianne Dueck, who are the
guests of the honourable member of Crown Services
and, | believe, family members.

And, also in the public gallery, from Red River
College Language Training Centre, 25 adult
English language students, under the direction of
Janice Ching, and this group is located in the
constituency of the honourable member for Logan
(Ms. Marcelino).

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

* (13:50)
ORAL QUESTIONS

Canada Pension Plan Expansion
Manitoba Seniors

Ms. Flor Marcelino (Leader of the Official
Opposition): One of the most important universal
social programs for Manitobans is the Canada
Pension Plan. Just yesterday, there was a historic
agreement between the federal government and the
eight provinces to significantly improve benefits
under the CPP. Quebec has its own program through
the Quebec Pension Plan.

Manitobans were shocked and embarrassed to
see the Premier and this government refusing to be
part of an agreement that will significantly improve
pension benefits. Last week, the Premier literally
turned his back on Mrs. McGregor, a senior who
wanted to talk to him about his clawback of seniors'
property tax credits.

Why is the Premier turning his back on future
generations of Manitoba seniors by refusing to
support badly needed pension reform?

Hon. Brian Pallister (Premier): Well, on
April 19th, Manitobans turned their back on a
political party that raided their pocketbooks with
regular joy, it seemed, on their part.

Manitobans elected a new government that will
stand up for them and with them and assist them in
achieving their financial goals. This is a partnership
that needs to be developed, and this is an opportunity
to develop that partnership, Madam Speaker, and we
look forward to doing that.

Madam Speaker: The honourable interim Official
Opposition Leader, on a supplementary question.

Ms. Marcelino: New Democrats are proud of our
history and tradition in fighting for fair pension
benefits.

Manitobans, like J.S. Woodsworth and Stanley
Knowles, were leaders in the fight of the CCF and
NDP for a universal pension system. In the last
provincial election, we were the only party to fight
for CPP expansion. The Premier talked negatively
about CPP reform in the context of him having been
an investment adviser in the private sector. The
Manitoba Liberal leader spoke out against CPP
reform.

We as Manitoba New Democrats are going to
fight for pension reform in Manitoba and in Canada.

Why won't this Premier stand up for Manitoba
and support a fair deal for Manitoba seniors?

Mr. Pallister: Thank you to my colleague again,
Madam Speaker, and to you for the opportunity
to say that the only time that | have seen the
NDP vigorously fight for pension benefits was for
severance payments for disgruntled staffers who left
the party. And the reality of the situation is quite
different from that which the member describes.

In fact, in the 2011 provincial election, as | recall
it, and the members may like to revise history, but
as | recall and Manitobans recall, they went to every
door in the city of Winnipeg and around the
province. They knocked. They promised no tax
hikes, and they delivered $1 billion in tax increases.

Taking $1 billion away from Manitobans that
they did not have available to save for their own
financial future is hardly a sincere indication of a
genuine commitment to Manitobans' well-being.

Madam Speaker: The honourable interim Official
Opposition Leader, on a final supplementary.
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Ms. Marcelino: This is the Premier and his party
that four days before election said they won't claw
back seniors' tax rebate.

Let's be clear, Madam Speaker. We're not
reassured by the government-we're not reassured
by this government's incompetence. The Premier's
political friends in the federal Conservative Party
oppose this deal. This is the party that under Stephen
Harper saw pension reform as raising the retirement
age to 67. We are not reassured that this government
will work to preserve this deal.

Why won't the Premier recognize that when it
comes to our seniors' pensions, Manitobans do
not want a government that is most right-wing
government in Canada? Why won't he recognize that
Manitobans want a government that will stand up for
Manitoba seniors and ensures a decent retirement for
today's seniors and for generations of seniors to
come?

Mr. Pallister: Well, Manitobans rejected the
previous administration's attempt to be re-elected on
the basis that they were so divided they couldn't even
stand up for one another, let alone stand up for
Manitoba seniors. We will stand up for Manitoba
seniors.

This is a generational decision, it's an important
debate, and we will participate in it fully. We are a
newly elected government, but we will ensure in
every decision that we take-and we will take our
decisions thoughtfully—we will ensure that we stand
up for the best interests of Manitoba's working
families and seniors.

We want to make sure that Manitobans have the
maximum ability to find their financial future and the
security they deserve, Madam Speaker, not have it
eroded as was the case over the last number of
years by profligate spending by a dysfunctional and
divided government that would raid their pocket-
books so that it could get credit and put up billboards
for spending money it had taken away from working
Manitoba families.

That won't happen with this government. We
will stand up for Manitobans. We will support
Manitobans in their efforts to get a secure retirement.

Canada Pension Plan Expansion
Government Position

Mr. James Allum (Fort Garry-Riverview):
Madam Speaker, you know the Finance Minister
embarrassed Manitobans on the national stage

yesterday, but the Premier is only embarrassing
himself today with the answers that he's given so far.

Last week | asked the Finance Minister what his
position on—-what his position was on expanding the
CPP, and he either didn't know or he wouldn't say.
And then yesterday he went to a meeting with
Finance ministers and the federal Finance Minister in
Vancouver and he still didn't know or he wouldn't
say.

So we're going to try again today, Madam
Speaker.

Can the Finance Minister tell us why he didn't
join a strong national consensus yesterday to expand
and enhance the CPP for all Canadians?

Hon. Cameron Friesen (Minister of Finance):
Yesterday in Vancouver, we undertook to study
several important issues, including CPP enhance-
ment. Manitoba was proud to be at that table. And
the member will understand that there is no one
group that did so much to limit the power of
Manitobans to save for themselves as that previous
NDP government.

We were proud to be there standing up for
Manitobans and bringing our perspective to that
table. Those were helpful discussions.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for Fort
Garry-Riverview, on a supplementary question.

Mr. Allum: You know, two thirds of Canadians do
not have pensions through their workplace. That
means 11 million people will benefit from expanding
the CPP here in Canada. Even if the—expanding the
CPP doesn't fit in with the personal ideology of the
Premier or the Minister of Finance, the Finance
Minister is now making decisions on behalf of all the
people of Manitoba, not just his friends in the
business community.

Why won't the Finance Minister stand up for the
rest of Manitobans, for families, for seniors, for
women and minimum wage earners who rely on the
CPP and fight for the retirement savings they
deserve?

Mr. Friesen: Well, once again the member for Fort
Garry-Riverview demonstrates that he won't let a
small thing like accurate information stand in his
way of asking inflammatory questions.

So the member doesn't seem to get it, that CPP
is important and affordability in retirement is
important, just like household affordability is right
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now. And the member should acknowledge that there
is a more sophisticated conversation that we are
undertaking in this province.

The dialogue that we have with Manitobans
matters. We put that first. We indicated in the room
that for a government that's been in place for less
than nine weeks, this presented a real challenge.

We will have that conversation with Manitobans.
We will have that conversation around the Cabinet
table. And we will get this right. It's too important
not to get right.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for Fort
Garry-Riverview, on a final supplementary.

Mr. Allum: You know, the Finance Minister showed
up for the photo op, but he wouldn't stay for the press
conference to explain to Manitobans why he refused
to sign a strong national consensus on the CPP.

* (14:00)

This is not only good for Manitobans, it's good
for all Canadians, and he has an obligation to stand
in this House today and tell us why he refused to sign
that agreement.

Manitobans want to know: What's the answer?

Mr. Friesen: Well, the member feigns indignation
but his responses reveal how important it is to
actually have an education approach on this. It really
matters that we get it right. His responses show how
important a piece of fiscal knowledge really is. CPP
was never designed to be the whole answer for
Manitobans when it was designed, when it was
changed in the 1990s, and even now it's important
for us to have the comprehensive discussion with
Manitobans.

Manitobans care about the bills they have to pay
now. They also care about having enough in
retirement. This is the conversation that we will
undertake to have, and we will expedite that
conversation but we won't let the member's antics get
in the way of that conversation that we will have
with Manitobans.

Canada Pension Plan Expansion
Minimum Wage Earners

Mr. Kevin Chief (Point Douglas): Madam Speaker,
minimum wage earners are more likely to be single
parents, women and working full-time. Research
shows that increasing minimum wage helps lift
people out of poverty, it reduces the need for social

services, and they end up spending more, which, of
course, helps strengthen our economy.

Will the minister agree that increasing the
minimum wage will help these families today and
expanding the CPP will help these families
tomorrow?

Hon. Cameron Friesen (Minister of Finance):
Well, | thank the member for the question because,
again, as l've said other times in this House,
affordability matters, and we know that our pre-
decessors, the NDP government, did more to create
hardship for Manitobans. As a matter of fact, |
remind this same member who brings this question
now that this will be the year in which Manitoba
passes the threshold whereby the government will
have received $1 billion as a result of their ill-fated
decision to raise the PST on all Manitobans.

He wants to talk about affordability? Let's talk
about him raising the PST on all Manitobans.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for Point
Douglas, on a supplementary question.

Mr. Chief: We know Manitoba continues to have
one of the strongest economies in the country with
one of the lowest unemployment rates. A key part of
that success is listening, having conversations with
groups like single parents, women and those most
impacted by the minimum wage and who often need
support, the support of a strong, reliable Canadian
pension plan.

Will the minister support the federal position on
expanding the CPP so that these families can have a
future that is bright?

Mr. Friesen: Madam Speaker, | would repeat:
Affordability really matters to Manitobans. It matters
to Manitobans.

We must, of course, acknowledge this member
doesn't seem to quite understand that the changes
that would take place with CPP would not affect
seniors that are retired now in Manitoba. This is a
generational decision to take. It's about having
adequate retirement for those who'll be entering
retirement years from now. That's an important
conversation to have and we don't deny that. We are
going to be right in the centre of that conversation.

What we've done is taken a principled approach.
For a government in place for less than nine weeks—
and that was acknowledged around the table in
Vancouver—it  presents  particular  challenges.
Whereby other jurisdictions had the opportunity to
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benefit from discussions in their jurisdiction, we
need to have those same conversations here.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for Point
Douglas, on a final supplementary.

Mr. Chief: The minister talks about affordability. He
clearly knew about affordability when he gave
himself a 36 per cent raise when he got into Cabinet.
And his Premier (Mr. Pallister) gave himself a
39 per cent raise. We know that the raise that they
gave themselves were clearly help them today. We
know that that raise they gave themselves will
brighten their future for tomorrow and their
retirement.

So to be fair—to be fair-Madam Speaker, will the
Premier, will this minister, agree to do the same
thing for low-income Manitobans and increase the
minimum wage and help them today, and will they
expand the CPP to brighten their future for tomorrow
as well?

Mr. Friesen: Well, the member's incorrect, and
he knows full well that a commissioner sets
compensation for members. If he advocates a
different position, he should say so on the record.

But in respect of his question about affordability,
Madam Speaker, | repeat that affordability matters.
Talk about an ideological approach. This member
understands full well that his government would
raise the minimum wage while not indexing tax
brackets, making sure that money would be—-would
continue to flow into their coffers.

We've raised indexing. We've made sure to keep
more money in the hands of Manitobans not just this
year but for every year thereafter going forward,
more money for hard-working Manitobans.

MMIWG Families
Meeting with Minister

Ms. Nahanni Fontaine (St. Johns): On this
National Aboriginal Day, | want to acknowledge
Felicia Solomon-Osborne, 16 years old, from
Norway House Cree Nation. In 2003, Felicia's
mother, and grandmother Councillor Darlene
Osborne, were given her leg and her arm that had
washed ashore the Red River, almost 11 years
earlier, in the exact same spot where Tina Fontaine's
body was found wrapped in a blanket, weighted
down with weights in a garbage bag.

Can the Minister of Indigenous and Municipal
Relations advise if she has met with MMIWG

families and whether she's met with the coalition of
MMIWG families?

Hon. Eileen Clarke (Minister of Indigenous and
Municipal Relations): I acknowledge that there are
many stories out there that have been going on for
years and years and there will continue to be stories
that are absolutely heartbreaking not just for the
families but for all people of Manitoba because every
person that has come to these kind of consequences
in their life for whatever reason, it affects many
people. There's a lot of families; there's a lot of
friends. And that heartache doesn't go away in a day
or a year or forever for these people.

We acknowledge that, and we have met with
many indigenous leaders, and we will continue to
meet as time allows. Their stories are important.
Understanding how they feel is important.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for
St. Johns, on a supplementary question.

Government Support

Ms. Fontaine: | will point out that these aren't
stories. They're journeys and experiences that
families live with every single day.

Two days ago, it was the eight-year anniversary
of Jennifer Catcheway when she went missing. And
as some of us do every year, we travelled to Portage
la Prairie this past Saturday to offer emotional
and financial support to her parents at their annual
fundraising barbecue.

Jennifer went missing the day before she turned
18. Her mother, Pastor Bernice Catcheway, travels
all over Manitoba looking for her daughter in
garbage dumps, in swamps, in rivers and in thick
bush.

Can the minister of indigenous and municipal
affairs advise what support her department will be
offering families like the Catcheways in their search
efforts?

Ms. Clarke: | want to thank the member opposite
for her comments as well as her question.

I'm very familiar with the Catcheway family
story. | actually live in that area. And | think it is
worth mentioning that they not only carry their own
grief but they have been very instrumental and
supportive of all families since that time and during
the days. They actually came out again into my
constituency just this past summer to help look for a
missing boy. Those people continue to give to others,
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and | think Manitoba is recognized as being a very
giving community and a very giving province.

There is a lot of support out there, but the
support doesn't change the circumstances. And we
acknowledge that. And as a government, we also
acknowledge that a lot of work needs to be done, and
we need to prevent this happening more in the future.

