< PF{C‘)V;N&)EI OF oY
'9/778 \)\&0
H co\

Second Session, 38th Parliament

OFFICIAL REPORT OF

DEBATES OF THE
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

(HANSARD)

Thursday, March 2, 2006
Morning Sitting
Volume 6, Number 17

THE HONOURABLE BILL BARISOFF, SPEAKER

ISSN 0709-1281




PROVINCE OF BRITISH COLUMBIA
(Entered Confederation July 20, 1871)

LIEUTENANT-GOVERNOR
Her Honour the Honourable Iona V. Campagnolo, CM, OBC

SECOND SESSION, 38TH PARLIAMENT

SPEAKER OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Honourable Bill Barisoff

EXECUTIVE COUNCIL
Premier and President of the Executive Council ..... Hon. Gordon Campbell
Minister of State for Intergovernmental ReJations ...........cccocuiuiiiiiiiiiiniiii s Hon. John van Dongen
Deputy Premier and Minister of Education and Minister Responsible for Early Learning and Literacy...................... Hon. Shirley Bond
Minister of Aboriginal Relations and Reconciliation ...........c.cccvvieieiiiiinininicicceccncncnes ...Hon. Tom Christensen
Minister of Advanced Education and Minister Responsible for Research and Technology ..., Hon. Murray Coell
Minister of Agriculture and Lands..........ccciiiiiicic e Hon. Pat Bell
Attorney General and Minister Responsible for MulticulturaliSm............ccccoeoeviiiininniincece s Hon. Wally Oppal, QC
Minister of Children and Family DeVelOPmMENLt ............cccuiiiiiiiiiiiiiii s ses Hon. Stan Hagen
Minister of State for ChildCaTe ..o Hon. Linda Reid
Minister of Community Services and Minister Responsible for Seniors” and Women's Issues............ccccouvvrrirninrininnnee. Hon. Ida Chong
Minister of Economic Development and Minister Responsible for the Asia-Pacific Initiative and the Olympics.................. Hon. Colin Hansen
Minister of Employment and INCOmMe ASSISLANICE .........c.ccccruiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciiiecceceeeeeesse e Hon. Claude Richmond
Minister of Energy, Mines and Petroletm ReSOUICES ............cccuviiiiiiiciiiiii e Hon. Richard Neufeld
Minister of State fOr MININEG........c.ccvuiiiiiiiiii s Hon. Bill Bennett
Minister of Environment and Minister Responsible for Water Stewardship and Sustainable Communities .. ...Hon. Barry Penner
MINIStEr Of FINAIICE. ......cuuviiiiiiiciiiic bbb Hon. Carole Taylor
Minister of Forests and Range and Minister Responsible for HOUSING .........ccccoeuviiiiiiiiininiiiciisinceeces Hon. Rich Coleman
Minister of Health ..........ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiicccccceccaes ...Hon. George Abbott
Minister of Labour and CitiZens’ SEIVICES ..........cccouiiimiiiiiiiciicics s sasss e Hon. Michael de Jong
Minister of Public Safety and Solicitor General..............ccccviiiiiiiiiii e Hon. John Les
Minister of Small Business and Revenue and Minister Responsible for Deregulation .............cccccecocuvieicinicciinicnrincnnnnes Hon. Rick Thorpe
Minister of Tourism, SPOIt aNd the ATES .........cceeriiiiierieee et sae e aeneeaes Hon. Olga Ilich
Minister of TranSPOITALION.........ccoiiiiiiiiiicii bbb Hon. Kevin Falcon
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Leader of the Official OPPOSILION ......c..ccueviuemrieieeieiieieeeirieieee ettt s s s s nssaeneas Carole James
DEPULY SPEAKET .....couiiiiii e Sindi Hawkins
AsSIStANt DEPULY SPEAKET .........ouiiiiiiieiiiciie e Sue Hammell
Deputy Chair, Committee of the WHOIe............ccoiiiiiiiiii s Harry Bloy
Clerk of the Legislative ASSEMDLY ..........cccociiiiiiiiiiiiiiici s E. George MacMinn, OBC, QC
CIEIK ASSISEANE .......ovocvieiiicict ettt R Robert Vaive
Clerk AsSiStant and LaW CLETK .........ooviiiiiiieieeeceeeeieeeeeeee et etee et et easeaeeseestetetesessessesssesssseessesssnseseestensensesessesseessensenseneensensan Ian D. Izard, QC
Clerk Assistant and Clerk of COMMULEEES ...........ciuiiiiiiiiiiiiiic s Craig H. James
Clerk Assistant and Committee Clerk ..... ..Kate Ryan-Lloyd
SOIGEANT-AE-ATINIS. .....cuiieiicititct R A.A. Humphreys
DITectOr, HANSATA SOIVICES .....viieiieieeeieceeeeeeeeeete ettt ettt e e et e et e st e st e s et e eatesstesatesasessaesssesasesasesasesssesssesnsesnsessesnnes Anthony Dambrauskas
Legislative LIDTATIAI ........cccoviuiiiiiciiiiicec st Jane Taylor

Legislative COMPITOILET..........cciiiiiiiiii s Dan Arbic



ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS

Abbott, Hon. George (L) Shuswap
Austin, Robin (NDP) Skeena
Bains, Harry (NDP) Surrey-Newton
Barisoff, Hon. Bill (L) ... Penticton—Okanagan Valley
Bell, Hon. Pat (L) oo Prince George North
Bennett, Hon. Bill (L) .East Kootenay
Black, lain (L) Port Moody—Westwood

Bloy, Harry (L)
Bond, Hon. Shirley (L)....
Brar, Jagrup (NDP)
Campbell, Hon. Gordon (L)...
Cantelon, Ron (L)
Chong, Hon. Ida (L) ....
Chouhan, Raj (NDP)
Christensen, Hon. Tom (L)
Chudnovsky, Dave (NDP)
Coell, Hon. Murray (L)
Coleman, Hon. Rich (L)

Burquitlam
... Prince George—Mount Robson
Surrey—Panorama Ridge
.. Vancouver—Point Grey

.... Nanaimo-Parksville
. Oak Bay—Gordon Head
..Burnaby-Edmonds
.. Okanagan-Vernon
Vancouver-Kensington
Saanich North and the Islands
Fort Langley—Aldergrove

Conroy, Katrine (NDP) ........cccccoeeieieneinrnsreenes West Kootenay—Boundary
Co0nS, Gary (NDP) ......ciiirieiiieicieieieieieiesissee st North Coast
Cubberley, David (NDP) Saanich South
de Jong, Hon. Michael (L) .....ccccevurvrnenineniecicenenns Abbotsford-Mount Lehman

Dix, Adrian (NDP)
Evans, Corky (NDP).......
Falcon, Hon. Kevin (L)

Vancouver-Kingsway
....Nelson-Creston
Surrey-Cloverdale

Farnworth, Mike (NDP) ........ccccccvueurieinerrinnene Port Coquitlam—Burke Mountain
Fleming, Rob (NDP) ......cceuiiimiiiiriiiriniieseeceeeieeieeieeeeea Victoria-Hillside
Fraser, SCott (NDP) ....c.ccooiviiirireeriree e Alberni-Qualicum
Gentner, Guy (NDP)......cccocoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniicceceeeeeees Delta North
Hagen, Hon. Stan (L) ..... Comox Valley

Hammell, Sue (NDP).....
Hansen, Hon. Colin (L)
Hawes, Randy (L)
Hawkins, Sindi (L)...
Hayer, Dave S. (L) ...
Hogg, Gordon (L)

..... Surrey—Green Timbers
....Vancouver-Quilchena
... Maple Ridge—Mission

... Kelowna-Mission
... Surrey-Tynehead
Surrey—White Rock
Horgan, John (NDP).... ...Malahat-Juan de Fuca
Horning, Al (L) Kelowna-Lake Country
Tlich, HON. O1ga (L) ...vieieiieicieicieieieieieieieieseese s Richmond Centre
James, Carole (NDP) Victoria—Beacon Hill
Jarvis, Daniel (L) North Vancouver—Seymour
Karagianis, Maurine (NDP) Esquimalt-Metchosin

Krog, Leonard (NDP) Nanaimo
Krueger, Kevin (L) Kamloops—North Thompson
Kwan, Jenny Wai Ching (NDP)........cccccovreiniecnenes Vancouver—Mount Pleasant
Lali, Harry (NDP) Yale-Lillooet
Lee, Richard T. (L)......... Burnaby North
Lekstrom, Blair (L) Peace River South
Les, HOn. JONN (L)...voviiiiiiiicccceicieieieeieieisee e Chilliwack-Sumas
Macdonald, Norm (NDP).......cccceurrirnnnniincccnens Columbia River—Revelstoke
MacKay, Dennis (L).....cccoveererennenene. ... Bulkley Valley—Stikine
Mayencourt, Lorne (L)....... s Vancouver-Burrard
Mclntyre, Joan (L)... .... West Vancouver—Garibaldi
Neufeld, Hon. Richard (L) ......ocoeiviiininiicieccccniene Peace River North
Nuraney, JORn (L).....oceoirireiiinieiireeeneceeee e Burnaby-Willingdon

Oppal, Hon. Wally, QC (L)....
Penner, Hon. Barry (L)....
Polak, Mary (L)....
Puchmayr, Chuck (NDP).
Ralston, Bruce (NDP)

.. Vancouver-Fraserview
.. Chilliwack-Kent
..Langley
New Westminster
Surrey-Whalley

Reid, Hon. Linda (L) .... Richmond East
Richmond, Hon. Claude (L)... Kamloops
Robertson, Gregor (NDP) Vancouver-Fairview
ROdAdick, Valerie (L)......coveeivrreeieiereeereiereieieieiesessssessee e Delta South

Routley, Doug (NDP).........
Rustad, John (L)
Sather, Michael (NDP)

Cowichan-Ladysmith
Prince George—Omineca
Maple Ridge-Pitt Meadows

Simons, Nicholas (NDP). . Powell River—Sunshine Coast
Simpson, Bob (NDP)...... Cariboo North
Simpson, Shane (NDP) .... Vancouver-Hastings
Sultan, Ralph (L) ..West Vancouver—Capilano

Taylor, Hon. Carole (L) Vancouver-Langara
Thorne, Diane (NDP) Coquitlam-Maillardville
Thorpe, Hon. Rick (L) ...coverieiemiiciiieieieieieinieeiesees e Okanagan-Westside
Trevena, Claire (NDP) ........cccccciiiiiiiniinins North Island
van Dongen, Hon. John (L) Abbotsford-Clayburn
Whittred, Katherine (L) .... North Vancouver—Lonsdale
Wyse, Charlie (NDP) Cariboo South
Yap, John (L) Richmond-Steveston

LIST OF MEMBERS BY RIDING

Abbotsford-Clayburn
Abbotsford-Mount Lehman

Hon. John van Dongen
Hon. Michael de Jong

Alberni-Qualicum ..Scott Fraser
Bulkley Valley—Stikine....... Dennis MacKay
Burnaby NOTth......c.c.ouiiiiiicece s Richard T. Lee
Burnaby-Edmonds Raj Chouhan
Burnaby-Willingdon John Nuraney
Burquitlam ... Harry Bloy
Cariboo North Bob Simpson
Cariboo South Charlie Wyse
Chilliwack-Kent Hon. Barry Penner
Chilliwack-Sumas Hon. John Les
Columbia River—Revelstoke ...........ccccccccvucuenee Norm Macdonald
Comox Valley Hon. Stan Hagen
Coquitlam-Maillardville Diane Thorne
Cowichan-Ladysmith .........ccocovvvienicceenee Doug Routley
Delta North Guy Gentner
Delta South Valerie Roddick
East KOOENAY ......c.c.eueuriririeiieicicieiciereieieeetseee e Hon. Bill Bennett

Esquimalt-Metchosin
Fort Langley—Aldergrove

Maurine Karagianis
.... Hon. Rich Coleman

KamIOOPS ....vvviieriieiriniries e Hon. Claude Richmond
Kamloops—North ThOmpPSOn.........c.ccceeuieeeeieinieinieinsreneecceienes Kevin Krueger
Kelowna—-Lake Country .......... Al Horning
Kelowna-Mission......... Sindi Hawkins
Langley Mary Polak
Malahat—Juan de Fuca..... John Horgan
Maple Ridge-Mission Randy Hawes
Maple Ridge-Pitt Meadows Michael Sather
Nanaimo ........cccoeevvvvvirenenne Leonard Krog

...Ron Cantelon
... Corky Evans
.Chuck Puchmayr
Gary Coons
. Claire Trevena
. Katherine Whittred
Daniel Jarvis
Hon. Ida Chong
Hon. Tom Christensen
Okanagan-Westside.. Hon. Rick Thorpe
Peace River North............. Hon. Richard Neufeld
Peace River South........ e Blair Lekstrom
Penticton—Okanagan Valley ... Hon. Bill Barisoff

Nanaimo-Parksville..
Nelson-Creston
New Westminster ..
North Coast ....
North Island....
North Vancouver-Lonsdale ...
North Vancouver-Seymour ...
Oak Bay-Gordon Head...
Okanagan-Vernon ...

Port Coquitlam—Burke Mountain.. Mike Farnworth
Port Moody—Westwood lain Black
Powell River—Sunshine Coast...........ccoeveveerinrecenneeneenieenenes Nicholas Simons
Prince George North .... Hon. Pat Bell

Prince George-Mount Robson Hon. Shirley Bond

Prince George—Omineca ...... . .John Rustad
Richmond Centre ..........ccocovveeiiieiiciiicerennnnnes Hon. Olga Ilich
Richmond East ........ccoviiininieiniiiieceeceeeeeeeeeees Hon. Linda Reid
Richmond-SteVeStOn .........cccvieiiiiiiiciiccieieieeieee e John Yap

Saanich North and the Islands
Saanich South..

..Hon. Murray Coell
David Cubberley
.. Hon. George Abbott
Robin Austin
Surrey-Cloverdale . ..Hon. Kevin Falcon
Surrey—Green TIMDErS..........cooviviiiiciicieicieiieeeeeeeeeeeeene Sue Hammell
Surrey-Newton ...Harry Bains

Surrey—Panorama Ridge.. Jagrup Brar
Surrey-Tynehead....... .Dave S. Hayer
SUITeY-Whalley .....c.covuiiiiririiiriieeee e Bruce Ralston
Surrey—White Rock Gordon Hogg
Vancouver-Burrard ............ccoceeeeeiennneneneeeeeceeeene Lorne Mayencourt
Vancouver-Fairview Gregor Robertson
Vancouver-Fraserview Hon. Wally Oppal, QC
Vancouver-Hastings............ Shane Simpson
Vancouver-Kensington David Chudnovsky
Vancouver-Kingsway ...........cccocceeeueunne. Adrian Dix

Vancouver-Langara
Vancouver—Mount Pleasant
Vancouver—Point Grey
Vancouver-Quilchena

Hon. Carole Taylor
Jenny Wai Ching Kwan
Hon. Gordon Campbell
Hon. Colin Hansen

Victoria—Beacon Hill ...........ccccooiiiiniciiicceccrceeees Carole James
Victoria-Hillside Rob Fleming
West Kootenay—Boundary Katrine Conroy
West Vancouver—Capilano .........c.ccceeveneenrinceceeceeiceniennesneenens Ralph Sultan
West Vancouver—Garibaldi Joan McIntyre
Yale-Lillooet ........coveereveiencenne Harry Lali

Party Standings: Liberal 46; New Democratic 33






CONTENTS

Thursday, March 2, 2006
Morning Sitting

Routine Proceedings

POEIIONS ...t b e n e
Hon. R. Thorpe

Budget Debate (COMMUEH). ...
R. Cantelon
A. Dix
Hon. I. Chong
K. Conroy
J. Nuraney






THURSDAY, MARCH 2, 2006
The House met at 10:04 a.m.
Prayers.
Petitions

Hon. R. Thorpe: I have the privilege to table a peti-
tion regarding school trustee voting age.

Orders of the Day

Hon. M. de Jong: I call continued debate on the
budget.
[1005]

Budget Debate
(continued)

R. Cantelon: It's my privilege today to rise and
speak in support of the budget.

Continuing my line of thought from last night, I
have to say that I was taking what I had heard yester-
day, particularly from the member for Vancouver-
Fairview, who was concerned about the economy
overheating, the fact that we had excessive revenue
over our expenditures, that we were running up sur-
pluses and that somehow surpluses were bad.... I was
trying to hold all of these things in my brain as I was in
my room last night preparing for the speech. I kind of
drifted off to sleep and drifted in a bit, and all of these
things kind of confused me.

All of a sudden I had an image of the Finance Min-
ister and her new shoes. They were clicking together,
and I thought somebody said to me: "This isn't Kansas."
Then suddenly I woke up, and I came to realize that
yes indeed, this isn't Kansas. But it isn't the British Co-
lumbia we've come to recognize. It isn't the British Co-
lumbia we've come to know in recent years. There's a
difference. The difference is prosperity.

[S. Hammell in the chair.]

We haven't seen much of it here in British Colum-
bia, but we like it. We're going to do more of it — a lot
more of it. B.C. is back. Stand back, Canada, because
we're back, and we're going to be in here for a long,
long run — for an entire decade. We're going to build
an economy that's sustainable, that will carry through
for the next ten years.

Periodically we see on TV.... The rest of Canada
often doesn't recognize that we're here, or if they do,
they don't understand that we are a different region. I
don't really mind when Calgary is always spoken of,
and we have a representative speaking of the voice
from the west. They can have that, because really,
we're not the voice of the west. We are a distinct region
out here.

Within this great region of British Columbia there's
a multitude of opportunities, and there's a wide range
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of communities — from the interior to the north to
Dawson Creek to Vancouver Island, where I live, to the
lower mainland and to the Cariboo. It's a rich and di-
verse region. But with the coming of the Pacific gate-
way, there is one thing that is certain in the upcoming
decade: British Columbia is going to be the centre of
Canada's future.

That hasn't quite caught on. I'm not going to bela-
bour the opposition for some of the things that seem, to
my mind, to get turned upside down — that surpluses
are bad, that the economy's overheating. Many times
we've heard them respond to our initiatives in the
throne speech and the budget with some positive
comments. I think this is a good thing. We do want to
listen to our loyal opposition, and we do want to take
ideas from them. Be they good ideas, we certainly
would intend to use them and incorporate them and
perhaps take full credit for them as well. But that's part
of the political game.

They like the ideas, but what I have the general
sense of is that we just don't spend enough on them. I
understand now, and that kind of puts it into perspec-
tive for me. Certainly, if we spent more, that would use
up the surpluses. Yes, it would eliminate the excess of
revenue overspending. I have to say, though, that that
is not the policy or the direction this government takes.
We do intend to respond in a meaningful way to sup-
port the needs of our constituents, but we intend to run
the business of government in the black.

This prosperity I speak of is not something we
should take lightly. It's something to enjoy, certainly,
but not something we need to take for granted. We
need to build a sustainable future, and that's one of the
aspects that's addressed in this budget.

We need to put more money towards our youth.
Our youth are our future. We need to put more money
into education. We can certainly see, as our economy
rolls along, that we are facing shortages of trained and
skilled labourers. That's why I was very happy to see,
particularly from my community, that there are more
allocations for funding and resources to training and
skills development among our youth.

Ninety million dollars will be available as a tax
credit. This program hasn't quite been a tax credit for
training. This hasn't been quite fleshed out and devel-
oped, but it will be done in cooperation with business
to provide them with incentives to develop the pro-
grams, in cooperation with the universities, to put ap-
prenticeship and trades training into place. The $39
million available for the ITA — Industry Training Au-
thority — will be funded through public and private
educational institutions and, again, will fulfil the need,
or will begin to fulfil the need, for training among our
youth. We'll need every one of them trained that we
can get.