* (14:10)

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for
St. Johns, on a final supplementary.

Appointment of Special Adviser

Ms. Fontaine: Madam Speaker, | just want to advise
that I've asked two questions and so far | haven't
received any answers. And on any day of the year in
which | ask a question in respect of MMIWG, today
is the day to provide real and tangible answers.

There are hundreds of MMIWG families in
Manitoba that, on top of dealing with the trauma of
having a missing or murdered loved one, deal with
a variety of other daily pressing issues. Often,
MMIWG families need a direct link and support to
navigate through government social services.
MMIWG families across Manitoba are anxious as we
all await the national inquiry.

Can the minister advise whether her government
will appoint a special adviser on indigenous women's
issues in support of MMIWG families?

Ms. Clarke: Again, I'd like to acknowledge the
question asked. We are very support of ongoing
work to be done. We realize that there's a lot of work
to be done.

There are not answers that can be answered in
one day. If they were, they would have been done by
now. This is an ongoing-strategies have to be
worked on. We have to work collaboratively,
indigenous and nonindigenous people. We have to
work with our police force. There are so many
components that have to be involved. It has to be
ongoing. We're very aware of that and we will
continue to work.

Truth and Reconciliation Commission
Implementation of Recommendations

Ms. Amanda Lathlin (The Pas): Madam Speaker,
the Truth and Reconciliation Commission spent six
years examining the damaging effects that the
residential school era has had on our country. Many
survivors have shown incredible resilience in the
face of institutionalized racism, instances of mental

illness, intergenerational abuse, community and
family breakdown and chronic poverty.

The report make clear—-makes clear that it's up to
all levels of government to address these issues with
real action. Our former government took immediate
action and passed The Path to Reconciliation Act
which laid out a framework of how the TRC's
recommendations will be implemented.

Will the Minister of Indigenous and Municipal
Relations tell the House which of the 94 calls to
action she plans to take immediate action on?

Hon. Eileen Clarke (Minister of Indigenous and
Municipal Relations): I thank the member opposite
for her question. Again, we have been meeting
and we have been discussing and looking at these
94 recommendations going forward.

I was present and took part in the blanket
ceremony that was held just a few weeks ago. There
was a good turnout from the whole community,
people listening to the story that was being told and
trying to understand all the hardships that so many
survivors of residential schools have gone through.

We will continue to work on the 94 recom-
mendations and, again, it's going to have to be a
collaborative effort and an ongoing effort.

Thank you.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for The
Pas, on a supplementary question.

Ms. Lathlin: A number of the commission’s recom-
mendations call on the provincial government to
make significant improvements in access to health
care for indigenous people, including increasing the
number of Aboriginal health-care professionals and
providers in our communities. Our former govern-
ment was making steady strides in improving
health-care options in northern Manitoba, especially
with The Pas primary health-care clinic, but this
government has admitted the project may be on the
cutting board.

Will the minister of indigenous and municipal
affairs admit that scrapping The Pas clinic would not
only limit health-care access for residents of The Pas,
OCN and surrounding communities but also under-
mines the recommendations of the TRC?

Hon. Kelvin Goertzen (Minister of Health,
Seniors and Active Living): | appreciate the
question from my friend from The Pas. We had a
good discussion yesterday in Estimates committee
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regarding the truth and reconciliation committee's
recommendation regarding health.

| advised her at that time, and I'm pleased to
advise the House, that a number of different things
have been happening within the health-care depart-
ment and the Winnipeg Regional Health Authority in
terms of cultural education to ensure that those
who are indigenous individuals who are in our
health-care system are getting culturally appropriate
care, and we'll continue that good work, Madam
Speaker.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for The
Pas, on a final supplementary.

Ms. Lathlin: The report calls on provincial
governments to take mediate—-immediate action to
address the disproportionate number of Aboriginal
offenders in jails across Canada. They call on the
Manitoba government to provide stable funding to
implement and evaluate community sanctions that
will provide realistic alternatives to crime for
Aboriginal people and responds to the underlying
causes of the offending.

This government has now cut $35 million in
funding to programs that help prevent crime and
support communities.

Will the minister explain how she plans to
reduce the number of Aboriginal offenders and
create pathways out of crime for indigenous young
people without funding prevention programs?

Mr. Goertzen: Well, and of course, Madam
Speaker, this is a multi-faceted issue. There are many
departments that are involved with trying to ensure
that young people have opportunities, that young
people have opportunities to overcome struggles,
that young people have opportunities to overcome
obstacles that might be in their lives.

I hesitate to remind the member that the greatest
growth of the population of our Aboriginal people
within the provincial jail system happened when they
were in government over the last 17 years.

Psychological Services
Coverage Under Medicare

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): Madam
Speaker, today there are a number of health-care
issues which need urgent attention.

First, the state of mental health care in our
province badly needs attention to prevent the high
number of suicides, to prevent and treat the high

incidence of depression and to help those who are
exposed to violent and traumatic situations.

The government has announced it will do a
full review of mental health services in Manitoba.
Manitoba Liberals have been strong supporters of
putting critical psychological services under
medicare.

Will the Premier (Mr. Pallister) be considering
putting critical psychological services under medi-
care as we do for physician services?

Hon. Kelvin Goertzen (Minister of Health,
Seniors and Active Living): Thank my friend from
River Heights for the question. We had a good
discussion about this yesterday.

As | indicated to him yesterday afternoon, the
government will be moving forward with a combined
mental health and addictions strategy. We believe
that those two should be done together because there
is certainly a correlation between those two issues.

If the member for River Heights has good ideas
when that process comes forward, we're always open
to good ideas. We don't believe anybody has a
monopoly on good ideas, and we're open to hearing
his, Madam Speaker.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for River
Heights, on a supplementary question.

Diabetes Rates
Reduction Plan

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights):
Speaker, | thank the minister for that opening.

Madam

Second, as Health Minister, he knows we have a
diabetes epidemic. It's raging out of control in our
province. It's having widespread impact and is
currently in Manitoba directly affecting more than
100,000 Manitobans.

And yet, the minister is driving blindly into this
raging epidemic without a clear province-wide plan.
The status quo is not acceptable.

When will the government put forward and
implement a new and much more effective approach
to addressing the diabetes epidemic we have right
now?

Hon. Kelvin Goertzen (Minister of Health,
Seniors and Active Living): Well, Madam Speaker,
the member is not incorrect on one point. Certainly,
we do have a significant issue when it comes to
diabetes in the province of Manitoba. We've talked
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about the challenges in terms of not only prevention
but also ensuring that there's dialysis in the proper
places.

I can tell him clearly that it's not going to be
made any easier if we don't have support from our
federal friends in Ottawa, Madam Speaker, and the
federal government doesn't decide to come to the
table with clear funding, clear and consistent funding
as has been done in the past few years. That is going
to be much harder.

Maybe he could use some of his pent-up energy
to speaking to his friends in Ottawa to make sure that
that happens, Madam Speaker.

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

The honourable member for River Heights, on a
final supplementary.

Dedicated Stroke Unit
Government Plan

Hon. Jon Gerrard (River Heights): The minister
needs to pay attention to the provincial respon-
sibility, and there is actually a lot of federal dollars
flowing to this government right now.

While the government knows full well that a
dedicated stroke unit is urgently needed to reduce the
morbidity and mortality from this dreaded condition,
the minister acknowledged yesterday that the stroke
unit was not on his long and ambitious list of
projects which he is currently proceeding with.

Further, in two months, there has been no
announcement and no clear date or plan with
timelines put forward by the government.

* (14:20)

Will the Premier (Mr. Pallister) indicate today
what the plan of action is and what the timeline is for
the establishment of the dedicated stroke unit here in
Manitoba?

Hon. Kelvin Goertzen (Minister of Health,
Seniors and Active Living): Well, there's so many
inaccuracies I'm going to have to ask for leave to
answer that question.

Certainly it is on our plan to do the dedicated
stroke unit, and what he asked yesterday is what's
currently under construction. I'm sure if we'd started
construction within four weeks of a dedicated stroke
unit the member would be going around saying we
didn't have proper consultation.

At the beginning part of his question, he
indicated that the federal government doesn't have
responsibility for health care. Well, that's not true.
They certainly have funding responsibility.

I'm asking him to phone Ottawa and have some
effort to try to ensure that that funding is maintained
and increased at the level it needs to be so that the
diabetes epidemic can be properly addressed in
Manitoba. Get on the phone instead of just coming
here and complaining.

Agquatic Invasive Species
Prevention Funding Increase

Mr. Rick Wowchuk (Swan River): Madam
Speaker, Manitoba's lakes and rivers are vital to
tourism and economic growth. Aquatic invasive
species can severely impact aquatic habitats,
fisheries, recreation and water-related infrastructure.
It's so important to work together and take the
precautions to stop the spread of species like zebra
mussels.

Could the Minister of Sustainable Development
inform the House of the steps our government is
taking to work together with stakeholders and other
provinces to stop the threat of aquatic invasive
species?

Hon. Cathy Cox (Minister of Sustainable
Development): I'd like to thank the member from
Swan River for this very important question.

Our government is committed to protecting our
lakes and rivers and preventing the spread of aquatic
invasive species. Ensuring our anglers, tourists and
all Manitobans enjoy our lakes well into the future is
important to this government.

I am proud to advise all members in this House
that our government has significantly increased
funding from the AIS prevention program to
$698,000, a major increase from last year's budget of
$168,000. Our government is increasing in
communications and enhanced our AIS awareness
campaign to ensure all Manitobans and all visitors
clean, drain, dry and dispose rules whenever their
watercraft, trailers and equipment exit a body of
water. For the first time—

Madam Speaker: The member's time has expired.

Canada Pension Plan Expansion
Manitoba Seniors

Mr. Matt Wiebe (Concordia): Madam Speaker,
seniors in this province spend their lives working
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hard with the expectation that they'll be able to enjoy
their retirement and not have to worry about basics
like paying the bills or putting food on the table.

This government has shown they just don't
understand the pressures seniors face when one of
their first moves was, as a government, was to claw
back the seniors' tax rebate. Now they've had the
opportunity to stand up for seniors on the national
level and they blew it.

Will the Minister responsible for Seniors stand
up to his Premier (Mr. Pallister) and his Finance
Minister and tell them to get on board with the rest of
Canada?

Hon. Kelvin Goertzen (Minister of Health,
Seniors and Active Living): Well, that member had
the opportunity to get off board with the rest of his
caucus in the summer of 2013 when they decided
to increase the PST on every senior, on every
Manitoban right across this province. In fact, they
increased the costs on virtually everything in
Manitoba. Madam Speaker, he had the opportunity
then to stand up for seniors. He didn't do it.

We sat here all summer; we sat here in the fall.
We did it as a caucus led by our Premier because we
were standing up for Manitobans. We're still doing it
today.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for
Concordia, on a supplementary question.

Mr. Wiebe: This minister needs to listen to the
question. We're talking about seniors here and we're
talking about seniors who have to make those
difficult decisions between paying their bills, buying
food or buying their medication for the month. An
increase to the CPP would take away some of those
pressures. It would make those decisions a little
bit easier and it would build a strong foundation
for seniors to enjoy a well-earned and fulfilling
retirement.

This minister failed to stand up to his Premier
when he took the cheques right out of the mailboxes
of seniors in this province.

Will he now stand up and join with the rest of
the country in making sure that seniors get what
they've earned?

Mr. Goertzen: Well, I'm not sure what this member
thinks that seniors do or where they live. They
actually live, most of them, in homes, homes that had
PST applied to their home insurance under this
member, Madam Speaker. Many of these seniors

would actually like to take a little bit of a vacation
once in a while, and those seniors had an increase of
PST put on them, Madam Speaker. The-seniors are
buying all sorts of things across the province and
they are paying more every day—every day—every
day-because this member wouldn't stand up to his
premier and to his caucus when they increased the
PST.

We stood up then. We stood up now. We're
going to stand up tomorrow, every day, for seniors.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for
Concordia, on a final supplementary.

Mr. Wiebe: Well, every day, seniors are calling my
office saying that this Premier campaigned on
maintaining the seniors' tax rebate, and once he got
their votes, he clawed it back just to fit their fiscal
fiction. Now he's failing them once again by not
working with the other provinces to just simply
provide a basic deal for seniors in this country.

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

Mr. Wiebe: When these members were in
opposition, they said we should follow the lead of
our western neighbours. Well, Saskatchewan,
Alberta, BC and the rest of Canada are all on board.

When will they get the message?

Mr. Goertzen: Well, Manitobans got the message
when the NDP were in government. They got the
message that each and every year, taxes were going
to go up. Each and every year, the hydro was going
to go up. Each and every year, they were going to
pay more, Madam Speaker. Manitobans were hoping
to have a freedom-55 program, and under the NDP
they tried to turn it into freedom 95.

Canada Pension Plan Expansion
Low-Income and Senior Women

Ms. Nahanni Fontaine (St. Johns): Senior women
are twice as likely to live in poverty as men, and
30 per cent of them rely on OAS and GIS benefits
for their total income as compared to only
18 per cent of senior men. The reality is women earn
less over their lifetime, work longer hours for lower
paying jobs that offer little or no pension. These
senior women earned less than men and shouldered
most of the responsibility for caregiving, meaning
that they often had to interrupt their careers or work
part time.
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Will the Minister of Finance concede his
rejection of the CPP expansion will keep many
senior women in a cycle of poverty and does nothing
alleviate the burden of the pay gap on working
Manitoba families?