[1010]

I recently visited, with the Minister of Small Busi-
ness and Revenue, a Parksville operation called De-
tailed Design and Drafting, run by Nick Osmond. It's
quite a unique facility. They have over 30 employees,
and they do structural engineering — basically, the
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frame construction for steel buildings. They do this for
buildings right across North America — in fact, right
across the world. They're done here in this little sec-
ond-storey building in Parksville. It's really quite an
amazing operation. They have over 30 employees, and
they're all young and well paid.

Mr. Osmond has a very severe problem, and that is
obtaining these skilled people, because it takes training
above the usual CADCAM training. It takes aptitude,
intelligence and imagination to run these programs.
What he's been doing so far is offshoring his human
resources needs. There are extensive training programs
in India, where one company will start with a broad
net, casting out for some 600 applicants. From this
they'll narrow it down to 30, from 30 down to 20, and
they'll train half a dozen. Of the half-dozen they train
intensively, they'll hire perhaps two. Currently the
Detailed Design and Drafting approach is to then hire
those two and bring them over from India, because we
can't get the training here.

I think this program we've put forward, where
we'll allow tax credits for training, will be of particular
interest and benefit here. These are high-paying jobs;
these are jobs here. I think it's worthwhile to note and
credit the management and operation of this company.
It would be a lot easier to run this company offshore,
and that's being done more and more today — to move
it to India, to hire the people there. Certainly, this high-
tech kind of operation could be run anywhere in the
world — anywhere there are laptop computers and
modem connections. But they've chosen to be in Can-
ada. They've chosen to be in our riding and are provid-
ing good education for our young citizens. To support
these businesses, these entrepreneurs, with training
programs, with ITA funding, is critical if we're going to
build our knowledge-based industries.

There is so much in this budget that I find as I go
through it. There is more and more to it and more and
more fills gaps within our needs. The $50 million natu-
ral resources and applied science endowment, I think,
is a very intriguing one that will provide new products.
We need to diversify our economy. We need to turn
research, through engineering, into applied science,
into new techniques, into new programs, into new
products. We can have the intellectual property owner-
ship of them here in Canada and develop new prod-
ucts for export and the enrichment of our economy.

One of the programs, too, for youth that's been
very, very successful in Nanaimo in my constituency is
a program called BladeRunners. My colleague next to
me from Kelowna expressed great interest in it. He and
I are both of a generation where the connotation of
"bladerunners" probably would have had a signifi-
cantly different meaning some 20 or 30 years ago. It
probably wouldn't be something you'd want to en-
courage youth to be involved with. I'll tell you what it
is. Their basic philosophy is this: believing in the power
and potential of youth. It's a powerful and simple vi-
sion statement.

What they're attempting to do is link and connect
young people coming out of school and unemployed

people, ages 15 to 30, with contractors and trades, to
get them involved and to develop the skills and learn-
ing so they can get a job, get to work and start to de-
velop their career aspirations — basically, taking peo-
ple off the street. Some of it is pre-employment training
and helping them to develop what the employers' ex-
pectations are of them, what they'll be expected to do
when they're working.

It involves coaching and mentorship, job prepara-
tion in other ways — such as first-aid training, which is
given to them, as well, so that they have the first level
of training — and career planning and development.
So as they start to get jobs and become productive citi-
zens in our economy and their aspirations begin to rise,
then they'll also be hooked up and shown the opportu-
nities for apprenticeship training and other ways that
they can further their education. It's a very, very valu-
able program. It's been very successful in Nanaimo,
and I know that as it's expanded through other com-
munities in the interior and throughout the province,
it'll be very, very well used.

[1015]

I think this is the kind of program that's significant
to endorse and to support, because it's training with a
purpose. It takes into account the individual young
person's goals and aspirations. It hooks them into
something. It gives them a purpose in life and sets
them on the right track. So it's very much a one-on-one,
very much a hands-on kind of program, and it has
been very successful in our community, particularly in
taking youths off the street, giving them a purpose,
giving them a direction in life and encouraging them
with counselling and coaching. I see this is a very, very
good program.

One I don't know much about but I'm intrigued by,
because it's not an area that's big on the Island, is the $2
million for mining exploration to develop and encour-
age youths to do prospecting, but also remediation.
Again, I think that to encourage young people to be-
come involved at an entry level in mining exploration
and resource development is a very key program.

This budget was full of surprises, and it offered a
lot to people in all different walks and communities,
but certainly, the big thrust of the budget is education,
and $421 million is being committed over the next
three years to address the needs of our young people
— at an early age, absolutely, and right through, as I've
just described, for youth in training. It's a very critical
part of our future. There's no question. If anyone has
attended any of David Baxter's seminars and discus-
sions, we recognize that we're going to need every
young person to be happy, working and productive in
our community to support the rest of our society.
There'll be a tremendous shortage of people, and you
can't start too young.

You can't ignore the fact that many are being dis-
tracted. Crystal meth has been a scourge here in many
parts of the community, and I've been reading in the
paper locally that now it's starting to raise its very ugly
presence and head here in Victoria. It's a drug that with
one dose, one experiment — one try-out, if you want —
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can cause permanent brain damage. Certainly, the $2
million funding here to address these concerns and to
raise awareness among young people is absolutely
critical.

I would have to salute the SOS society in Parksville.
SOS stands for Society of Services. It is quite a unique
and very entrepreneurial model. They run a recycling
clothing store of about 20,000 square feet and generate
a vast amount of revenue, which they then turn back
into social programs in the community. This group just
won a community service award sponsored by the
chamber of commerce for providing outstanding lead-
ership in crystal meth awareness. Certainly, the Parks-
ville community has taken a leadership role, identified
the concerns and the dangers of crystal meth and is
running regular programs to combat it. It's an absolute
necessity that we be very strong, very firm and do
whatever we can to nip this in the bud and eradicate
this scourge of crystal meth. It's a deadly, awful thing.

One of the other items that took my note in the
budget was the $4 million to double the funding — and
it hasn't been done since 1993 — for the school startup
supplement. My wife has been involved with the local
PAC where my two children are in elementary school,
and she was always aware that the first day of school is
such an important day for young people when they
start off. It raises their expectations and hopes, and it
has a lot to do with how they feel, their self-image.

We're very sensitive of the poverty level among our
young people. For people to go, "Well, I'm not really
prepared. I don't have all the books. Other people have
their shiny notebooks, their pencils and their coloured
inks, but I don't...." It can be a very disheartening thing
for young persons to go to school, not feel that they
have a full shot at their opportunities for education and
feel that they're somehow being treated as second-
class. I know that my wife will take great pleasure in
the fact that we're going to give them — some 29,000
school-aged children, through this $4 million doubling
of the startup grant — a better first day in school. I
think the first day is extremely important, and that will
help.

[1020]

As I mentioned, this budget has a wide range of
impacts throughout the learning and educational areas.
One other successful program that addresses early
learning that's been run in Parksville for some time and
that will be supported by this budget is a program
called BLT. And in case members think I'm about to
bring in sandwiches, that is not the case. BLT in this
particular case stands for Building Learning Together.
It's an outreach program run by school district 69 in
Parksville-Qualicum to all the community. It involves a
wide range of the community.

Basically, their mission statement is this: to enhance
children's development by supporting strong family
relationships and community capacity through effec-
tive learning opportunities. They have some 18 differ-
ent programs. It's really quite amazing. It touches on
my first metaphor, as well, as you'll see later, but let me
just run through some of the programs.

The communities of Parksville and Qualicum, of
course, have the largest per capita of seniors in Canada,
certainly — perhaps in North America — so they enlist
their seniors, who are quite eager and have turned out
in great numbers. In fact, they have over 200 seniors,
who are called grand-buddies, and they help with the
literacy programs, the teaching programs for these
young people. They have over 13 Mother Goose sites.
Let me just run through some of the 18 programs they
run.

Words on Wheels. This is an outreach bus that's
very colourfully done. They took an old school bus,
decked it out and drive it around. The seniors help
them with this.

Hug-a-Book. I think the names of these kind of tell
what they do. I won't need to elaborate. Travelling
Tales. BLT Backpacks — and again, that doesn't refer to
the sandwiches. Circle of Friends Conference. There'll
be a conference this coming March, and they'll bring
the community together to look at ways that this pro-
gram can work for them.

Top Cop. The RCMP are extensively involved in
the school program. Roots of Empathy, a well-known
program that has been very successful in other areas as
well, is run as part of this. Mother Goose Goes to
School. They bring Mother Goose into the school.
Stuffy Buddies, Treasure Boxes, Teaching From the
Heart are all programs. Children Services Directory.
Cook up a Story — that's one that might be of interest
to many people.

Of course, the latest — and this comes back to my
metaphor and probably where I went wrong at the
start of the day — is Munchkin Land. They use char-
acters from the famous Wizard of Oz story in a minia-
turized form that is designed to inspire and intrigue
the children. You get a key. I got a key, and you get to
go to Munchkin Land. You use the key, and the chil-
dren then have something that's theirs. They can open
up the door and unlock their start to learning and
knowledge.

All of these programs are exciting, and all of these
programs are very good and what we need to be doing.
I'm glad to see that the budget in its manifold opportu-
nities and programs supports these types of initiatives
in various communities. I'm sure this is one that will be
spread throughout.

I want to commend Deborah Davenport, who was
here yesterday meeting with the Deputy Minister of
Education. I hope that we'll see the opportunities and
the imagination and the creativity of this program ex-
panded to other communities in the province.

We've heard about health care. We've heard about
the fact that there are concerns about beds and places
for our seniors. Again, certainly in my constituency of
Nanaimo-Parksville, this is a real concern. This is a real
need. But as other speakers have mentioned, particu-
larly my colleague from Burrard, there's a need to
change. It is no longer acceptable to warehouse our
seniors.