Hon. Cameron Friesen (Minister of Finance):
First of all, I'd offer this clarification to the member,
and that is, she's wrong. In no way does the position
that we've taken reflect any kind of negation of
options. It's quite the opposite, actually, Madam
Speaker.

What we've said, clearly, is that this is too
important of an issue to race in. It is an issue that
requires our full attention. It requires consultation.
It requires listening to Manitobans. And the
Manitobans that I've spoken to have said, take the
time to get this right. We are reflecting that request
in the activities that we will now undertake in respect
of this.

Affordability in retirement matters. Affordability
for all Manitobans matters. They could have done so
much more for Manitobans in the last 17 years.

Madam Speaker: The honourable member for
St. Johns, on a supplementary question.

Ms. Fontaine: Madam Speaker, I'm curious who
this government will be consulting with. These
challenges will remain for the next-generation
workers as well, as young women in Manitoba are
still more likely to work for low-paying jobs, part
time, that still don't offer a pension plan.

This government has no plan to address the
growing need for more child-care spaces and is
refusing to invest in public-centre-based child
care, doubling the fees and making life even less
affordable for young mothers. This government has
failed to invest in women's health care, failed to
‘provort’ accessible and affordable care.

Will the minister admit that his government's
decision to reject the CPP reform and ignore public
child care financially marginalizes young—

* (14:30)
Madam Speaker: The member's time has expired.

Hon. Brian Pallister (Premier): Madam Speaker, |
just encourage the members opposite to get their act
together on these positions they're taking.

The leader on the other side of the House has
said she supports our position of putting in the hands
of low-income seniors the full education tax rebate

which we've maintained from the previous year for
those very people that the member from St. Johns
has just—

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

Mr. Pallister: —raised in her preamble. The member
for Concordia so obviously doesn't even understand
the basics of how CPP works and the member for
Wolseley (Mr. Altemeyer) the same. That they
actually talk about handouts coming from-
[interjection] They actually talk about money
coming from Ottawa to support Manitobans.

Fundamentally, Madam Speaker, | encourage the
members opposite to do a little bit of research and
understand that CPP is a vehicle for saving for
retirement that is funded solely by the contributors.
The money comes from Manitoba workers; it comes
from Manitoba small-business employers. These
people fund these programs. This is what we're
deliberating upon.

The impact on Manitobans of the major tax
hikes imposed by the previous administration is
being felt today by Manitobans at all income levels.
We need a plan that works for Manitobans. That's
what this government will develop. The previous
government forgot about Manitobans, just thought
about itself.

Madam Speaker: Time for oral questions has
expired.

PETITIONS
Minimum Wage—Annual Increase

Mr. Matt Wiebe (Concordia): | wish to present the
following petition to the Legislative Assembly.

And the reasons for this petition are as follows:

To urge the provincial government to commit to
raising the minimum wage on consistent annual basis
so that all hard-working Manitobans can provide for
their families.

And this petition is signed by many, many fine
Manitobans.

Madam Speaker: In accordance with our rule
133(6), when petitions are read they are deemed to
be received by the House.

Mr. Tom Lindsey (Flin Flon): I wish to present the
following petition to the Legislative Assembly.

The background for this petition is as follows:
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Thousands of Manitobans are reliant on

minimum wage jobs.

Raising the minimum wage is one of the most
effective means of raising employment, Manitobans—
employed Manitobans above poverty line.

Increasing the minimum wage on a consistent,
incremental basis puts more money in the pockets of
hard-working Manitobans.

Mandating the increase in regular intervals
allows business and families to plan and budget
accordingly.

We petition the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba as follows:

To urge the provincial government to commit to
raising the minimum wage on a consistent, annual
basis so that all hard-working Manitobans can
provide for their families.

This petition is submitted—or, signed by
A. Rothney, B. Crothers and H. Schellenberg and
many other hard-working Manitobans.

Bell's Purchase of MTS

Mr. Jim Maloway (Elmwood): Madam Speaker, |
wish to present the following petition to the
Legislative Assembly.

The background of the petition is as follows:

Manitoba telephone system is currently a fourth
cellular carrier used by Manitobans along with the
big three national carriers: Telus, Rogers and Bell.

In Toronto, with only the big three national
companies controlling the market, the average
five-gigabyte unlimited monthly cellular package is
$117 as compared to Winnipeg, where MTS charges
$66 for the same package.

Losing MTS will mean less competition and will
result in higher costs for all cellphone packages in
the province.

We petition the Legislative Assembly of
Manitoba as follows:

To urge the provincial government do all that is
possible to prevent the Bell takeover of MTS and
preserve a more competitive cellphone market so that
cellular bills for Manitobans do not increase
unnecessarily.

And this petition is signed by many fine
Manitobans.

Madam Speaker: Grievances?

ORDERS OF THE DAY
(Continued)

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
(Continued)

House Business

Hon. Kelvin Goertzen (Government House

Leader): House business, Madam Speaker.

I'd like to announce the Standing Committee
on Legislative Affairs will meet on Tuesday,
June 28, 2016, at 6 p.m. to consider Bill 3, The
Mental Health Amendment Act, and Bill 5, The
Francophone Community Enhancement and Support
Act.

Madam Speaker: It has been announced that the
Standing Committee on Legislative Affairs will meet
on Tuesday, June 28, 2016, at 6 p.m. to consider
Bill 3, The Mental Health Amendment Act, and
Bill 5, The Francophone Community Enhancement
and Support Act.

Mr. Goertzen: On further House business, Madam
Speaker, would you canvass the House and see if
there's leave to set aside the Estimates of Executive
Council tomorrow, June 22nd, to be replaced with
the Department of Indigenous and Municipal
Relations, with the changes to be in effect for
tomorrow only.

Madam Speaker: Is there leave to set aside the
Estimates of Executive Council tomorrow, June
22nd, to be replaced with the Department of
Indigenous and Municipal Relations, with the change
to be in effect for tomorrow only? [Agreed]

Mr. Goertzen: Thank the House, Madam Speaker.

Would you further canvass the House to see if
there's leave to move the Estimates of the
Department of Families from the Chamber into room
255 permanently and for the Estimates of
the Department of Families to commence upon
completion of the Estimates of the Department of
Health, Seniors and Active Living?

Madam Speaker: Is there leave to move the
Estimates of the Department of Families from the
Chamber into room 255 permanently and for the
Estimates of Department of Families to commence
upon completion of the Estimates of the Department
of Health, Seniors and Active Living? [Agreed]

Mr. Goertzen: Thank the House, Madam Speaker.
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Can you please canvass the House to see if
there's leave to bring forward a sessional order
outlining House business and House scheduling for
the remainder of the spring sitting session and for the
fall and November sittings?

Madam Speaker: Is there leave to bring forward a
sessional order outlining House business and House
scheduling for the remainder of the spring sittings
session and for the fall and November sittings?
[Agreed]

Mr. Goertzen: Thank the House, Madam Speaker.

And | move, seconded by the member for
Elmwood (Mr. Maloway),

THAT the following sessional order applies until
December 2, 2016, despite any other rule or practice
of the House.

And if there's—and I'm also asking if there's leave
at this time to dispense with the reading of the text of
the sessional order, given that copies are being
provided to all members with the understanding that
the full text of the sessional order will appear in
Hansard and in the VVotes and Proceedings.

Madam Speaker: Is there leave at this time to
dispense with the reading of the text of the sessional
order, given that copies are being provided to all
members with the understanding that the full text of
the sessional order will appear in Hansard and in the
Votes and Proceedings? [Agreed]

It has been moved by the honourable
Government House Leader (Mr. Goertzen), seconded
by the honourable member for EImwood,

THAT the sessional order that applies until
December 22nd, 2016, despite any other rule or
practice of the House—

An Honourable Member: Dispense.

Madam Speaker: Dispense? Dispense. Thank you.

THAT the following Sessional Order applies until
December 2, 2016 despite any other rule or practice
of this House.

Sitting Schedule for June, 2016
1. Subject to the following, the House shall sit during
its usual sitting hours until June 30, 2016:

(a) On Wednesday, June 22, 2016, the House shall
sit until 6:00 pm to consider departmental
estimates.

(b) On Thursday, June 23, 2016, the House shall
consider departmental estimates during the
morning sitting. Private Members’ Business
shall not be considered. In the afternoon, the
House shall sit until 6:00 p.m. to consider
departmental estimates.

(c) On Friday, June 24, 2016, the House shall sit to
consider departmental estimates from 10:00 a.m.
to 12:00 noon and from 1:00 to 6:00 p.m. or
until the 100-hour limit for the business of
supply expires, whichever occurs first.

(d) On Monday, June 27, 2016, the House shall
consider the concurrence motion in Committee
of Supply.

(e) On Tuesday, June 28, 2016, the House shall
consider the concurrence motion in Committee
of Supply in the morning. Private Members’
Business shall not be considered. In the
afternoon, the House shall sit until 6:00 pm to
consider the concurrence motion in Committee
of Supply.

() On Wednesday, June 29, 2016, the House shall
sit until 6:00 p.m. to consider the concurrence
motion in the Committee of Supply.

(g) On Thursday, June 30, 2016 the House shall sit
from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon to consider and
conclude the concurrence motion in Committee
of Supply.

Matters to be complete before adjournment on
June 30, 2016

2. The House is to not see the clock or adjourn until
the following matters are completed on June 30,
2016:

(a) Report Stage, Concurrence and Third Reading
of any Government Bill reported to the House by
June 29, 2016;

(b) all stages, including Concurrence and Third
reading, for passage of the Main and Capital
Supply Bills;

(c) all stages, including Concurrence and Third
reading, for passage of Bill (No. 11) — The
Budget Implementation and Tax Statutes
Amendment Act, 2016/Loi d'exécution du budget
de 2016 et modifiant diverses dispositions
législatives en matiere de fiscalité;
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(d) all steps necessary to complete the Budget
Process;

(e) Royal Assent for all government Bills that have
received Concurrence and Third reading.

Points of Order and Matters of Privilege are to be
set aside until these matters have been completed,
and any divisions related to the above matters must
not be deferred.

Adjournment on June 30, 2016

3. The House will adjourn without motion on June
30, 2016 and stand adjourned until October 3, 2016,
unless called earlier by the Speaker.

Fall Sittings

4. The House shall sit from October 3 to November
10, 2016 (the *““Fall Sittings”) and, subject to
paragraphs 5 to 8, shall sit during its usual sitting
hours.

Completion of Second Reading of Government Bills
introduced on or before June 15, 2016

5. Government Bills that were introduced in the
House on or before June 15, 2016 shall have the
question put on Second Reading motions on or
before October 13, 2016. For that purpose, the
following applies on October 13, 2016.

(a) If the Second Reading motion has not yet been
moved, the Minister is to move the motion, with
the Minister, the Official Opposition Critic and
one Independent Member each having the
opportunity to speak for 10 minutes, followed by
an up to 15 minute question and answer period
for each Bill.

(b) The House shall not see the clock until all such
Second Reading questions have been put.

(c) Points of Order and Matters of Privilege are to
be set aside until the Second Reading questions
have been put.

(d) Divisions on these motions cannot be deferred.

Completion of Committee Stage of Government
Bills introduced on or before June 15, 2016

6. Committee stage on these Government Bills are to
be completed no later than November 3, 2016. The
following rules apply to any Committee sitting on
November 3, 2016 to consider such Bills.

(a) The Committee shall not rise until clause by
clause is completed and the questions to report
the Bills have been put to the Committee.

(b) If the Committee has not completed public
presentations, it must close  public
presentations by 9:00 p.m. By unanimous
consent the deadline can be extended to 10:00
p.m. The public has the ability to provide
written submissions for an additional 24 hours.

(c) At 11:00 p.m. any member of the Committee
who wishes to move an amendment to a Bill
must file 20 copies of the amendment with the
Clerk of the Committee, and the Clerk must
distribute the amendment to members of the
Committee. After that time, an amendment may
be moved only if copies of it were filed with the
Clerk and distributed as required by this rule.

(d) At midnight, the Chair of the Committee must
interrupt the proceedings and, without further
debate or amendment (other than an
amendment distributed as required by
paragraph (c)), put every question necessary to
complete clause-by-clause consideration of the
Bills under consideration.

(e) The committee must report the Bills to the
House at its next sitting. In the event that the
Committee fails to report the Bills at that
sitting, the Bills are deemed to be reported to
the House, as amended by the Committee (if
applicable) and the report is deemed to be
received by the House at that sitting.

Points of Order and Matters of Privilege are to be
set aside until clause by clause consideration of the
Bills has been completed and the questions to report
the Bills have been put to the Committee.

Completion of Report Stages of Government Bills
introduced on or before June 15, 2016

7. Report Stage on these Government Bills are to be
completed on or before November 9, 2016. For that
purpose, the following rules apply on November 9,
2016.

(&) The House is to not see the clock or adjourn
until the Speaker has put the question on all
applicable Report Stage Amendments.
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(b) If by 3:30 p.m. Routine Proceedings has not
concluded, the Speaker must terminate Routine
Proceedings and proceed to Orders of the Day.

(c) At 4:00 p.m. the Speaker will interrupt debate
and put all questions on the remaining
applicable Report Stage Amendments with no
further debate or amendment.

(d) If any applicable Report Stage Amendments
have not been moved, the sponsor(s) of the
Amendment(s) are to move the Report
Stage Amendments without debate.

(e) Points of Order and Matters of Privilege are to
be set aside until all votes are completed.

(N Divisions on Report Stage Amendments for these
Bills cannot be deferred.

Completion of Concurrence and Third Reading for
Government Bills introduced on or before
June 15, 2016

8. The questions for Concurrence and Third
Readings on these Government Bills are to be put on
or by November 10, 2016. For that purpose, the
following rules apply on November 10, 2016.

(a) The House is to not see the clock or adjourn
until all such questions have been put and Royal
Assent has been granted.

(b) If by 3:30 p.m. Routine Proceedings has not
concluded, the Speaker must terminate Routine
Proceedings and proceed to Orders of the Day.

(c) At 4:00 p.m. the Speaker will interrupt debate
and put all questions on the remaining Bills with
no further debate or amendment.

(d) If Concurrence and Third Reading motions have
not been moved, Ministers are to move the
motions without debate or amendment.

(e) Points of Order and Matters of Privilege are to
be set aside until all votes are completed.

(H Divisions on Concurrence and Third Reading
for these Bills cannot be deferred.

Commencement of the Second Session of the
41* Legislature

9. The Second Session of the 41" Legislature shall
begin on Monday, November 21, 2016 with the
presentation of the Speech from the Throne.

Usual sitting hours for November Sittings

10. The House shall sit during its usual sitting hours
from November 21, 2016 until December 2, 2016
(the ““November Sittings™).

Completion of the Address in Reply debate

11. The votes required to complete consideration of
the Address in Reply to the Speech from the Throne
must be held no later than December 2, 2016. If the
votes are held on December 2, 2016, the House is to
not see the clock or rise before these votes are
concluded.

Opposition and Independent Members
12. From the beginning of the Fall Sittings to the end
of the November Sittings, the House shall:

(a) Consider three Opposition
sponsored by Members of the
Opposition.

Day Motions
Official

(b) Debate at Second Reading and vote on three
Private Members’ Bill sponsored by Members of
the Official Opposition.

(c) Debate at Second Reading and vote on one
Private Members’ Bill sponsored by an
Independent Member.

(d) Debate and vote on one Private Members’
Resolution sponsored by an Independent
Member.

Madam Speaker: Is the member speaking to the
motion?

Mr. Goertzen: Yes. Just briefly, Madam Speaker,
I want to thank the member for Elmwood
(Mr. Maloway) and the member for River Heights
(Mr. Gerrard). Just by explanation, the House will
know that there were rules that were put in place
with the previous election that were also spearheaded
by the member for River Heights and the former
member for Kildonan, Mr. Chomiak. Those rules
didn't govern the spring election possibility because
in our legislation the pattern is to have a fall election,
and so this particular agreement needed to be struck
to govern this period before the full effect of the
rules would start later this year. And | appreciate the
opportunity to work with the member for EImwood
(Mr. Maloway) and the member for River Heights
(Mr. Gerrard).

* (14:40)
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Madam Speaker:
motion?

Any further debate on the

Some Honourable Members: Question.

Madam Speaker: The question before the House is
the motion moved by the Government House Leader
(Mr. Goertzen).

Is it the will of the House to accept the motion?
[Agreed]

Mr. Goertzen: Would the House please resolve into
Committee of Supply?

Madam Speaker: The House will now resolve into
Committee of Supply.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, please take the Chair.

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY
(Concurrent Sections)

EXECUTIVE COUNCIL
* (15:00)
Will the

Mr. Chairperson (Dennis Smook):
Committee of Supply please come to order.

This section of the Committee of Supply
will now resume consideration of the Estimates
for Executive Council. As previously agreed,
questioning for this department will proceed in a
global manner.

The floor is now open for questions.

Mr. Rob Altemeyer (Wolseley): Mr. Deputy Chair,
you're doing a fine job. | can say that as someone
who had to sit in that chair for more than a few hours
in our previous iteration down in this building.

My question for the Premier is, first one—start
pretty simple—is $4,000 a lot of money?

Hon. Brian Pallister (Premier): | suppose it would
depend on the circumstances, what one needed to
buy at the time, or if one was coming from a place
where | came from of relatively modest circum-
stances. | think it would depend on the time of life or
the financial circumstances of the person who-I don't
know. The member would have to elaborate a little
bit more on who the person was because it would

depend, I suppose, on their circumstances whether it
was a lot or not much or, you know, | don't how to
answer that.

Mr. Altemeyer: Yes, thank you for that. If, let's say,
your income is roughly around $13,000 a year,
would $4,000 be a lot of money?

Mr. Pallister: Again, it would depend on a lot of
factors. I've worked over the years with lots of folks
who had low incomes but they had other assets, so
for a person like that, $4,000 might not be as
important. If they had no other assets, | think it
would probably be a fair bit. If they were just living
on their income, like cheque to cheque, for sure that
would be a fair piece because it would be about four
months of their-would represent three and a half or
four months of income.

Mr. Altemeyer: Yes. Thank you for that answer as
well. The reason | ask is, just reading in the paper
today, it sounds like the agreement that the vast
majority of Canadian leaders are on side with around
the CPP would increase the CPP by roughly
$4,000 per person from about $13,000 a year to
about $17,000 a year, and yet this government said
no.

So | come back to my original question: For
someone who is only making 13 grand a year, would
another four not make a significant difference in
their life?

Mr. Pallister: Well, it's interesting the member
chooses $4,000 because the average income family
in Winnipeg would pay $4,000 a year more in taxes
than if they lived in Regina because of the
overspending and high tax policies of the previous
administration. So, frankly, if it wasn't for
those policies, Manitobans would have, arguably,
$4,000 more now to deal with. They'd have it to
invest or save for retirement, but they don't because
of the high-tax and high-spend policies of the
previous administration.

Mr. Altemeyer: | don't know if the Premier would
be capable, but I'd be very interested to see his
breakdown of that claim. Would he be willing to
provide that?

Mr. Pallister: Well, | think the member has lots of
resources within the NDP to find those numbers
since it was that government that raised the taxes,
first broadening the PST on things like home
insurance, an essential item for most people to
protect their assets, their principal asset. One of
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their—often one of their major assets that they depend
upon for retirement income would be home equity,
so protecting it would be vital. And, of course, the
government raised the PST after that, but it did
broaden it, and before they broadened it, Manitoba
homeowners didn't pay PST on the insurance on their
homes, so they had the 7 per cent and then later it
was 8 per cent more that they could choose to invest
in, you know, retirement savings, or in any other way
they saw fit, for that matter. So, | mean, that was an
erosion of the ability of Manitoba families to save,
certainly.

Then, of course, there was the tax the
administration—and this was after they went to those
same doors and promised they wouldn't raise the
taxes. Remember that, Mr. Chair? But then they also
put a new tax on the benefits for everybody who
works in the province. So, for example, if you were a
working person who had some benefits—fortunate
enough to have a benefits program through your
employer, in partnership with your employer, in most
cases you would pay a premium for that, you know,
to protect yourself in case you needed additional
medical support or a medical supplementary plan or
a disability—if you were disabled or lost your life and
things like that.

* (15:10)

So these benefits packages are paid for, often a
shared cost between employers and employees, like
the CPP, which isn't government-funded, of course,
but is funded solely by the contributions of working
men and women and is not a government-funded
issue. The previous administration added PST onto
those benefits so that both employer and employee
paid an additional 7 per cent and then it was 8, of
course, the year later-8 per cent on that. So, this was
also money that Manitobans didn't have.

So those are just two examples, and, of course,
as the member knows, by raising the PST by one
point in '13 the additional revenue taken from
Manitoba families, working families, retirees as well,
was in the area of about two hundred and seventy,
two hundred and seventy-five million dollars a year,
and that was in '13. So, gee, '14, '15, '16-that's over
three years, just the PST alone, the 1 per cent, that's
up over $800 million, and then you've got a number
of fee increases. So the member, I'm sure, could get
the breakdown from people within his own
organization and find that by saying a billion dollars,
I'm actually understating the tax grab and the fee

grab that his administration did on Manitobans after
promising not to.

Mr. Altemeyer: So | take that as a no, then. The
question originally, just to bring this back over the
runway, was could the Premier (Mr. Pallister) back
up his claim that taxes have increased by $4,000-and
he's unable to do that, or unwilling to, which is an
interesting response for someone who just said no to
putting $4,000 extra into everyone's pockets who
would be accessing the CPP.

In fact, it goes even further than that,
Mr. Deputy Chair. The Premier referenced resources
that may be available to us in our capacity as the
official opposition. Well, in fact, all Manitobans
have fewer resources at their disposal to hold this
government accountable and see what's going on
because they got rid of the affordability section of
the budget which actually lays out all of the different
taxes and benefits that are available across the
country in all the categories that we all pay and in the
categories that we all receive. All that information
has just magically disappeared.

So, for the Premier to suggest that the
information is available, it's not available anymore,
and it does fall on him to justify his decisions. But
he's not willing to do that, so that's fine.

We'll come back to the CPP in another way.
Government's responses, both from the Premier and
from the Finance Minister today were—how to put
this diplomatically, muddled?

Why did you say no in Vancouver?

Mr. Pallister: Well, the member's emotional tirade
and rant was loaded with factual inaccuracies, so |
won't bother responding to any of them because there
wouldn't be adequate time. I'll simply say that we did
not say no, engaged in the dialogue that needs to be
engaged in on this important issue, and we'll make
sure to get it right and get it right for Manitobans,
something that the previous administration did not do
and it's something that we will do.

Mr. Altemeyer: So consultation, then, is where this
government wants to go before it makes a decision
about whether or not $4,000 is a worthwhile
investment for people only making $13,000 a year. |
think the vast majority of Manitobans can do some
quick math and reach a pretty easy conclusion as to
what the answer in Vancouver should have been,
and, in fact, every other government in Canada
reached that decision. Quebec is a separate case; they
are also enhancing their pension plan, albeit it's not
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part of the CPP. Manitoba's the lone pariah standing
against progress—important social progress. The CPP
is the single biggest reason that poverty rates among
seniors declined dramatically after it was introduced
in Canada.

So for the Premier (Mr. Pallister) to suggest that
$4,000 may only be important in certain
circumstances, well, for the tens of thousands of
Manitobans who access the CPP, they're listening
right now and they're not all that impressed. I'm
wondering who did the Premier consult when he
decided to raise his salary.

Mr. Pallister: Again, the member fails to do any
adequate research to prepare him for the participation
that he's now engaging in in this Estimates
committee, bringing the level of debate down
considerably. He has no understanding of the
independent compensation process which we agreed
to, and all parties agreed to abide by. It's clear in
making an accusation that is totally false and without
any support on the basis of fact.

The fact of the matter is, of course, that we abide
by and support the independent establishment of pay
and perks by an independent arbiter, not ourselves.
And so the member's accusation on that front is
totally false. Also, his assertion that someone making
$13,000 would see $4,000 of this increase is a pipe
dream and novel in its ingenuity, but not by any
means supportable by the facts.

He doesn't seem to understand that the CPP is
funded totally by employers and employees, and not
by some government somewhere else that has a
magic vault with money in it. And so what he is
asserting is that somehow there's a bunch of found
money for low-income peoples that they can find
from somebody else when in fact, low income people
contributing to CPP will benefit from their own
contributions over a period of time, and, hopefully
they'll have matching opportunities unless they're
self-employed, in which case they themselves as
employer and employee will contribute doubly to the
plan. This is not an amount that's supportable by any
tiny degree of research.

When the member talks about a $4,000 bonus,
he doesn't understand the basic CPP proposal that's
before Canada right now, and | suggest that he hone
his questions to base them more on factual assertion
than on fancy.

Mr. Altemeyer: Well, it is notoriously easy to get
under this Premier’s skin; it's fairly well documented,

looks like we're going to be treated to that again this
afternoon.

The details of the CPP proposal as | understand
it is, these are the details that | don't know of course,
is that it would start in 2019, be phased in over seven
years, and provide $4,000 extra to people accessing
the CPP at that time. And of course it would be
funded by employers and by employees.

But this is the rub, this is the rub isn't it? This
Premier doesn't really advocate for the employees;
he's just here to defend the employers. The
employers don't want to have to pay an extra
premium, and he's lined up solidly with them, is that
not right, sir?

Mr. Pallister: Well, the man's got a career in stand
up, it'll be brief because it's not that funny. But he
certainly doesn't have a career as a legislator if he
doesn't do his homework on issues.

Now he throws out a number as if it applied
to everyone in every income bracket, $4,000. The
actual proposal before us doesn't bear any
resemblance to what he's just put on the record here.
And so his ideological fervour isn't matched by one's
willingness to do some homework, and that's too
bad. | admire intelligence and my questioners, I've
had great questions from the member for Flin Flon
(Mr. Lindsey) for example, who'd done his
homework. And I've had great questions from the
member for Fort Rouge (Mr. Kinew) as well. But the
member does a disservice to this committee and the
members on it when he comes in here ill-prepared to
make any argument based on fact.

I encourage him to, you know, maybe take a
break, go read the thing, become familiar with the
proposal and come back with some reasonably
intelligent questions. In the meantime, he's just
wasting the time of this committee and its members.

Mr. Altemeyer: Well, to bring it back to, as the
Premier just said, that there are different
circumstances everywhere, he just previously made a
blanket statement of our government having
increased taxes by $4,000. He was unable or
unwilling to provide any documentation of how that
would apply, and under our government of course,
we did lay out the affordability advantage of
Manitoba. We used several different income
categories every single time and showed how
families of different makeups, with different
numbers of kids, with different amounts of income,
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would fare in Manitoba compared to the other
provinces.