As we move from the transition to what is now
known as complex care, yes, there will be shortages,
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and there will be concerns, but I have to tell you that in
our area the needs are being met very, very well. In
Nanaimo and in Parksville some 435 beds are being
created. The request for proposals is out. That seems to
be almost 10 percent of the entire total for the province,
but it's needed in this area and responding. They're
high-quality beds — beds like in Arrowsmith where
they're renovating, gutting the old rooms and putting
them back into a new, more modern facility — where
seniors as couples can go and stay and not be separated
as we've heard often in the House today.

[1025]

There's much, much more. There are tax cuts too.
We're happy to see that the homeowners, too, will be
seeking relief.

I could go on, and I would like to go on. There is
more, but I'm sure that other speakers will welcome the
opportunity for me to sit down and for them to carry
on. So I speak very heartily and strongly in favour of
this budget, and I look forward to seeing the benefits
and effects in my community.

A. Dix: This is quite a momentous moment for me.
There is something called a first speech in the Legisla-
ture, the tradition of a first speech. For some reason
last fall — perhaps a lack of influence with the Whip;
I don't know what it was — I didn't give my first
speech. So this is my first opportunity to speak to the
House in response to a Speech from the Throne or a
budget.

The first thing I want to say is that I think it's fairly
extraordinary for me to represent a constituency such
as Vancouver-Kingsway. It's a constituency, first of all,
with a tremendous tradition of politics — of socialist
and social democratic politics, for the most part. So it's
a real honour to represent it.

I want to recognize the work done by my predeces-
sor, Rob Nijjar, who's a member of the government
party, who worked very hard over four years. I think
it's always important to acknowledge the work that
people do and the contribution to public service they
make in the community.

Of course, as I mentioned, I also talked about the
tradition of this constituency and its importance and
why it is so difficult in some ways to rise and speak.
Grace Maclnnis represented this community — one of
our greatest Canadians, a leader in the fight for human
rights and for women's rights in our society, and an
inspiration for me.

Dave Barrett represented my constituency, and
Dave has just received the Order of Canada. For me,
growing up in politics and learning about politics,
Dave was an inspiration and has left a legacy in this
province, things such as the agricultural land reserve
and little things like the SeaBus — a tradition of ex-
traordinary contribution to public life.

Bob Williams and Alex Macdonald and, more re-
cently than that, Glen Clark — all of these MLAs, I
think, contributed enormously not just to Vancouver-
Kingsway and the life of Vancouver-Kingsway but to
our province.

The previous speaker, the member for Nanaimo-
Parksville, talked about BladeRunners. Well, Glen
Clark played an enormous role in making BladeRun-
ners a successful program over the years. The legacy of
all those people makes me very proud.

I'm also very proud to represent Vancouver-
Kingsway, because it is an extraordinary community
not just in a provincial sense or any sense but in a
world sense. It's a community where people have come
from all over the world. When we hear — at a time of
division in the world, of strife in the world — of people
coming together as a community, speaking 60 different
languages, managing to work together and live to-
gether as a community, that's an inspiration to me.

The other thing I think it says and the other thing
about my community that's so remarkable is people's
commitment to their families, to hard work and to get-
ting a fair chance and fair opportunity in life. If you
look at our work as a community and people's work
and the work with their families, you think of inspira-
tional things like the creation of Collingwood
Neighbourhood House, which was a creation of the
community.

A dear friend of mine, Terry Tayler, who worked
with Glen Clark for many years in fact, essentially
founded Collingwood Neighbourhood House — a
neighbourhood house today that serves hundreds of
thousands of people with programs every year. That
was put together because the community got together
and worked to put it together.

[1030]

The Collingwood crime prevention office, which is
recognized nationally, is another element of the com-
munity. The work done at Renfrew and Trout Lake
Community Centres by community members from all
communities, speaking an enormous number of differ-
ent languages, and the programs and services they give
the community are of such value.

I'm honoured to represent Vancouver-Kingsway. It
is something that humbles me. I hope to give voice to
not only their concerns but their aspirations in this
speech and over the next four years.

I want to turn a little bit to the budget. I think this
budget is a terrible missed opportunity, and really an-
other missed opportunity after four years of missed
opportunity to reflect what I talk about — that sense of
community that drives Vancouver-Kingsway, that
sense of hope for a better life that drives the constitu-
ents in my riding.

Over the last few months I have been up in the
House a few times talking about the Ministry of Chil-
dren and Family Development. I think it's important to
reflect on what's happened in the last four years and
what this budget says about what's happened in the
last four years in terms of children at risk in British
Columbia. One of the characteristics of this govern-
ment for four years has been an abiding elitism. It is a
government that believes that some people's voices are
more important than other people's voices, that the
powerful voices should always be heard and that those
voices that haven't been heard — those who aren't able
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to go to Liberal Party fundraisers, those voices that
don't have access to media institutions — are less im-
portant. I think that is a tragedy for our society.

That tragedy expressed itself in what has happened
over the last four years to children at risk and in the
Ministry of Children and Family Development. We all
recall that in the 1990s — some of us remember the
1990s as well — the man who would be Premier of this
province, the member for Vancouver-Point Grey, get-
ting up again and again and talking about the impor-
tance of serving children at risk. He said it again and
again and again. Who would have thought that that
Premier, that Leader of the Opposition, would turn
around in January 2002 and cut the Ministry of Chil-
dren and Family Development by 23 percent? Who
would have thought it? It was, in fact, a stunning re-
versal.

What happens when you cut the Ministry of Chil-
dren and Family Development by 23 percent? What
voices are raised to say: "No, that's the wrong policy"?
Well, not many in some cases, because the children
directly affected have no voice. In many cases they've
lost their parents, or their parents are not able to take
care of them. These are the ultimate voiceless people in
society, and the first thing this government did was cut
funding for them by 23 percent.

What happens when you cut funding by 23 per-
cent? How do you do that as someone guiding pro-
grams? Well, in that area you can't do it by cutting
community grants. In that area you do it in one of two
ways. You cut the level of services for families and
children at risk. They did that. You cut the number of
children you serve. They did that.

We've talked often about the terrible case that has
recently resulted in an inquest in Port Alberni. I think
it's important to reflect on the impact of those kinds of
government decisions on people on the ground. The
government in July of 2002 implemented a program
called the kith-and-kin program. There was nothing
wrong fundamentally with the kith-and-kin program
— nothing wrong with it — but they implemented it in
a completely negligent manner that reflected the chaos
they caused in the Ministry of Children and Family
Development.

I talked of the 23-percent cuts. They implemented a
new program to protect the most vulnerable children
in society by faxing a single document to agencies.
That's what they did. That's what it means. When you
decide that children at risk don't matter in your budget
decision, that's what it means. You start a new program
to cut expenditures, and all you can do.... You don't
train people. You don't even send an accurate docu-
ment.

[1035]

The document they sent reflects the decline in pub-
lic services under this government, reflects a lack of
business competence on the part of this government.
That document failed to mention 29 serious criminal
offences.

How does that reflect itself? That reflects itself in
testimony by social workers where they looked at this

document, and they didn't see a criminal offence, and
they let a child go to a caregiver. That's how it happens.
That's how it happens when social workers have
caseloads that are completely unreasonable, particu-
larly in rural communities of this province, and are
asked to do impossible jobs. That's how it happens. It
happens because some voices matter to this govern-
ment and some voices don't matter to this government.
We have seen that reflected over time.

They did more than that. They did more than cut
services to families, cut income assistance for single
parents. They did all of those things. Cut access to
day care and to assistance for single mothers — cut
them off. Those were the policies. At the same time as
ministers across the way were saying, "We are keep-
ing children in homes," they were undermining sup-
ports for families. That's what they were doing. It was
a shame, and you see the consequences of it in every
community in this province, particularly in my com-
munity of Vancouver-Kingsway. It was shameful, and
it speaks to a society that is becoming more divided
and a government that believes in dividing a society
more.

They did more than that, and this is cynicism be-
yond any scandal I can possibly imagine. They cut
those services to families, they cut those supports to
children at risk, and then they got rid of all the watch-
dogs. They eliminated the Children's Commission.
They eliminated the child advocate — both agencies
supported by the Premier when he was Leader of the
Opposition. They got rid of them. So while they were
putting forward these damaging policies for families
and children, the people who could blow the whistle
on those policies were themselves silenced.

Further than that, they passed legislation to say
foster parents couldn't speak out on behalf of children
— even though, again, when they were in opposition
they said they'd do the opposite. Then they made it
impossible for people in the system to get information
through FOI. So this is cover-up as public policy. When
we talk about a conspiracy, when we talk about cover-
up, this is cover-up as public policy. It was not a mis-
take. It is cover-up as public policy. We see the conse-
quences in communities across this province today.

The hon. members opposite like to talk about being
number one and a whole bunch of things. Well, one of
the things that this province is number one in right
now, number one in Canada — worse than Newfound-
land, worse than New Brunswick, worse than Quebec,
Ontario and Saskatchewan — is the worst, the highest,
level of child poverty in Canada. We have a budget
here today that does nothing about it — no plan, noth-
ing. The highest level of child poverty in Canada.

When you say you believe in an entrepreneurial
society where people should have equality of opportu-
nity, where people should be able to succeed on the
value of their labour, and then you say to one-quarter
of the people of this province that they are condemned
to live in poverty — and we don't care, and we're not
going to do anything about it — that is a policy of divi-
sion. That is a policy of shame, and that is a policy that
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is going to fundamentally hurt our society. It is com-
pletely, completely unacceptable.

That policy of elitism is seen everywhere. It is seen in
our education system. Our education system is a great
equalizer. I go around to the community schools in my
riding, and I am amazed at the work that is done in
those schools — at Gladstone School where students
work together, and as I said earlier, 40 different lan-
guages are spoken at home. They work together, and
they struggle in larger classes. At Windermere School
400 students volunteer in elementary schools in that area
where they struggle, and they work, and they fight.
They believe in working hard. They believe in contribut-
ing to the community. We owe it to them as a society to
give them the best possible education. What have they
received from this government in that community?

[1040]

I have a school in my constituency, Norquay School,
which has 700 students. There is a large proportion of
students who are English-as-a-second-language students.
As a direct result of decisions made by this government, a
government that claims to believe in equality of opportu-
nity, there are 0.4 teacher-librarians. Just to make people
understand what 0.4 means, it means they're there Mon-
day and Thursday — 700 children. The commitment to
literacy — Monday and Thursday. That is an embarrass-
ment. That is an insult to the government's own great
goals for the education system.

Is it any wonder that we are seeing a more divided
society? When we are seeing at a time — and this is a
very unusual time, a challenge to all of us, a time
where we have at the same time....

If you look back at this last century — the century
just past, the 20th century — you see that periods of
economic growth generally resulted in a broad im-
provement in living standards across society. We have
a period of economic growth right now where a signifi-
cant portion of society is seeing their living standards
dropping significantly. We're seeing it in every facet of
that society. That's partly because of circumstances
around the world, but I'll tell you that it's partly be-
cause of direct action by this government.

In my community of Vancouver-Kingsway there are
1,500 members of the Hospital Employees Union —
1,500 health care workers. There used to be more mem-
bers of that union. Every single one of them saw their
salaries cut. When the statistics say the highest child
poverty in Canada, I can tell you from canvassing in my
constituency that if you go around door-to-door, you
find house after house after house with children home
alone because their parents have to do two, three or four
jobs to make it. That's where the rubber meets the road.

With respect to child poverty in this province,
we've got the highest in Canada, and they have done
nothing about it. At a time of surplus and of plenty,
they are dividing our society more, and it is shameful.
It is shameful because they have taken away the means
of reducing it.

In the past, access to post-secondary education and
access to high-quality public K-to-12 education has
been the great equalizer. That great equalizer has been

eliminated for many of the students and young people
in my constituency by a policy — can you believe it? —
that sees higher classes in the public K-to-12 system, an
elimination of limits on a number of special needs chil-
dren in classrooms, an elimination of ratios for teacher-
librarians and at the same time a doubling of tuition
fees to deny access to a whole group of people who
want to participate in the post-secondary education
system, who want to live the Canadian dream but have
been denied access by public policy of this govern-
ment. It is a more divided society, and these policies of
this government have served to accentuate those divi-
sions.

I want to talk a little bit about health care, because
the government in its budget.... Someone said to me
the other day: "What do you think of the budget? Do
you think it was the worst in seven years?" I said: "No,
just the worst in six months."

It's a different thing every time. Last time it was
seniors. They did a little thing for seniors, and now
they're clawing it back. This time it's a little thing for
children. They have no agenda. They announced a new
relationship. Their definition of serious public policy is
to announce a new relationship with a one-time grant
of $100 million. That's a new relationship. This is a
government without vision and without commitment
to addressing society's problems.

[1045]

Let's talk about public health care, because it was
a big part of the throne speech. It wasn't much a part
of the budget, but it's an indication, perhaps, that the
trip to Europe that the Premier is now on wasn't
given a lot of serious consideration. It probably tells
us all, given that the throne speech was all about
health care and the budget was not about health care,
that maybe no one else got the memo — that in fact
after they put a close on the budget, what they did
was decide that we have no agenda, so let's do health
care. When they say, "Do health care," they mean: do
health care.

The fact of the matter is that our health care system
— our single-payer health care system, our public
health care system — is one of the main reasons why
our economy in Canada is more efficient. You don't
have to ask me. Talk to the president of General Motors
in the United States. Talk to the guy in the United
States who for 17 years ran a small lumber business
and had to close it down because he couldn't pay for
health care. He got a job with a business that provided
some health benefits. He closed down his business to
do that.

If you look at the Competitive Alternatives study
that's done by KPMG Peat Marwick, an international
accounting firm, they'll tell you this. One of the reasons
why our jurisdiction is more competitive and has been
more competitive historically than.... Vancouver and
Kelowna and Nelson and communities across B.C. are
more competitive because of the efficiency of the public
health care system.

The statistics are startling. In the United States each
citizen pays $1,200 for health care administration — not
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for health care, for health care administration — to
insurance companies. In Canada, our efficient public
system, it's $300. For businesses, for individuals, that is
a huge advantage to our economy.

They want to privatize our system. This trip to
France, if you excuse the expression, is a canard. What
they have in mind, when they're talking about the pub-
lic health care system, is the United States.

Let's remember. Let's reflect on the value of public
health care to our country, our people, our economy,
our society. First of all, it says what we all know: health
is a public good. It's not a private good; it's a public
good. What public health care means for all of us is
that what is good for some of us should be good for all
of us — that our health care, our access to health care,
our access to good health should not be determined by
our income. It says to the wealthy — those of privilege
in our society, those of power in our society — that if
you want to improve health care, if you want better
access to health care, then you have an obligation to
improve it for everybody, not go out and buy it your-
self.

They say we can't afford it. They say we can't afford
good health care. They say it's not sustainable. In the
last 60 years we have seen remarkable innovations in
health care, all of which have made health care in many
respects more effective. Life expectancies have in-
creased. Heart surgeries, which many of us know....
All of us in this House probably know some people
whose lives have been saved because of those innova-
tions.

Health care has become more expensive, and it's
what makes the public side of health care more impor-
tant today than it's ever been, because those costs can
come to any of us. Anyone in this House could be
bankrupted if we didn't have public health insurance,
because something could come along that could affect
us fundamentally. That's why we need public health
care. It's more important today than it's ever been. It's
more important to protect its efficiencies, its equality,
its justice for Canadians. It's more important.

For a government to announce in its throne speech
that it is going to review public health care, that it
plans to expand private health care, doesn't make any
sense, and it's the wrong direction. This is a time when
we need to expand public health care.

Let me say this about it. We don't need to go to
Europe to find that out. We had a royal commission in
this country, the Romanow commission, and they went
around this country and did one of the most compre-
hensive reports. What did they conclude? The best way
of containing some of the costs of health care is to keep
the system public. The best way to control health care
expenditures in the long run is to keep the system pub-
lic. The best way to improve our health care system is
to expand public health care, not to contract public
health care.

[1050]

That's what they said. This government didn't like
that answer, and it has ignored the answer ever since.
But that, hopefully, is the future of public medicare in

this country. It's the Romanow commission and not the
Premier's one-day trip to France.

Look, I'm not talking about a few studies. Every
study, a review of 149 studies, has said that public and
not-for-profit health care is more efficient and gives a
higher quality of care than private health care in the
United States. That's what it shows. This isn't me talk-
ing. It's the Canadian Health Services Research Foun-
dation, funded by governments, including the gov-
ernment opposite.

Every study that's talked about the creation of a
parallel private system says that it increased wait-lists.
The Premier is not going to find out anything different
in France no matter where his brother-in-law guides
him. Every study shows that.

So as a society, it seems to me that we have to act
now. You know, what I talked about when I said what
makes my community great is a sense of people work-
ing together, a sense of people coming together from
all different parts of the world and supporting each
other. This government believes in a world of division
where the few benefit and the rest of us have to strug-
gle along. Well, there are very few people in society
wealthy enough to hire security guards to protect
themselves from society's ills. The rest of us have to
live together.

That means doing what this budget didn't do: im-
proving our public education system and giving young
people access to all of the opportunities of the future;
improving public health care so it will be sustainable
and so that the life expectancy and the health of people
in our province continue to improve; and improving
the lot of people in poverty today and having a plan to
engage that issue and to reduce it so that all children —
not just some children — have access to everything our
society has to offer. All of us need to do this.

This is our problem as a society. That's what the
people who live in Vancouver-Kingsway sent me here
to say. That's what they all said. They wanted me to
fight for a society of equality of opportunity for all. I'm
honoured to do it.

Hon. I. Chong: I'm pleased to rise to speak on the
budget, as [ am every time I get an opportunity.

It's interesting to listen to the members opposite,
and I've heard from a number of them about: "Let's
park the '90s; let's not talk about the '90s." Yet on the
other hand, they keep saying: "Let's go back. Let's go
back." Well, if you don't want to talk about the '90s, I
don't know why you want to keep talking about going
back.

What they want to do is take us back to 2001 where
they can pick up where they left off and continue to
drive the economy down — down to number ten and
stay at number ten. Well, we're not going to let that
happen. We're going to stay at number one where we
are now.

When the NDP formed government in 1991, they had
the number-one economy. Things were on the upswing.
But by the time they left, they left it in the number-ten
place. We said we would turn things around, and we
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have. We said jobs would come back to this province,
investment would come back to this province, and it
has. But what they did in the '90s.... They drove in-
vestment out. They drove jobs out, and the only busi-
ness and industry that flourished in the '90s was the
moving-van business.

People, and young people in particular, were head-
ing out. To hear the member from Kingsway talk about
having opportunity.... Well, where is the opportunity
when there are no jobs? Where is the opportunity when
there is no business? Where is the opportunity when
there is no investment? But that's what they would
have you believe — that they want people to have op-
portunity.

[1055]

Well, you better have a strong economy, you better
have jobs, and you better have an ability for people to
stay in this province. That's what we're going to do,
and that's what Budget 2006 is building on.

You know, Madam Speaker, I remember when I
first came to this place in 1996. Shortly thereafter, when
things started going bad for the NDP.... I know the
member from Kingsway knows, because he was work-
ing for the then Premier, Mr. Glen Clark, at the time.
The one item they blamed the economy on — the spiral
downward — the one thing they kept pointing out was
the Asian meltdown, the tech meltdown.

An Hon. Member: Asian flu.

Hon. I. Chong: Well, they called it the Asian flu,
but it was a meltdown, they said. That was the one
thing they kept talking about for the next four years.

[H. Bloy in the chair.]