He wants to accuse me of using blanket
statements; he used it himself and was unable to
justify it. So I come back to it. Mr. Premier, would
you please explain to the Manitobans, thousands of
them, who would benefit from you simply signing on
to the rest of the country to improve the CPP, why
you didn't do it?

* (15:20)

Mr. Pallister: Well, I'm curious as to why the
member didn't advocate for CPP expansion for
17 years. He failed the people of Manitoba in that
respect. We're part of the dialogue that he failed to be
part of.

Also, in respect of the affordability act, the
member hilariously claims that it's somehow an
indication of the well-being of the people of the
province, when, actually, what it does, it's a
contrivance that only measures three things. It
measures the amount that Manitobans pay for hydro,
MPI and natural gas, three government essentially
distributive bodies for government monopolies.

See, what he conveniently forgot to mention in
this affordability measurement was income taxes. So,
when you look at a household's expenditures you'll
find that, in most cases, apart from a mortgage on
their property, perhaps, the biggest expense they'll
have is taxes. But, you know, the government—
previous government thought it could measure
affordability by leaving out the most important
category of expenditure for Manitoba families. That's
not an accurate measure of affordability. And, by
ignoring the tax level, the tax burden, and by
imposing higher taxes on Manitobans the previous
government did more to erode the ability of
Manitobans to afford to do things like save for a
child's education or maybe do a home repair or, in
fact, save for retirement than any other government
in Canada did.

And so, when the member purports to care about
the affordability of Manitoba's—Manitobans, he may
care about it in theory, but in actual fact, when given
an opportunity to stand up and support that
affordability and move it forward, he failed, and so
did his colleagues.

Mr. Altemeyer: So, if the Premier's (Mr. Pallister)
so concerned about affordability, why not sign on to
the CPP?

Mr. Pallister: Again, we're going to avail ourselves
of an opportunity to discuss this. The member claims
to have discussed with tens of thousands of
Manitobans how they feel about this decision we've
made to actually give this some thought. He claims
that he's talked to tens of thousands of Manitobans.
I'd be interested in him providing the committee with
any evidence that he's talked to any more than
23 people and made them agree with him when he
was having the conversation.

Mr. Altemeyer: Well, it's interesting the Premier
thinks I've talked to that many people. | suppose I'm
no more popular than any other MLA. We get our
phone calls. We get our emails. It hasn't been 10,000.
I never said I'd talked to 10,000. | said there's
thousands of people who will benefit from getting
the CPP.

They want to know, and | am asking on their
behalf, whether I've talked to them or not, why
you're denying them an increase in CPP that every
single person receiving CPP in every other of the
eight provinces is going to be getting. Where are you
on this?

Mr. Pallister: Again, the member reveals his
confusion in his preamble. He doesn't seem to
understand that in having a dialogue about an
important issue such as this it is quite possible to
give consideration to facts as opposed to fancy or old
ideology. He advances a position that we have not
taken; chooses to misrepresent his consultation; now
admits that he didn't consult with tens of thousands
of people, as he purported to say earlier; and actually
has left out Manitobans in the previous opportunity
he had to govern and make decisions, entirely, going
so far as to have phony budget consultations which
were not in—didn't result, of course, in a budget. And,
you know, in the two years prior, having what were
so-called budget consultations, where no one came
forward, not one Manitoban came forward and told
the Finance minister they wanted the PST raised, and
then went ahead and raised it anyway.

So the member need not give this committee
lectures about consultation. We—you know, on the
one hand, he says why didn't you make an instant
decision and jump on board, and on the other hand
he says you should consult; I've consulted.

Well, you know, we believe that Manitobans
deserve to have retirement plans that work for them.
We know that Manitobans have suffered from record
increases in tax under the previous administration
that have eroded their ability to save for retirement
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and to secure a financial future. And we're looking
for ways to remedy that, starting with a budget that
for the first time in many years does not hike taxes.
This is a significant step in the right direction,
something that will leave more money in the hands
of Manitobans, in addition to things—initiatives long
overdue, like indexing the tax brackets to and-the
rate of inflation as opposed to nefariously sneaking
more money out of Manitobans' pocketbooks and off
their kitchen tables so that the government can spend
it.

We're going to index the brackets to inflation.
We're going to index the basic personal exemption as
well so that more people are taken off the tax rolls
who are in low-income circumstances.

But, of course, our goal is to make sure that all
Manitobans at every income level are able to
construct, with the support of one aspect, not
exclusively, that being CPP, but others as well:
personal savings, home equity, other avenues as
well, that they'll be able to acquire the financial
security they want to have in retirement. That's an
important goal, and it's one we want to see
accomplished, and we'll work with Manitobans to
help them achieve those goals, but most certainly it
should not be misrepresented by the member or
anyone else that we are against retirement security,
when, in fact, we are certainly for it and will do
everything we can to make sure that Manitobans
achieve the financial security they deserve to get in
their lives.

Mr. Altemeyer: So, if the CPP isn't on the table with
this government, what other model is he looking at?

Mr. Pallister: Again, the preamble's false, so | can't
respond. There's no question there I can answer.

Mr. Altemeyer: We'll try this again. Let's say that
whatever consultation this government feels it needs
to do, despite the fact that debate about the CPP has
been all over the media for years, that, in fact, our
previous government played a major role in bringing
the conversation as far along as it now is. Vancouver
yesterday was the finish line, and the Premier (Mr.
Pallister) yanked his Finance Minister back and said,
no, no, no, we don't want to be doing that just yet.
We don't want to actually accomplish something.
We're going to do something else for some reason at
some time that has not been identified yet.

So, if the Premier has a problem with the CPP,
what's he going to do instead for low-income people
on the CPP who would be getting $4,000, according

to the reports being made publicly, according to the
federal Finance Minister; it's about a one third
increase in the CPP amount; I'm not making these
numbers up. What's he going to do instead?

Mr. Pallister: Though I do not discount the very real
possibility that one of the revolving door Finance
ministers the previous administration had installed
for weeks at a time may have at some point during a
Finance ministers' meeting waxed eloguent on the
possibility that Manitoba and Canadian workers
should pay more premiums so that the benefits could
be made greater over time, and | do not dismiss that
there is a possibility that might have happened; the
member could get verification from one of the
previous what, |1 don't know how many Finance
ministers the previous administration had; there were
a number; maybe he could get verification of that. If
he'd like to produce a press release that the previous
administration did espousing their fervent belief that
the CPP benefit should be raised, he could produce
it, table it, we could discuss it. But, otherwise, it's
just his say-so, and based on his previous preambles,
which have been erroneous in so many ways, I'd ask
him to produce some evidence that his—the previous
administration ever sincerely espoused in a genuine
or effective way any kind of expansion of the CPP
program. If they did, I welcome the evidence and
would look forward to having a discussion on the
basis of that proof. Otherwise, | just simply don't
believe him.

| do, though, believe that during the election
campaign, that particular administration would've
said just about anything to try to get support and, in
fact, did.

Mr. Altemeyer: So the Premier made Manitoba the
only ones outside of a new deal, many years in the
works, on the CPP. He's not going to approve that
until he talks to people. He hasn't indicated who he's
going to talk to, and he has no alternative pension
scheme up his sleeve to offer.

Manitobans should be reassured by this—why,
exactly?

Mr. Pallister: Well, Manitobans are assured.
Business optimism has quadrupled since this new
government came in, so Manitobans are assured,
certainly, in that respect, in the SME sector.
Manitobans generally are very optimistic now about
the future; they were not before, and they had good
reason not to be.

* (15:30)
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The member raises the point—he keeps raising
the point-that we are the only one. As | recall,
Tommy Douglas was the only one. As I recall, in
many other respects of leadership around the world
in global history, there was only one, and standing up
for Manitobans is what we're going to do, and if
we're the only one, so be it. The reality of the
situation that we face is as Canada's newest
government, that we came into the middle of a
discussion where the previous administration had not
played at any significant role, had not demonstrated
any singular leadership in any respect, and where we
are now being listened to as a voice at the table and
we will use that opportunity to advance Manitoba-
beneficial aspects in this debates process.

I would encourage the member to understand
that simply saying, you're alone, doesn't make a
person wrong.

Mr. Altemeyer: Premier is certainly the only one.
When the Premier becomes the only one standing
up for a revolutionary new social service, as Tommy
Douglas did, which is now-you know, he's
recognized as our greatest Canadian by some
exercises: health care, our universal health-care
system, one of the things Canadians are consistently
the most proud of. When the Premier is standing up
advocating for something like that, that would be
standing alone on a good purpose. When he's
standing up like J.S. Woodsworth did, former MP for
Wolseley, and fighting, sometimes even from prison,
for a pension plan for workers, well, then, yes, that
would be standing up on your own. Standing up on
your own and blocking the improvement of an
existing pension program, not quite in the same
league. Who's the Premier going to consult with now
that he's refused to pass the CPP improvement?

Mr. Pallister: Well, again, the pure ignorance and
ill-informed nature of the member's preamble has to
be commented upon. The member makes the claim
that somehow our concerns—and we are addressing
Manitobans' priorities in addressing our concerns in
the appropriate way, in a dignified way. He is
asserting that somehow we're blocking something
which can be approved by seven provinces repre-
senting no less than two thirds of the population of
the country, and so he doesn't understand the basic
process of how these plans are approved. That's, of
course, clear in his preamble.

That being said, you know, | have tremendous
respect for Tommy Douglas and J.S. Woodsworth
and know, as the member should, that they and

people like Stanley Knowles who handed me my
university degrees at our convocation in Brandon-
my school was Tommy Douglas's school,
J.S. Woodsworth's school. | have tremendous respect
for those gentlemen, but they were willing to stand
up for their people in a way they felt appropriate,
and that is precisely what the new PC government
of Manitoba is doing now on behalf of Manitobans.
We're using the opportunity to advantage
Manitobans as best we can not exclusively on this
file, but on many others. Just-may benefit the
member—and I-sincerely, | offer him this just as a
way to understand a little bit better what exactly
we're discussing here.

The program as proposed changes the CPP to
increase the contributions so that they are able to
fund additional benefits in a variety of categories.
The changes in contribution would begin in 2019.
They would be phased in over the following five
years. The actual inclusion of larger—of a higher
maximum would begin later, in about eight years'
time. There would be larger benefits—and this is the
major change in the proposal, by the way—would
increase the payments over the period of 24 and
25 by up to $82,000.

So the major change in the plan is to enhance the
ability of people at middle and higher income
brackets to actually be eligible for the CPP. In
reference to the member's comments about minimum
income workers, a change in the percentage from
25 to 33 and a third per cent of the yearly maximum
pensionable earnings would mean approximately an
8 per cent increase in benefit would occur to them.
But the maximum benefit would go from 25 to
33 and a third. So, in the example the member gave,
and I'm just doing this math in my head so it
could have a plus-minus, a $13,000-income person,
assuming yearly pensionable earnings were that
amount-well, it would not be; it would be less than
that because there's a basic amount that is not
included. But let's for argument's sake say the basic
amount-and then they're making 13 over that, fair
enough. So they're making $13,000. Currently, that
would be a $3,500 eligibility for pension, and it'll go
up by 8 per cent, so a little bit more.

So it's a confusing thing here because the yearly
maximum ‘pensable’ earnings right now is $13,400,
so |-we're using an example that might confuse
things. But, suffice to say, it's an 8 per cent increase
in that benefit. So the—that, if a person's making
$13,000, their rate-the maximum rate they could get



1218

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA

June 21, 2016

in pension is a quarter of that. So they would get a
CPP of a quarter of $13,000-$3,250.

That's under the present system. Under the new
system, the amount would go up from a quarter of
that $13,000 to a third. So now you're talking about
$4,333. So, the difference isn't the $4,000 the
member talked about; it's a lot less than that. None-
theless, I'm not submitting that it isn't an important
change in that respect.

The workers' benefits, though, have to come
from somewhere. And where they come from is
higher premiums paid by those same workers. So
what—part of what the federal proposal does is it
creates—like, there's a tax credit for your premium on
paying into CPP right now, but there's no tax
deductibility. They're going to introduce tax
deductibility; that's the proposal.

Mr. Chairperson: The honourable First Minister's
time has expired.

Mr. Altemeyer: That was an entertaining tour of the
bowels of the CPP program in a theoretical situation.

I love how the Premier (Mr. Pallister),
previously, was saying that | didn't understand what
was on the table and then had to consult with the
staff so that he could get that back over the runway.
But let's just take all of that and put it aside and come
back to the basic question. If the Premier has a
detailed understanding of the enormous benefits that
this proposal would have for people on CPP, what's
not to like? Why not pass it?

Mr. Pallister: Well, there's no sense trying to put-
pour any more tea into a—guyabano tea into a cup
that's already full, Madam—Mr. Chair, so | won't
bother trying to educate the member further.

I thought that he might be interested in the facts
and | thought it might help inform him in his
questions but, apparently, it's not really a lot of point
in that because he knows enough now to make the
kinds of arguments he's making. He doesn't need any
help from me or anyone else.

Mr. Altemeyer: Well, we'll add it to the list of
things that haven't been answered.

I'll go back to another one he didn't answer.
Maybe he didn't hear the question. Who's the
Premier going to be talking to, who is his
government going to be talking to, as they debate
whether or not improving the CPP is a good thing?

Mr. Pallister: We'll always act in the best interests
of Manitobans as a government, something that
Manitobans haven't seen for a long time. And on
April 19th they rejected the premise the member is
starting from that his administration ever did that.

I've emphasized already the importance of
genuine listening, and the member appears unwilling
to do that.

Mr. Altemeyer: It's an odd answer for someone who
wants to be, so claim, transparent and accountable. It
doesn't sound like he's very interested in having
open, honest dialogue with people at all.