Well, let me tell you something. From 2001 when
we were elected to the time of 2005 in our first term, we
went through 9/11, through the avian flu, through
BSE. We saw our Canadian dollar rise, and we got
SARS. Every industry....

Interjection.

Hon. I. Chong: And softwood lumber.

Every segment of our industry was affected, yet
what happened? We put in good, sound fiscal man-
agement. We gave confidence to investors and to the
bond-rating agencies such that the economy was able
to turn around. You might not want to believe this, but
the facts are the facts. That government, the NDP, saw
our credit rating downgraded. We saw the credit rating
upgraded.

You might want to stay insulated to what's going
on in British Columbia, but you have to look outside
the borders. You have to look beyond B.C. borders,
because those are the people who are going to judge us.
They're going to judge our economic performance;
they're going to judge our fiscal performance. They're
saying we're doing a good job in British Columbia.
That's why investment is back. That's why we got the

credit upgrades. That's why we also got a Conference
Board of Canada ranking in our health outcomes as
number one in Canada — not number ten, number one.

Budget 2006 is good for B.C. because it builds on a
plan. It builds on a vision. It pays particular attention
to one segment of our society, and that is the children.
Budget 2005, the update last year, was built around the
seniors, and as the Minister of Finance has said, this is
about taking one budget after another and building on
it — unlike what the NDP did. They talk about having
a plan and having a vision. Well, I was here for those
years, and in 1996 or 2001 there was never a plan,
never a vision.

The only thing they did have — but it kept chang-
ing all the time — was a so-called debt management
plan, which then became a debt economic plan. It went
through five or six different iterations. Even so, it was
supposed to be a plan, but they never kept to the plan,
and they never once made the targets that they wanted
to do in that plan. All they did in terms of debt was
double it in their time in government.

We have not been in office for as long as their first
term in office. We have been here for almost five years.
In their first term, their first full five years, they had
done more damage to this province — which is what
brought me to these chambers — from '91 to '96. If 1
had felt things were going well, I would have stayed
working in my accounting practice. I would have
stayed on as a councillor. But I saw things happening
in this province, and I just couldn't sit still.

I hear members opposite say they were brought
here to this chamber because the people wanted them
to come and express their views and bring their con-
cerns here. Well, we all did that as well. We all did that
in the '90s, because we saw that things were going ter-
ribly wrong. Someone had to step forward and make a
difference, and we did. We made a difference, and
we're going to continue to make a difference.

In the '90s there were no new nurse training spaces.
In fact, there was a reduction. There were no new doc-
tor training spaces. We've got a plan to double that. It's
happening. People talk about health care as being im-
portant, and it is important, but you need your doctors,
your nurses to be in the facilities to take care of people.
If you're driving them out of the province to Abu
Dhabi and other places, then how are we going to have
the services that we need? You have to encourage
them. You have to encourage them to stay.

[1100]

When I was elected in 1996.... A year after I was
elected, I had six nursing students attend my con-
stituency office. I know we're all going to have exam-
ples, but the opposition needs to hear this. Six nursing
students asked me what I thought was going to hap-
pen to the health care system, because they wanted to
know what their future was going to be in British
Columbia.

At the end of the discussion, I said, "Well, I'm not in
government; I'm in opposition. I'll speak up for you,
but you're going to have to wait and see what that
NDP government does" — which was very little. At the
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end of the discussion, they said: "You know, we didn't
know what was going to happen, but we kind of have
made up our minds. Five of us are not staying; one of
us is staying."

Well, things have changed. Since we've increased
the nursing spaces in our first term in government and
with what we've done to encourage nursing spaces to
be here, we have seen over 90 percent of those nurses
trained in British Columbia stay in British Columbia.
That's important.

The status quo is no longer going to work. We have
to ensure that people around this province, British Co-
lumbians, understand that. We are in a new century
with new technology, with new ways of providing
services, and we have to take advantage of that.

I would like to be able to continue, and I will con-
tinue in a moment. But if I could just yield the floor for
a moment to my colleague.

Hon. M. de Jong: I seek leave to make an introduc-
tion.

Leave granted.
Introductions by Members

Hon. M. de Jong: In the gallery today watching this
scintillating debate on the budget are 60 grade five
students from the great King Traditional School in
school district 34, Abbotsford. They are travelling with,
I think, 30-some-odd parents. Their teachers Ms. Rasti
and Mr. Goulet are with them, and I hope the House
will make all of these grade five students feel welcome.

Debate Continued

Hon. I. Chong: I know how important it is when
we have visitors to this chamber that we have an op-
portunity to acknowledge them, so I appreciate the fact
we were able to do so.

I've heard time and time again from members op-
posite about cuts to health care, cuts to education, and
it's becoming quite tiresome. If you take a look at the
real facts, if you take a look at the record, if you take a
look at all the budgets that have been presented since
2001, you'll see that that is not the case. I don't know
what kind of rose-coloured glasses they're wearing, but
when we took office in 2001, the budget then for health
care was about $9.5 billion. Within two months, and
even less than that, I believe — in less than two months
— when we had a chance to look at the books, right
away the Health Ministry officials said: "We're going to
be short about $700 million right away." We were not
even three months into the new fiscal year, so that
shows what kind of budgeting was done.

We had to put the dollars in there. Every year since
2001 the health care budget has increased to the point
where it's approaching $12 billion. That is a sizable
increase. For members opposite to say that there has
been a cut to the health care budget is very disingenu-

ous of them all. I would hope that at some point they
would at least acknowledge there has been an increase.

I also heard members of the opposition on many
occasions — well, there are only a few that are here
from the '90s — who used to say: "Well, we have the
highest per-capita spending in health care." Well, if you
take a look at the increase we've provided but not nec-
essarily the increase in the population that has oc-
curred, we also still have the highest spending in
health care per capita.

In terms of education, and I know this is important
to everyone.... They also talk about education spend-
ing. That budget has increased every single year, and
in this 2006 budget it is still increasing, even in times of
student enrolment that is declining. Therefore, an in-
crease is occurring — again, the highest ever in terms
of per-capita spending per student.

Those are the facts. They're not myths. We're not
trying to mislead anyone. I don't understand why the
opposition is trying to do so. The books are there; you
can take a look at them. We have three-year fiscal
plans, three-year service plans — the first time ever —
that are out there, so you can actually look out and see
what government's plan and vision are for British Co-
lumbians.

You may want to disagree; that's fine. That's cer-
tainly in your purview to do so, but you cannot dismiss
the truth and the fact. The fact is that health care
spending, education, are at their highest level ever.
We're very proud of that fact.

[1105]

As I said, we have seen this province change in so
many ways in five years. We've come to be a leader in
so many ways. We've been acknowledged around the
world as being leaders in so many ways. I can tell you
that when we had an economy that was on life support,
there was no hope. There was despair. But we've seen
that change.

I've talked to young people. I've talked to a lot of
young people who are especially looking for jobs in the
trades and in construction. They see that these are
some pretty good years ahead, and they're prepared to
continue working so they can build a lifestyle for their
family. They can build homes, and they want to stay
here.

I know that people will talk about the fact that
we've got high commodity prices and things like that,
which have created a surplus, and I won't dispute that.
Yes, there have been some high commodity prices that
have allowed us to have a surplus. But unlike the NDP,
who took one-time surpluses and then tried to put it
out into a program with no sustainability, we have
been much more responsible. What we've done is put
the surplus aside for one-time use, which is why the
Minister of Finance has been able to put out a bonus for
the bargaining sectors that will be taking place. But
should that not be taken up, that will be put down on
debt. I would think taxpayers around the province
would think that's a good thing.

The fact is that going out into the next three years,
the budgets that have been prepared are prepared such



2622 BriTisH COLUMBIA DEBATES

THURSDAY, MARCH 2, 2006

that there is a revenue stream that will support those
programs — as opposed to what the NDP did in their
last budget, when they balanced their budget. I'm not
going to dispute that, either, because the Auditor Gen-
eral said that happened. But when they balanced their
budget, it was a one-year budget with no sustainability
— new programs, new services, but still no vision, no
plan. That is not the way we should treat our British
Columbians. That is not the way they have come to
expect to be treated, and that is not the way we are
treating them.

We were reduced to a have-not status when the
NDP were in government. We are coming out of that
have-not status. That is another important and signifi-
cant position that British Columbia has put itself in. It
has taken a lot of time and a lot of work, but our job is
not done. That is one of the reasons why British Co-
lumbians re-elected a B.C. Liberal government for a
second term. They saw that we had a vision, they saw
that we had a plan for sustainability, they saw that we
made progress, and they saw that there was leadership.
Those are fundamentally the reasons why we are here
again.

We will continue to build on a plan that brings
about sound fiscal management while protecting
health care and education, and we'll also ensure that
we have a revitalized economy so that jobs are plentiful
for young people. As has been said many times, now
we have more jobs than there are people. In the '90s
there were more people for the very few jobs that ex-
isted.

I know members of the opposition are going to be
touring around the province, as they should do. I did
that, too, when I was in opposition. I visited towns, and
I saw the depression that took place. Their towns were
going through difficult times because the economy was
bad, and I saw some of the needs they had. But when I
spoke with people, they said: "You have got to turn
things around. You have got to get some hope back
into our small towns and our villages."

That is happening. We know that having a good
budget, being fiscally responsible, having prudent
management.... We know that people are seeing that
we are applying common sense, and they know that
hard work does in the end pay off.

B.C. has regained its position. We're a leader in job
growth, we're a leader in housing starts, and we're a
leader in construction permits. We're a leader in retail
sales, and we're a leader in consumer and business
confidence. Doesn't it feel great? Maybe I can get the
other members on the opposite side to say that. How
does it feel to be a leader as opposed to a failure? It
feels good on this side. It feels pretty good. It feels
good to lead.