Il give him a more specific angle to the
importance of proper consultation, and it's something
he's going to run into time and time again in
government. Oddly enough, the people that you are
now in charge of, the government you're now in
charge of, lots of people want to share their views,
and they expect to have opportunities to do it.

What specific measures is the Premier going to
put in place to ensure that low-income people have a
chance to share their views with his government on
whether or not improvements to the CPP is a good
idea?

* (15:40)

Mr. Pallister: | don't need any instruction from the
member in consulting with low-income people or
with the marginalized in our society. | spent my
entire political career doing that. So I'll continue to
do that in the future, as | have in the past.

Mr. Altemeyer: | don't suppose there'd be a timeline
involved of when the Premier is going to hold these—
shall we call them discussions if maybe consultation
is too strong a word? When will the consultations or
discussions be done so that the Premier can then
realize that, yes, indeed, improving the CPP is a
good thing to do?

Mr. Pallister: We'll continue to consult on a regular
basis with Manitobans. Our caucus members, our
new caucus members, in particular, have been, |
think, tremendous additions to the Legislative
Assembly and have already demonstrated their
willingness and ability to actually reach out to
Manitobans, hear what they have to say, gather facts
not fantasy, as the member appears willing to put on
the record, and actually engage in a constructive
process, as have a number of the new members of the
opposition demonstrated a willingness and ability to
do that, unlike some who returned here.
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Mr. Altemeyer: If | were to fill out a FIPPA form
and send it to the Premier's (Mr. Pallister) office
asking who he's already met with about pensions,
whose names would be on it?

Mr. Pallister: Well, | encourage the member to
investigate and do research. It's something he hasn't
demonstrated any ability to do today, but perhaps he
could start and he may like to file that form he was
talking about. I'd welcome him doing that.

Mr. Altemeyer: I'll consider it.

Would have been much easier, it'd save him staff
time, becomes a more efficient government just to
share the information right now in the public realm.
I'll ask again: Has the Premier consulted with anyone
already on pensions?

Mr. Pallister: I think Manitobans are still anxiously
awaiting any evidence the previous administration—
which the member was a part-would actually
disclose any information in respect of shopping for
goods or services, would actually share information
on severance payments offered to former disgruntled
members, would actually do anything but cover up
and hide the information from Manitobans, going
so far as to actually violate The Financial
Administration Act of our province in not disclosing
untendered contracts, covering those up.

These are the kinds of things that we've
inherited. But we haven't inherited those habits from
the member opposite, and nor will we. We're going
to be moving to make the government of Manitoba
more accountable and transparent in its operations as
we move forward. We continue to focus on ways to
do that and we will succeed.

Mr. Altemeyer: So, just to recap, so far in Estimates
today we've established that Manitoba is the only
province that has refused to support an improvement
to the CPP. The Premier has refused to indicate if
he's met with anyone already about pensions who
may have influenced his government's decision, odd
though it was. He's also refused to indicate what
consultations or discussions are going to take place
to help inform his government of what their position
on CPP should be, and he's refused to give a timeline
on when those discussions might be done.

Mr. Premier, have | captured our moment
together so far accurately?

Mr. Pallister: No, the member hasn't captured any
essence of reality in his preambles up to this point,
but | encourage him to continue to do his best to try.

Mr. Altemeyer: Maybe a specific question will
work better. Did the Premier or his Finance Minister
meet with, let's say, the CFIB on pensions prior to
Vancouver's meeting yesterday?

Mr. Pallister: On the issue of consultation, perhaps
the member would consider that in budget year 2001
when the administration of the day expanded the
PST to include the non-farm use of fertilizers,
insecticides, fungicides, herbicides, rodenticides and
week control chemicals for-to the tune of $2 million
of extra revenue. Perhaps the member would like to
outline for members of the committee who he
consulted with or who his administration consulted
with in that decision.

Mr. Altemeyer: That's interesting, the Premier is
now having to go back all the way to 2001 was it, for
a decision made about insecticides and fungicides in
order to dance around a question—pretty
straightforward—about who he's talking to and who
he's not going to talk to about CPP.

Let's just try that one again. Did you meet with
the CFIB, you or your Finance Minister, on
pensions? Did they give you advice on what they
thought you should do and did you follow that
advice?

Mr. Pallister: Well, the quality of response is, |
hope, in no way affected adversely by the lack of
quality of the questions. But | will continue to
emphasize to the member that, in terms of
deliberation on important policy issues, we intend to
consult with Manitobans, have and will continue to.
But I did not see that demonstrated in the previous
administration.

And so, again, for the member I'd have to ask
him, when his administration broadened the PST to
include the labour component of all contracts for
mechanical, electrical contracting—that was in 2002,
by the way-and took $10.6 million away from
Manitobans in the process, who exactly did they
consult with in that decision?

Mr. Altemeyer: That's good; we're a whole year
closer to the present. From 2001, 2002, that's
progress.

Looks like the Premier, for some reason, doesn't
want to talk about who it is that he's talking about,
and who he's talking to about pensions. | wonder if
there's any other organizations out there that he may
have consulted with on this that he doesn't want
people to know about-Chamber of Commerce
maybe?
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Mr. Pallister: I'd remind the member that, in 2004,
when his government broadened the legal services to
include them-to make them PST-able, accounting
services, architectural services, engineering services,
security services, and tap Manitobans to the tune of
$23.9 million, that was—I believe-not done with any
consultation. But I could invite the member to put on
the record an outline for the members of the
committee what consultation was actually done on
respect of that tax gouge?

Mr. Altemeyer: As the Premier (Mr. Pallister) has,
no doubt, significant awareness, wasn't intimately
involved in those decisions, but what he has to
realize is it's now his name and his government's
name that is at the bottom of the page when it comes
to today's decisions.

And, at the bottom of the page which talks about
how the entire country except Manitoba is improving
pensions for Canadians—clear across the country-his
name is not on the bottom of that page. He is the
only one missing.

Could he please give this committee, give this
province, give these citizens any indication of when
he's going to make a decision on the CPP, and what,
if any, role citizens are going to get to play in
informing the Premier of what his decision should
be.

Mr. Pallister: Again, the member for Wolseley
(Mr. Altemeyer)-'pompost'-Wolseley  I'm  sorry,
actually put another falsehood on the record in
respect of our positon, as he has done previously.
And | would remind him, again, that not only are we
actively engaged in standing up for Manitoba's best
interests in this important debate, but we will
continue to be.

And I would remind him, as well, that there have
been—nor are there planned for some years, any
significant changes to the CPP. | would encourage
him to understand that, for the simple lack—I expect
he's motivated by the lack of progress in the previous
17 years under his party in this province, and |
understand that he's anxious for political credit for
whatever happens here.

* (15:50)

But | would remind him that the CPP changes
that we have all been discussing, much I'm sure that
he is unaware of, do not occur until 2019.

Mr. Chairperson: Before | accept the member from
Wolseley, | would like to take a moment to caution

all honourable members on their language in
committee today. While | recognize that at times
discussions in committee can be heated, | would ask
that members keep their remarks temperate and
worthy of this Assembly and the office that we all
hold.

Mr. Altemeyer: Couldn't agree more, Mr. Deputy
Chair, and I'll just point out that while the Premier
just referenced discussions that are happening around
pensions, he's apparently not prepared to tell anyone
what discussions he's having and, in fact, he's
deliberately blocking—so far—Manitobans from
having any discussions with him or with his
government on this crucial policy issue where his
government has yet again dropped the ball. Let's—it's
becoming difficult to keep track of the number of
times that has happened in their short lifespan, but
we can definitely add this one to the list.

If my honourable colleague from Minto is so
prepared, it's quite clear my questions are not going
to receive answers today. | think that's a disservice to
the function of Estimates and it is a disservice to the
citizens of Manitoba, but | have done my best.

So I turn it over to my honourable colleague.

Mr. Andrew Swan (Minto): And | guess, now for
something completely different, as they say.

I just want to ask the Premier a few questions
that arise out of the Justice Estimates that were
completed, and I've had a chance to read through the
mandate letter that the Premier gave to the Attorney
General. There's 17 bullet points, none of which deal
with crime prevention or public safety, but there is
one item that I'll read out, and I'd really just like to
give the Premier an opportunity to explain his vision.
It didn't come through very clearly in the Justice
Estimates, but I'm sure he can help us.

The direction to the Justice Minister is to work
to reduce the recidivism rate through an innovative
social impact bond program, and I'd like the Premier
to explain what his vision is for this and how he
thinks it can be helpful.

Mr. Pallister: Sure, | thank the member for the first
reasoned question of the session today.

We understand that there's been some major
progress made in terms of reducing recidivism in
some other jurisdictions, not exclusively in England.
There was a social impact project that was instituted
there that involved youth offenders. I'd be more than
welcome to—I don't have any information with me
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today, but I know the member is interested in these
issues and I'd undertake to get him some more
information on that.

The issue of recidivism, and the member as
Justice Minister knows this far better than I, in
Manitoba among youth offenders, not exclusively
male offenders, though, the numbers for young males
are shocking. They're-they are a real cause of
concern. So this project seemed to make some—cause
some real headway, and so the part of the mandate
was to research further and see if there were
applicabilities on that type of a model that we could
learn from for Manitoba. And, if it can assist us in
reducing recidivism, | know the member would
agree that would be a worthwhile outcome.

Mr. Swan: | thank the Premier (Mr. Pallister) for
that, now | thank him, as well, for his undertaking to
provide details on the program.

Was it just one program or one example from
England that this is based on, or are there other
examples that the Premier is relying on?

Mr. Pallister: Honestly, | can't recall other examples
though I think there are. That was the—that was one
of the earliest ones. | think it was about five years
ago, and I-my understanding of this—lI-you know
what | could undertake also is to direct the member
to some of the research that's been-I think the
Rockefeller Foundation in the United States has done
a lot of specific research. | know here in Canada
there haven't been many of these social partnerships,
if you want to call them that, that have been driven
forward under this model.

At this point in time, though, | am told there are
three other provinces that are—either have established
or are looking to establish these. I would explain
further, for the member's benefit and members of the
committee, these are not designed to be anything
except innovative and experimental programs to try
to find different ways of addressing social problems.

The general, 1 think, purpose of them is that, to—
the Saskatchewan one, | have a little bit of
familiarity with theirs—is working on helping teenage
mothers and is focused on trying to find mechanisms
for assisting them that may then be, as a consequence
of the experiment, applicable to the system and could
be used elsewhere throughout—whether it's a civil
service model or some other model-could be used to
assist in addressing those social concerns.

As far as other talks, and | don't claim to have
tremendous expertise on this, |1 have-I'm reading
with interest, always, and so | have offered to the
member to forward whatever research I've got at my
disposal to him, because | know he'll be very
interested in reading about this. I think this is one of
those examples where we can all take a look at this
and, setting aside partisanship, hopefully we can
come up with some more innovative approaches than
perhaps we've—than others have-that others have
learned from, that we can learn from here in
Manitoba. We do lead in some categories of social
problems, certainly, as the member knows. And so, it
would be important for us to look for ways to lead in
finding solutions as well.

Mr. Swan: | thank the Premier for that additional
undertaking, and | do promise that | will read what
information is passed along.

The Premier talks about it being a social
partnership. What kind of organizations does the
Premier see the province partnering with to bring in a
social impact bond program?

Mr. Pallister: Again, I'll say to the member as a
qualifier that I'm going to describe this as best | can
in general terms, but my understanding is it's a
partnership of expertise and a desire to see
innovative solutions found with capital provided
from the private sector and design leadership
provided by the public sector with outcomes
determined in consultation with the various partners
so that it can be measured as to whether these pro-
grams are actually achieving results. | think the time
frames vary, depending on the nature of the
programs. For some, results may be measurable and
achievable in a shorter time and for others it may
take longer. But I think, generally, that's the concept.

I know that there is—in Manitoba, there's a
tremendous history, as the member knows, as all
members know, of supporting worthwhile projects.
We have—we lead the country in respect of charitable
giving and volunteering, and | know there's no doubt
that Manitobans are altruistic people who want to see
social advance, and | won't start reciting examples.
All members know of them in their ridings and they
know of them around the province, where people
have stepped up to the plate and helped on while
causes.

This is just, | think, conceptually, in its simplest
form, one way of tapping into that desire to help and
targeting it toward specific, innovative approaches
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that have hitherto not been utilized in certain areas of
social policy.

Mr. Swan: Yes, the Premier (Mr. Pallister) talks
about capital from private sector but also talks about
how charitable Manitobans are, and | have no issue
with that; | think we all agree.

Is it the Premier's vision that this is going to be a
corporate model, where there will be investors
seeking to get results and get a return on their
investment, or is this, in the Premier's vision, a
charitable model where Manitobans who are able to
provide money are doing this out of the goodness of
their hearts?

Mr. Pallister: Well, that's the fundamental question
and | think there's a balance there. One of the early—
some of the early plans were—profit motive was
apparent; | don't particularly think that's the model
we need to subscribe to. What it seems to have
evolved to conceptually in most jurisdictions now is
a more altruistic but corporate model. In other words,
there are foundations, for example, that are investing
in a number of these types of projects. The benefit to
them is limited.

* (16:00)

Most of the more recent ones that have been put
into play in—I know of one in Australia recently and
in the United States of a few—cap the potential return
at a relatively modest level, say 4 or 5 per cent, so
that the person putting the money into this is not-it's
not a get-rich-quick scheme, just to put it that way.
But the benefit of that design is that you can attract
capital, which can then go back to the investor,
which can then go back into other innovative
practices. And this is what some regions are finding
is that the capital is getting reinvested into other
additional innovative projects.

The balance, of course, we don't at least-I
shouldn't say of course-but I think what they learned
in England with their early project was that the profit
motive was not the principal motive of most
investors.

In speaking with Saskatchewan, senior people in
Saskatchewan, about their project, they've adopted a
similar approach with a fairly modest return to the
investor, and they—their—one of their major investors
is their credit unions that wanted to support their
project there, the one | referenced earlier, with the
teen moms.

Mr. Swan: | thank the Premier for that.

When | asked the Minister of Justice
(Mrs. Stefanson) about timelines, she told me that
this was something that would be pursued during the
first mandate and did not commit to anything
happening on this in this fiscal year.

Is that the Premier's understanding?

Mr. Pallister: I wouldn't want to disagree with the
minister. | do think that there's an opportunity here
for us to get this right, and that may take a bit of
time. | think it's important, too, to establish the
parameters.

My understanding of these programs, where they
work best, the government works with the altruistic,
motivated donors to try to determine not just the
scope of the project but measurable results as a
consequence of it, whether it's, say, getting young
male offenders to not reoffend or it's helping people
find work skills to get out of the cycle of welfare
dependency or you name it. It's important that those
are rigorously measured, those results are rigorously
measured, obviously, because we are talking about
trying to find practices that will lead to better results
for the citizens of our province going forward. So,
accurate measurements matter. So that's the—I guess
that's the caveat in terms of the design work.

| think we can learn from other jurisdictions,
though. And I have had indications from at least two
other provincial premiers that they would make
available to us all their design work in terms of how
they moved ahead with some of these projects in
their jurisdictions so that we don't have to sort of
start from scratch here in Manitoba. Then we can
tailor-make our projects as we choose to, to address
the issues of greatest concern.

Mr. Swan: | thank the Premier for the response. And
although it wasn't specifically answered, I'm not
going to hold up the Premier on that. I'm again
presuming that there is no expectation that the
Minister of Justice is going to be able to institute this
program in the current fiscal year.

Does the Premier see in this—and | know there's
some other areas; some other mandate letters contain
reference to social impact bonds—do we find the
altruistic donors through a request-for-proposal
system? Or how does the Premier see these kinds of
programs being rolled out?

Mr. Pallister: | just was handed a little bit more
detailed background that explains better an answer to
one of the member's previous inquiries, better than |
did, so I'll read from it for a moment, and just say the
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social impact bond model is a new approach to
financing social innovation that-and we're in the
research phase, | guess, is the honest answer to the
member's previous question about timing. We're in
the research phase right now. There are approx-
imately 50 examples globally that we're aware of
right now, largely in the United States and United
Kingdom, most are still in the early stages and
evaluations regarding their effectiveness are
preliminary.

Under the most common model a government
contracts with a private sector intermediary to
obtain social services. The government pays the
intermediary entirely, or almost entirely based upon
outcomes, the achievement of performance targets.
Performance is rigorously measured by comparing
the outcomes of individuals referred to the service
provider relative to the outcomes of a control group.
So, if the intermediary fails to achieve the minimum
performance target, the government does not pay. In
other words, pay for performance is, | guess, a fair
way of describing some aspects of this type of
program. Payments typically rise for performances
that exceed the minimum target up to an agreed-upon
maximum payment level.

I can share with the member, and | appreciate his
line of questioning because | know it's—I believe
motivated by a sincere desire to learn and to assist in
getting better results. And | would say I've had a
number of discussions just as a consequence of-as
does the member, | guess. We get into different
social situations and | have been-I've had over the
last two or three years meetings with people in
various places around the province. | can say that |
think there is an appetite here among many
Manitobans to see us move forward, to see us
innovate on social-you know, finding solutions to
social challenges—and | do think there's an appetite
for people to put their money where their heart is, so
to speak. Whether this is at the individual level or at
the corporate level, there are a number of social
enterprise projects of different types around the
province right now and | think that's tremendous.
And this is to me sort of a cousin of that that can
allow for people who wish to, to invest in finding
better solutions than we've been able to find up 'til
now.

This is by, in no way, shape or form a criticism
of those working in social services or the justice
system today, but they would be-many of them
would be the first to tell you they're up to their
armpits in management of major and demanding

crises on a day-to-day basis. And so, it isn't always
the opportune circumstance when you're in that
circumstance to be looking at an innovative different
way to practise what you're doing on a day-to-day
basis.

So, if the intermediary fails to achieve minimum
performance targets, the government does not pay. In
other words, this is a risk to the investors. Payments
under the model are as I've described. Again, what
seems to be happening in other jurisdictions is that
the people who are getting into it, once you get to a,
you know, a modest level of return as opposed to a—
the profit motive which was the mistake, | think, that
those in the early days might have acknowledged
they made, once you get to the, sort of-how would |
describe it, altruistic motivation—people tend to want
to invest again and again in other projects or expand
further one that has found some success.

And so what has happened is that there has been
some progress made—never perfect. | know from
some | don't see them in my—in the briefing note I've
been handed, but I know of some that most certainly
were not successful and we should not expect that
there would be a magic solution that would always
work. But there are some that have been as well.

Mr. Swan: | thank the Premier (Mr. Pallister) for
this discussion.

Wonder if the innovative successes in the past
couple of years was starting a program called Block
by Block and, of course, Ms. Miller, sitting next to
the Premier, is well aware of how that got going and
the successes. One of the benefits of Block by Block
is to bring together different players. It may be-the
police may be involved, but instead of being the thin
edge of the wedge they're really part of a circle. And
the intention of Block by Block is to bring together
not just Justice but Family Services, Education,
Health, as well as the various agencies in a 21-block
area in north Winnipeg. The goal is to get better
outcomes all around, to try to reduce the number of
police attendances at some homes which the Premier
may be surprised to know it can be as often as 10 or
15 times in the course of a month to try to prevent
more children from being taken into care and in
some cases, help families with plans to get children
out of care.

* (16:10)

I did ask the Minister of Justice (Mrs. Stefanson)
if there were any plans to expand that successful
model, whether larger than the 21-block area that
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exists or into other communities elsewhere in
Winnipeg or in Manitoba. She told me that there
was no intention to do that in the fiscal year. I'm
wondering if the Premier (Mr. Pallister) can give us
any confidence that this—the kind of model that, even
if it's not happening in this year, that the Premier is
interested in developing in the course of the next few
years.

Mr. Pallister: On its surface, yes, | mean it sounds
tremendous. | think we're all looking for ways to
make progress on so many of these files that I think
it would be exciting to learn more about what the
member's just shared with us.

I'm going to go back if I could, not to digress,
but just to elaborate on an earlier question on-I had
referenced England, and | just was handed a bit of
background on this first-the first plan that-in
March 2010, so, about six years ago, the UK minister
of—a Ministry of Justice entered into an agreement
with Social Finance UK to lower the rate of
recidivism among a group of 3,000 short-sentence
prisoners over a six year period.

Social Finance UK, which is essentially the
agency empowered with setting up the social impact
or social innovation concept, raised £5 million
from various investors. In order for the government
to pay, the reoffending rate had to fall by at least
7.5 per cent as compared with a similar control group
of prisoners being dealt with essentially under the
status quo approach.

Sixty per cent of—in their experience, which is
much lower than ours, 60 per cent of short-sentence
prisoners are convicted of at least one offense within
a year of their release. The member could share with
us—he would have a better handle on the more recent
stats, | think, on re-offense. It costs—in Britain, it
costs approximately £65,000 to imprison someone,
an additional £40,000 per year of incarceration. So
recidivism, just in terms—not in terms of the human
cost—just in terms of the actual costs, as the member
well knows, it is incredibly costly to government
coffers, let alone to the people who are the victims of
the crimes and the people who commit the crimes
themselves, quite frankly.

By 2015, five years later, the recidivism rate of
the 3,000 subjects in the pilot had fallen by
8.4 per cent, surpassing the contractual objective.
This is just one example, and | hope that would help
to elaborate a little bit on how that one worked. |
was—and maybe just for the member's interest, and |

appreciate he shared some research with me the other
day that I will make use of, and | wanted to share
something with him as well.

The Kennedy school of government in Harvard
University—and this he could research himself, 1
won't undertake to give him more because he can get
it—established the Social Impact Bond Technical
Assistance Lab to research how governments can
foster social innovation and prove the results they
obtain with their social spending. And I'll share—
how much time do | have? Couple of minutes?
[interjection] [I'll just share with the member—
because their findings are very interesting on this
issue. Their early research findings indicate that the
most important criteria for a social impact bond
approach is its potential for a large impact.
Interesting, eh, because other—because people are
interested in solving a big problem; not so interested
in a little one. If you want to use these types of
projects, use them to address a major concern.

It goes on to say there are other criteria
including, but not limited to, that initiatives need to
be aligned with governments' top priorities, that
interventions with sample sizes larger enough to
determine if an outcome wasn't due to chance-that's
very important in the measurements, right-so, what
you're talking about is at least 200 participants in
these projects so that you can get-you know, | don't
need to elaborate, the member understands what I'm
saying.

SIB contract in some jurisdictions, they
recommend higher values, $10 million, $20 million.
I'm hopeful, having from my reading and research,
that we could do a smaller one as an experimental
exercise earlier, just to make sure that we're working
out the kinks properly; though, generally speaking,
their advice is to go with something around the
$20-million range. This is because there might be
administrative costs as a component, overhead costs,
which have to be absorbed, and, as the member
would understand, just a critical mass on a smaller
project sometimes, as non-profits will tell you, can
eat up too much in the way of administrative and soft
costs, not benefit the recipients, desired recipients, of
the program.

Interventions don't always pay for themselves in
terms of cash savings from reduced costs but they
provide both cash savings and non-monetizable
social benefits such as reduced crime; higher
earnings through—example, training initiatives;
better health outcomes-that would apply in the
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Saskatchewan model, working with teen pregnancy—
improvements in housing; educational advantages as
well.

So, the—getting it right in terms of measurements
is really important, I guess, is what I'm saying.

Mr. Swan: | had the chance to ask the Minister of
Justice (Mrs. Stefanson) the other day about the
possibility of expanding the mental health court,
which was started in Manitoba a couple of years ago
and seems to be successful at helping individuals
who commit crimes because of their mental health
issues.

It's a humane approach. It really makes the judge
the quarterback, if you will, to pass off the person to
various agencies, government departments—Housing,
Family Services, Health, as may be—to try and get the
person help.

I've been disappointed that the Minister of
Justice has not committed to either making the
program deeper, in terms of supporting more people
in Winnipeg, or wider, in terms of serving other
communities.

I know that in Brandon there's a lot of interest in
having a mental health court operate there. 1 know
there's a committee that's been struck. |1 know the
judges and lawyers in that community are quite
engaged. And the mental health community is
certainly very excited.

The Minister of Justice told me there's no money
in the Estimates to do anything in Brandon this year.

I wonder if the Premier (Mr. Pallister) would,
even if there's no commitment for this year, if the
Premier will commit to making sure that we do
expand this very, very successful program to other
communities.

Mr. Pallister: | appreciate the member's advocacy
for the program and have some sympathy to what he
raises.

And | guess | have to go back to the reality of
our fiscal situation. The real situation we face is one
where it is difficult, because there are programs like
the member raises, that, on the face of them, we
would love to say yes to. There are a great many of
those, in fact, a great many demands on the Treasury
that we would love to satisfy. At the same time, the
balance between what we can do today and what
will, in fact, be sustainable over time has to be
achieved. And that's the fiscal reality that the
member understands.

And so | would say to him we're endeavouring,
in our first year of our—well, our first few weeks, in
fact, to begin to curve the course, if you will, so that
we can find the savings in other lower priority areas
of government so that we are able to afford to invest
in the kinds of things he raises in a sustainable way
on an ongoing basis without jeopardizing our ability
to do so on other needs as they appear or as they
develop in future years. And that's the challenge that
we face.

And, without rancour or accusation, | simply say
that we did inherit a situation financially that is not
sustainable over the longer period; that has, well, as
evidence, | guess, just last year, the member knows,
our credit rating was downgraded. It gives me little
comfort that it's at a level that it was 25 years ago.
It's lower than it was last year. And because of that,
just in terms of the additional costs for that event,
that has taken money away from projects such as
what—the one the member raises.

And that's the trouble with nonsustainable
money management practices. They result in an
erosion of our ability to do the things we'd like to do
because we're creating happier moneylenders as
opposed to addressing the priorities such as the one
that the member raises.

That being said, as we move forward-
Mr. Chairperson: Order, please.

A formal vote has been requested in another
session of the Committee of Supply. | am therefore
recessing this section of the Committee of Supply in
order for the members to proceed to the Chamber for
a formal vote.

The committee recessed at 4:20 p.m.

The committee resumed at 4:35 p.m.

Mrs. Sarah Guillemard, Acting Chairperson, in the
Chair

The Acting Chairperson (Sarah Guillemard): |
would like to call the Committee of Supply back to
order. This Committee will resume with its business
where we left off prior to recess.

| believe the honourable First Minister was in
the middle of providing a response to a question.

Mr. Pallister: I believe that | was too, and | am now
going to elaborate on something that | think is
important to understand. This—I really appreciated
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the member's interest in this topic and others that
we've had the chance to share about in the past. And
I would say that | think there's a real opportunity for
productive work to be undertaken here together, and
I would emphasize this is not, does not have to be an
element of-doesn't have to have an element of
partisan difference in it.