[1110]

It's not very nice to have to follow, and it's not good
to be the laughingstock of the country, where other
jurisdictions talk about British Columbia failing. That's
what happened in the '90s. You need only look at a
number of the articles, international articles. Again,
you insulate yourself in these borders. You don't see

what people are saying. We cannot just survive on our
own, unto our own little province. We need to have
trade with other jurisdictions. We need to expand our
horizons with other jurisdictions. We can only do so
when we gain their respect, and we are doing that.

British Columbians are excited. They're excited
about making plans for the future. Many of them are
talking about 2010 and beyond, and that's exciting. I
don't think they ever talked about it that way before.
We know that what we presented in our first budget of
last year, of 2005, and in this budget of 2006, gives
them hope. It gives them opportunity. What's more
important, it says that this is a government that is con-
tinually committed to making sure that British Colum-
bia stays and remains a leader in many, many ways.

Last February, last year, before the election, we
brought out five great goals that we want to achieve.
These five great goals are not meant to be achieved in a
year or in a month or in a week. These are five great
goals that will span and be achieved over a decade.
Some will be achieved sooner. Others will take a bit
longer. I ask members of the opposition to work with
us to achieve them. I don't understand how they would
not want these five great goals to be achieved.

How would they not want B.C. to be the best-
educated, most literate jurisdiction on the continent?
Why would they not want that for their communities,
for their citizens? Why would they not support us in
our budget, where we see an increase in the K-to-12
education spending? Why would they not support us
when they see $2.4 billion for post-secondary institu-
tions, new or expanded institutions? Why would they
not support us with 25,000 new post-secondary spaces
around the province?

Goal two: to lead the way in North America in
healthy living and physical fitness. Why would they
not want to support us in seeing that happen? Why
would they not want to ensure that people live healthy,
long lives and are physically fit, so that the diseases
that are out there and prevalent don't afflict so many
families? Our budget, again, provides an additional
$301 million funding for health care. That's nearly $2
billion in new funding over the next three years. Why
would they not want to support that?

I know there has been a lot of talk, as well, about
beds for seniors, long-term care beds and that. I would
agree we want to see a variety of housing options for
our seniors — residential, assisted-living, supportive
housing. All these are important, and that's why there
are dollars made available for that.

I know the members opposite will bring up case
after case, and I will concede that that is certainly their
right to do. But let me share with you one of my stories
from when I was in opposition. I had a family who
came to see me, whose mother had been on a wait-list
for over a year and a half. When she was first put on
the wait-list, she could have lived independently, but
by the time she was told that she was at the very top of
the wait-list, she had deteriorated terribly, to the point
that her dementia was starting to kick in. Then — in-
sult to injury — she was on the very top of the list,
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ready to go into the next unit, when she was bumped
yet again. That's when the family came to see me. It
took another six months, but through the work of my
office, we were able to get her a placement.

I'haven't brought those stories forward.... We know
that the health care demands are always going to be
out there in our communities, but for the members of
the opposition to say that this has happened overnight
or in the last four years is simply wrong. It was there in
the '90s — '95, '96, '97 — all the way up to 2001. Worse
yet, when I visited some of these long-term care facili-
ties and went into these three- and four-bed wards,
where you see seniors who first entered these places
when they were in their 70s and were still there 20
years later in their 90s, who, when they first entered,
were still somewhat independent but now had to use
walkers.... To see three people in their walkers lining
up to use the one washroom in that ward, because that
was the way it was set up....

[1115]

To listen to the opposition, it would almost appear
that they wanted us to build 5,000 beds the way they
had built them: as four- and three-bed wards. That's
not providing dignity to our seniors. We have changed
that — providing flexibility, housing options — and I
am proud of what I have seen that is showing up in my
community. I have seen renovations that have taken
place, and I have talked to individuals.

We never had a campus-of-care model. I have gone
around the province and visited a number of cities that
have now been putting in place a campus-of-care
model. You start off with independent living, and you
move into assisted living and supportive living and,
eventually, 24-hour care. Those options were never
available before, but they're there now.

I know that members of the opposition will stand
up one after another, and they'll cry that the sky is fal-
ling in and this is happening and that is happening. I
guess we're going to listen to them, as I know they're
listening to us. But at the end of the day, what you
have to remember is that we have an aging population.
Currently, one in seven individuals in this province is
age 65 and older, but in 25 years that ratio will change
to one in four.

As I mentioned when I gave my throne speech re-
sponse, those of us here who may be in our 40s or 50s
and who have a senior parent in their 60s or 70s will
also be a senior while our parent is a senior. Our needs
will be different, and we had better find a way to meet
those needs. That's what we're doing by having a vari-
ety of options.

Our third goal was to build the best system of sup-
port in Canada for persons with disabilities, special
needs, children at risk and seniors. Our Budget 2006, in
fact, is doing that. By adding $421 million over the next
four years, that is going to go a long way to the well-
being of vulnerable children, as well as to children in
general. It also means more supports for caregivers,
more support for family members.

The fact that we're going to continue to build on the
work of the crystal meth secretariat — that's important.

In the '90s crystal meth was not a drug that was well
talked about. There were other drugs, I'm sure, that
were the drugs of the day that were a problem. But
crystal meth has taken such a hold of our children and
even our young adults, and it has so quickly become a
scourge that we have to deal with it. The fact that we
put additional dollars into the crystal meth secretariat
to look for solutions and to raise awareness so that we
can stop this scourge is important.

The fact that we've brought in some tax reductions
for homeowners, as well, providing $309 million over
the next four years to improve the homeowner grant
program, is another good, positive step here.

We know that another goal we had was to lead the
world in sustainable environmental management with
the best air and water quality and best fisheries man-
agement. That, too, is reflected in our budget of 2006.
The living rivers trust fund will be enhanced by $14
million, tripling the province's commitment. As well,
$30 million will go towards support for the coastal first
nations conservation economic development opportu-
nities. An additional $113 million will help reforest
areas devastated by the mountain pine beetle and sup-
port increased beetle timber harvest levels.

Finally, our fifth goal — and we're well on the way
to meeting this goal — is to create more jobs per capita
than anywhere else in Canada. You know that this is
definitely happening when we say that we have more
jobs than there are people. But we cannot rest on our
laurels. We cannot just sit idly by, because when you
have more jobs than people and people not filling
them, you have another problem. That is why we are
expanding opportunities for skills and training devel-
opment with an additional $400 million over four
years.

That also includes the very successful BladeRun-
ners program that everyone has been talking about. I'm
glad this is the one program that people on both sides
of the House agree is important and needed to be ex-
panded. Again, if it was that important back when the
NDP were in government, why did they not expand it
even greater when they were in office? They didn't,
because perhaps there weren't enough jobs available.
That's not happening now. We have the jobs, so we
want the training. We want to expand this and take it
around the province.

[1120]

BladeRunners is an excellent program, I'm happy to
say. It's housed in our ministry. We're going to con-
tinue to monitor that, and we're going to see how that
can be expanded and how the program evolves around
the province. It certainly is going to be very welcome
news to places such as Prince George.

We're also going to be providing more opportuni-
ties for women through a mentoring program. There
have been women who have been out of the workplace
for far too long — for their own choices. They may
have stayed home or they've had other family reasons,
but I have heard from women who've said: "It is time
for me to come back to the workforce. I've been gone
for ten years."
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In ten years things have changed. The way we
communicate — some have to upgrade their computer
skills. Some have to have more training in how an of-
fice environment works. We're going to be working
through that on a mentoring program so that women
who want to re-enter the workforce feel comfortable.
These could be mature women, as well, who are in
their — I'm hoping again not to offend anyone, but
mature women — 50s and 60s who want to come back
into the workforce, who have been gone for so long.
There is an opportunity, as I say, because we have
more jobs.

A good testament of success is the unemployment
rate, and British Columbia's unemployment rate is the
lowest in 30 years. That's more than half my life. It's
just about the time I came out and had my first job. So I
guess from the time I graduated to now, we're back to
where I was when I graduated, when it was the lowest
unemployment. I do remember when I first came out of
high school there were plenty of jobs and there were
plenty of opportunities, but that did change over the
'90s. We're back there, where the unemployment rate is
the lowest it has been in 30 years.

I want to just remark that here in Greater Victoria
and the capital region area the unemployment rate is
even lower. It's closer to something like 4 percent. By
providing for ESL training, that's going to mean new
immigrants will have an opportunity to enter the
workforce as quickly as possible.

What I can say about this budget is that it has a
positive impact on British Columbians. It has a positive
impact on communities around the province, so of
course it has a positive impact on my riding of Oak
Bay-Gordon Head. I know that over the next number
of years we're going to continue to see improvements
in a variety of services and programs. We're building
on the strengths of our communities, and that's what
I'm particularly proud of.

I just want to say, before I sit down, that it's impor-
tant that all members really look at the budget in the
closest way possible, reach and grind down into those
numbers that they want to, because I did that when I
was in opposition. I don't expect anything less of this
opposition, but they have to take a look, see and admit
that the numbers speak for themselves. The numbers
show the two key areas of importance that everyone
speaks about, health care and education, have gone up,
and they will continue to go up.

You know, this isn't the '90s, and I say thank good-
ness for that. The '90s saw too much despair. This is the
21st century. This is the century where we're going to
see hope, opportunity, prosperity, progress and leader-
ship all restored to this province. We are going to see
that this province continues to lead well beyond 2010,
well beyond many of us being here. But we have to
make sure that happens by setting the pace now. We
have to make sure that happens by making sure that
those fundamental principles are in place.

When we took office, we had heard a rumour out
there that members of the NDP government of the day
had said that they were going to scramble things so

badly that we couldn't unscramble them. We have
started to unscramble them. B.C. is back.

K. Conroy: I rise today in response to the govern-
ment's budget. Last Tuesday the Finance Minister de-
livered this government's seventh budget. There is no
evidence of subsidiarity in this latest budget, no evi-
dence of greater accountability. In fact, if anything,
there is evidence of even greater centralized control of
government from within the Premier's office.