I'd emphasize that, for example, other juris-
dictions like Nova Scotia—this is from their Speech
from the Throne of three years ago. It says, Nova
Scotia will become the first Canadian jurisdiction to
offer social impact bonds encouraging investors to
support innovative, socially responsible projects by
charitable and non-governmental organizations.
And that, of course, at that time, was an NDP
administration.

So, there's—I've read some criticisms emanating
from a couple of sources regionally that see this as
some kind of an ideological battle; | don't see it that
way. | think if we can work together to achieve better
outcomes and better results, we should be looking at
innovative ways to do that and all Manitobans will
benefit.

The members—1 remember now; the member’s
question was specific to the mental health court, and,
again, | give him what | hope he will not take as an
excuse because | think that's not a fair description.
But it is important to address the fiscal realities we
face, and we're endeavouring in our early weeks to
do that and will continue to, on an ongoing basis. It's
my hope that by finding savings in these lower
priority areas that things like he's raised today can be
affordable and sustainable in the longer term. Such is
not the case at this point. And, again, it's—that's why
it's incumbent on us, as a new government, to
address in every way we possibly can how we can
find those savings within.

I do think that Manitobans are essentially taxed
to the max, and | don't think just going back to them
and saying, pay higher taxes—whether in the form of
additional tax burden on their household now or in
the form of a deficit which is nothing more than a
deferred tax that someone else has to pay later—
would be fair or right. So, the difficult challenge that
all governments face, | suppose, is to know how to
separate a current need in the context of a future
need that may be greater, and to be able to manage
sustainably to support the greater needs that we will
have to face in the future is a very critical aspect of
our challenge, I think.

Mr. Swan: I'd certainly encourage the Premier
(Mr. Pallister) to turn the lens around. Just a few
questions ago, he put on the record the cost of
incarcerating somebody for one year in Britain,
about £65,000 per year. We get a little discount even
considering where the pound is going; the cost is
probably close to $100,000 a year. | don't see that
there should be a fiscal concern with moving ahead
with expanding problem-solving courts, like a mental
health court in Brandon, like expanding drug courts.

I was pleased, actually, to see in the Justice
Estimates that the efforts that have been made have
resulted in lower incarceration rates. The adult
correctional population has actually dropped by
about 150 over the last four years. The youth
incarceration rate has actually dropped by about
17 per cent in just the last two years. So, | would
hope that the Premier would remain open and give
some direction maybe in some of the clear terms
he's chosen in some of the other items in the
mandate letter to direct the Minister of Justice
(Mrs. Stefanson) to work with the Minister of Health
and other ministers on expanding these problem-
solving courts and not see it as a further expenditure
but as a real smart way to reduce costs. But above
that, get better results for offenders and create better
public safety in our communities.

* (16:40)

Mr. Pallister: | thank the member for the
intervention, and | recognize his sincere desire to see
better results, and | share it, and it would be-I think
it's clear that we're committed to trying every way
we can to listen to Manitobans through the process in
the coming year that we would be engaging in, and
I've encouraged, sincerely encouraged members of
all parties to participate in in terms of the per-
formance review exercise, reaching out to, not
exclusively, but including front-line civil servants to
hear what they have to say in terms of their ideas,
their input on processes and techniques and measures
that can be more effective and that can save money
as well but always with-bearing in mind the need to
achieve better results. And so | appreciate the spirit
in which the member's raised this topic, and I-it is
my sincere hope that we can, and | believe we will,
through the consultative approach that we're taking
in this respect, not just the performance review, but
in terms of the regulatory, the red-tape exercise as
well, that we can find some real savings and really
assist ourselves in being able to do more in respect of
the things that we need to do to alleviate our longer
term concerns about social circumstances such as the
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member raises and other economic concerns,
economic development concerns as well. These are
not entirely separate from one another, obviously,
and the synergies need to be understood.

If we can do a better job of creating a healthier,
more competitive economic climate, clearly that will
assist a number of Manitobans who are looking for
work or are looking to upgrade their skills in a new
work environment. Give them an opportunity to do
so, give them an opportunity to find their potential
here in Manitoba-that's, of course, what we want to
do.

So, yes, | think I very much feel that we're on the
same page in respect of what—-where we need to go.
It's more, | think, a question of timing, and it's the
balancing act that, quite frankly, we recognize needs
to happen in terms of moving us back in the direction
of a balanced approach that's sustainable over time.
We're committed to doing that. We're not-we're
certainly not willing to jeopardize our front-line
services in any respect in the process of doing that,
but we need to make progress on what has become a
almost chronic structural deficit situation over the
last number of years in Manitoba in order to make
sure that the changes we make benefit Manitobans
not just today but also going forward in years to
come. The-back to the fiscal again, that the fiscal
situation is—has deteriorated somewhat over the last
few years, and it is without doubt that we need to get
a handle on that now. There's real possibility of the
interest rate increases. There is the risk of a further
credit downgrade, credit rating downgrade as a
consequence of the situation we've been handed. And
so these will put additional fiscal pressures in terms
of debt-service costs on the Province that will erode
further our ability to invest in the kinds of
preventative things that the member is raising and
that | agree have to be a greater focus of us, of all of
us, going forward, and whether it's in Justice or
Health, social services, in a variety of areas.

Mr. Swan: Well, | think we can also agree that the
Justice Department often takes on a lot of the
failures, if you will, of our society. And the Minister
of Justice and | agree, then | expect that we can agree
today that many of the issues being dealt with by our
justice system, whether it's within the correctional
system or whether it's trying to manage people in the
community, it's that these are not simple issues;
they're complex, and the responsibilities cut across a
number of different government departments. With
that in mind, I'd like to ask the Premier why the

Healthy Child Committee of Cabinet has not been re-
established.

Mr. Pallister: No, member's not accurate in that, and
that committee will play—certainly play an important
role moving forward.

I wanted to put on record because | had
undertaken to do this yesterday for the member from
Flin Flon if 1 could that. He had asked me some
guestions about workplace safety, and | was
explaining to him about the initiatives that have
been undertaken in Manitoba to improve workplace
safety. He was saying-well, and | understand from
his background, because he was a very strong union
member, and | was raised by one and was one, that
he wanted to give credit to the union movement for
basically all the safety improvements in the province.

And | was explaining to him that there have
actually been a number of really important initiatives
generated—instigated at the public-service level,
outside of formal union organizations but also at the
private-sector level, and one example of those was
the—is the work safe program the Manitoba Heavy
Construction Association's built. It's really been
effective, and | would-I'll just give one example to
the members that | thought they would find of
interest. I've got a few here, and I'll share them with
the members, but workplace safety talks, they—my
understanding is they distribute these documents on a
regular basis to members of the Manitoba Heavy
Construction Association.

I had referenced yesterday a number of the
training schedule seminars that they do and this,
again, | would emphasize is not an ideological
program. It is offered to unionized and non-
unionized people on an equal basis. So, people
benefit from this program whether they have signed
a card or not. In the future, they'll all have had the
right to a secret ballot, so that'd be a good thing. But,
certainly, one of the ones that I thought was timely, |
was reading through with great interest the positive
advances that they've made, was a safety talk piece
on protecting workers from heat stress. And, in this
building, | think it's important to realize that's an
important aspect of working in the Legislative
Assembly of Manitoba, isn't it? Yes.

Working in the heat and doing heavy physical
work can affect the body's cooling system. If your
body is unable to cool itself, you can experience heat
stress. Now, | believe the member for Minto
(Mr. Swan) may have had some of this stress as
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recently as Sunday when he was running in a certain
lengthy race with high humidity. This safety talk is
to raise awareness of workplace hazards that can
cause heat stress. There are precautions you should
take any time temperatures are high and when the job
involves physical work.

Now, | recognize here that our jobs usually don't
involve an-a large amount of physical work, which
actually can be a problem in and of itself, but,
nonetheless, the following safety information will
provide you with training on assessing hazards
that could lead to heat stress and instruct on
implementing control measures to prevent heat
stress.

Now, the danger with these programs is that
people who read this material sometimes will just
take it for granted. They know this. They'll say, oh,
it's just common sense. But | have to share with the
members of the committee, as we were—l shared
yesterday some experience of the driving on country
roads safety talk, and | got a giggle out of the
member for Flin Flon (Mr. Lindsey), because, of
course, he's proficient at driving on country roads
because he's done it all his life. But, as | was
returning to my office with a certain staff member,
that staff member, | take it, somewhat less rural than
myself or the member for Flin Flon and others in the
Chamber, commented to me at how informative that
particular piece of our Estimates had been for him,
and how he had benefited from learning, being the
city boy he is, had benefited from learning about the
dangers of soft shoulders, about the correct way
to deal with narrow roads and narrow bridges,
about watching for animals. Veterinarian here has
probably—

The Acting Chairperson (Sarah Guillemard): The
minister's time is up.

Mr. Altemeyer: Well, there was a copious amount
of information contained in that answer. Maybe I'll
just start by asking the Premier (Mr. Pallister): Is a
government that provides more information or less
information the one that's more accountable?

Mr. Pallister: So I'll go on and talk about the
protection, because | do want to put this on the
record for the member for Flin Flon who had asked
for this information yesterday. | do want to get this
on the record for him, so he'll appreciate it 1 know.
And | should mention the risk assessments and
hazards, in terms of protecting workers from heat
stress, is important to a lot of Manitobans. And

workplace safety and workplace health are important
issues for all Manitobans.

*(16:50)

And, of course, | should mention that the
following are identified as hazards for heat illness:
high temperature and humidity, which, again, the
member for Minto (Mr. Swan) would be familiar
with on Sunday; direct sun exposure; no breeze or
wind; low liquid intake; heavy physical labour;
waterproof clothing—now | was surprised when | first
read that, but then anyone who's worn waterproof
clothing would know that this does create a heat
danger as it contains heat within close proximity to
the surface of the body.

Symptoms of heat exhaustion include headache,
dizziness or fainting, weakness and wet skin—-and the
member for Wolseley (Mr. Altemeyer) should note
this because this is—irritability or confusion is also a
symptom; thirst, nausea or vomiting. And, again,
symptoms of heat stroke may be-are the—continue,
and there are some-here are, again, they may be
relevant to the question, or may be confused, unable
to think clearly, may stop sweating. Apparently that—
I guess that means you're dehydrated when you stop
sweating.

So there are control measures and safeguards
that one can take. Implementing the following safe
work procedures to eliminate or reduce heat stress—
now this is very relevant to us who work here in the
Legislative Assembly. | can share with the members,
the very day that | was appointed to Cabinet back
in '95, | was appointed as Government Services
minister, and as | was being congratulated by my
colleagues, at least half of them said air conditioning
to me as they shook my hand.

And it is-l understand the previous admin-
istration may have looked at this, the possibility of
air conditioning the building, but it is a very hot
building in the summer. We know from sitting here
in the summer of '13, as an example, right through
the summer when we were fighting against the PST
hike that it was hot for many members, not
exclusively the members of the government either.
And that heat is a danger in a workplace.

When | was minister, | actually got a—l was in
the office about 7 in the morning, and | got a call
from a friend of mine in Portage la Prairie. And he
works with the government, and he was calling me to
complain that the air conditioning hadn't come on at
the provincial government building on Tupper Street



June 21, 2016

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA

1229

North in Portage la Prairie, if you know the one that
goes—there's an overpass on that street. And he was
complaining, and he said the air conditioning didn't
come on; it's not fit to work in here today. And |
said, well, what's the temperature, and he said it was
24° already. And | said, well, it's 29° where | am,
right? So it-but he was right to point it out because
the heat in the workplace can, you know-and in this
place especially, there's a lot of heat. And as the
member for Wolseley knows, often very little light.

Now, providing training about the hazards
leading to heat stress and how to prevent them,
drinking plenty of fluids, drinking often and before
you are thirsty, drinking water every 15 minutes,
avoiding beverages containing caffeine, as well
modifying your work schedule and arranging
frequent rest periods with water breaks in shaded or
air-conditioned areas, and gradually increasing
workloads and allowing more frequent breaks for
workers new to the heat or those that have been away
from work.

So we now have two new members of the
Liberal caucus that haven't worked in—very likely,
I shouldnt speak for both of them; I'm not
100 per cent sure, but | know we have two new
members there, and | think three new members of the
NDP caucus that have very likely not worked in a
non-air-conditioned building on a hot day in June
before. And these are very important, | think,
advisory notices. Important enough that the work-
place safety initiative of the Manitoba Heavy
Construction Association saw fit to distribute them to
their members and to benefit their employees.

So | put this on record because | have seen this
building at times, certainly in July or August
especially—and on this side of the building, I have
seen temperatures well in excess of 30°. | expect the
members may have as well, and that poses a health
risk for employees.

So, I'll go on with more information at the next
opportunity.

The Acting Chairperson (Sarah Guillemard):
Order. The honourable First Minister's time is up.

Mr. Altemeyer: The Premier (Mr. Pallister)
referenced earlier-when we were having a lovely
session of me asking questions and him not
answering them-that the affordability chapter in our
budgets only talked about auto insurance, hydro
rates, and natural gas rates. And | just-you know, it
didn't sound right to me.

And | just, you know, it didn't sound right to me.
I don't think that's accurate, but I'll go double-check,
and, well, wouldn't you know it, |1 happen to have
a copy of our budget from a couple years ago,
Budget 2013.

On page C26, there's a comparison of personal
costs and taxes for four different types of families: a
single person earning $30,000 a year; a single parent,
one child, at $30,000 a year; two-earner family of
four, at $60,000 a year; two-earner family of fiv