[1125]

The Premier's office was the recipient of the single
greatest budget increase over the next three years: 40
percent. While Treasury Board refused to increase the
budget for B.C.'s independent Auditor General — a
mere $500,000 request — it granted the Premier's office
another $1.7 million increase every year for the next
three years. I think too many ministries are being run
from the Premier's office.

The budget was disappointing for many other rea-
sons as well. But it was most disappointing to average
British Columbians looking for some relief — a fact
that has been brought up by my constituents that I
have talked to back home in my constituency. The pas-
senger from North Vancouver that I sat next to on a
flight from Penticton or the mom that I have been talk-
ing to who is trying to make ends meet finding good,
quality child care — none of them are feeling the bene-
fits talked about in this budget.

This government had the opportunity to plan for
B.C.'s future and to help make life more affordable for
average families — the people who, as the Finance Min-
ister herself acknowledged in her budget speech, paid
the highest price over the past five years. Unfortunately,
in many respects, she missed that opportunity.

For years British Columbians have seen big in-
creases in the cost of living. In the name of budget re-
straint, the government delivered hikes in user fees and
declining services. Increases in tuition fees, fuel taxes,
MSP premiums, prescription drugs, hunting and fish-
ing licences, hydro costs, auto insurance — all have
made life more expensive for people in my constitu-
ency.

By providing no relief from these user fees and
consumption taxes, this budget fails to make a real
difference for people in West Kootenay-Boundary.
There was some targeted tax relief for business, a posi-
tion on taxes that we generally support. But what was
missing was any relief from the consumption taxes and
fee increases that have characterized the current gov-
ernment's approach to fiscal management. The home-
owner's grant increase was a symbolic effort but not
very effective when we look at the increases in prop-
erty taxes, which the grant increase won't cover.

This latest budget offers very little in the way of
long-term planning or vision for our province's future.
With record windfall revenues from resources, British
Columbians expected more from this government than
the status quo. This budget, in fact, contains nearly $1.8
billion in discretionary funds with no accountability for
how that money will be used.
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Citizens deserve a say in how their tax dollars are
being spent. For example, cities, towns and villages
facing mill closures and forest restructuring will find
little in this budget to help. How many more Midways
will this government be dealing with? There is no
strategy to help resource communities struggling with
the downturn in the forest industry. A transition fund-
ing program that is there one day is gone the next. We
had to push the Ministry of Community Services to
ensure the transition funding stayed in the community
of Midway after they cancelled it. Where is the well-
planned transition program in that situation? It's here
today, gone tomorrow and back again with pressure
from the opposition. Communities shouldn't have to go
through this turmoil in times of crises.

We need to start long-term investment now to en-
sure economic diversification opportunities are there
when communities will need them most. Communities
like Grand Forks are struggling to retain their indus-
tries — industries like Canpar, who certainly aren't
feeling the economic benefits in this province. They are
competing with big-box stores with cheap imports
from China, while they have some of the most envi-
ronmentally sound products in the country. They sell
custom-routed doors that are found in offices and
homes throughout North America. There are only two
manufacturing plants like this in Canada: one in On-
tario, and one in Grand Forks — Canpar. The Ontario
plant gets grants from the Ontario government — but
not in B.C. Economic benefits need to be shared across
the province for all British Columbians.

[1130]

The government did not put forward a coherent
plan to address child care demands or rising child pov-
erty and homelessness rates. This budget still assumes
Prime Minister Harper will fund the national child care
plan. We know that won't happen, and I think the
members opposite are finally getting it. There is no
replacement, though. Families are struggling to find
good, quality child care. The field is losing excellent
early childhood educators to education and the health
care field, where their experience and education is rec-
ognized with a living wage and decent benefits.

B.C.'s child poverty rate is also the highest in Can-
ada. The number of homeless people in our communi-
ties has doubled. Food banks are growing. In commu-
nities that used to not have any, they now have at least
one, if not two. Families with children are the most
frequent users, not because they want to be there but
because they have to be.

This government had a real opportunity to make a
strong commitment to help. Instead, it has said it will
move to a landlord subsidy program that will not help
families living in poverty find safe and affordable
housing; it will make unscrupulous landlords wealth-
ier, and families will still struggle to find affordable
housing.

Our province is facing an unprecedented skills
shortage, but the Finance Minister's announcement
around skills training misses the mark. In August 2005
the independent economic advisory council warned

the government that the shortage of skilled workers is
a major threat to B.C.'s economic position. We have
already seen cancelled projects and skyrocketing con-
struction costs. The new commitments fail to make up
for five years of poor management in B.C.'s training
and apprenticeship programs. It was this government
that cut apprenticeship funding, closed recruitment
offices and completely dismantled B.C.'s trades train-
ing programs.

As a result, we are now far behind provinces like
Alberta — Alberta, which has become the home for
many young people from my area. People like our son,
who will become a journeyman millwright this year
with his Red Seal interprovincial ticket. He will be able
to go anywhere in Canada and work. Will he or his
friends come back to B.C., back to where the industry
only wants to pay for certain skills of a tradesperson,
not the entire package? I doubt it.

It was interesting to hear the member opposite
from Oak Bay-Gordon Head talk about Abu Dhabi,
because in fact people from Abu Dhabi are coming to
Calgary, to SAIT, to look for journeymen, to look for
skilled tradespersons to come to their country to work.
They're not coming to B.C. They're not coming here.
They're looking for skilled tradespeople in Alberta be-
cause they are some of the best in this country.

After last week's throne speech British Columbians
were looking for government to provide leadership on
health care. However, after everything we have heard
this week and last week in this province, it has become
quite obvious that there were no answers and there
was no direction in this budget. This government has
had years to fulfil their 5,000-bed promise to B.C. sen-
iors. Instead, in our area we have seen tragic conse-
quences to the cuts to long-term care beds and to acute
care beds. This budget provides no certainty that B.C.
seniors will ever get those additional beds. We are see-
ing the effects every day in our hospitals.

Recent stories of seniors being separated from their
spouses, taken from their communities without the
consent of their physician or families, have become
symbolic of many of the current government's failures
in health care: seniors in acute care beds without ade-
quate levels of care; long waits for surgery; crises in
emergency services; hallway beds in busy regional
hospitals, which they never used to have; management
chaos at local health authorities; senior management
staff not speaking to the Deputy Minister of Health as
she undertakes a major review in the region.

The last budget was called the seniors budget, but
seniors and their families have realized that just calling
a budget a seniors budget does nothing in real terms to
help. The families in our area who have lost loved ones
as they struggle to deal with separation, the families
who should have had support, care and compassion as
they dealt with the loss of their parents, their grandma,
grandpa, aunt or uncle.... It's just criminal.

[1135]

My condolences to the families of Fanny Albo,
Elmer Hall, Dave Murrell, Freda Plested and Ferdinand
Schneider. The health care system has failed you, and
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your courage in sharing your tragic stories with the
public has already benefited others. Today I have
learned that two seniors who were moved away have
now been returned to their home communities, so Win
Guesford's and Bill Johnson's families thank you, and I
thank you for your courage.

What is wrong with the system, a system that dis-
regards the wishes of a family or of a fragile senior
who only wants to spend the last days of their lives in
the community they contributed to all their lives with
their families beside them? There are other families
who are struggling to deal with the trauma of an aging
relative and have not the resources to support that
struggle — families like the Lesys of Robson. Maurice
is in a first-available bed in New Denver; Vicky is at
home. She must travel a four-hour return trip to visit
him. She requires dialysis three times a day, has osteo-
porosis and can't have Maurice at home. She doesn't
drive and has to rely on others. She tells me it's demen-
tia and a heart attack that are robbing her of her Rock
of Gibraltar. He doesn't understand why he can't be
with her. The stress on her is taking its toll. After 55
years together they shouldn't be separated, but they
are. This is not right.

Fred and Anne Fomenoff have been together for 58
years. They were happy in assisted living. They had
figured out their budget so they could afford it. Fred
became ill and was hospitalized and could no longer be
at their home. The closest bed was in Grand Forks.
Anne said to me: "Fred will die." She couldn't get to
Grand Forks. She needs to see him. Well, private care
was available to them at the cost of $115 a day, $3,400 a
month. Plus she still has to pay her assisted-living rent
— almost $5,000 a month in total. For one month she
said maybe she could afford it — maybe two — but no
longer. What can these families do? What kind of con-
tinuum of care is this for Fred and Anne?

Other families are struggling to find the resources
to keep their loved ones closer to home. Spouses are
being asked by the health authority if they can't get a
reverse mortgage to cover the cost of private care. "Can
your children not pay?" And on it goes, but no one
offers to publicly fund existing private beds.

We shouldn't have to be bringing these stories to
the attention of the Minister of Health to get attention.
These stories should not be happening at all. The re-
port that was released yesterday on the tragic situation
of Fanny Albo and her family lays out in detail exactly
what has been said in this House last week and this
week and what this government has denied. There is a
crisis, and it needs to be dealt with provincially, not
just in the Kootenays.

There are some interesting points in the reports,
recommendations that I'm looking forward to being
implemented — for instance, the review of the first-
available-bed policy. Yes, it has been in our area for a
long time, but it used to work because there were beds
in communities. In the last five years there have been
127 beds cut from the closure of Mater Mis in Rossland
and Kiro Manor in Trail. Did we need all those beds?
No. Did we need to lose them all? No. Kiro needed

very little renovation to be fixed up. In fact, most folks
would argue that it was just fine compared to what we
have now.

Yes, we need to look at the first-available-bed pol-
icy and take into consideration all of the ramifications
that are associated with the decision-making — ques-
tions like: how feasible is it for families to remain con-
nected; what special considerations are needed for on-
going medical care; identification of key decision-
makers; and an appeal process for families.

Also in the last five years health watch groups have
formed and been very active throughout my constitu-
ency, loudly advocating for quality health care in our
region. Many of the issues they have been advocating
for will hopefully be looked at with this report and
dealt with by the government and the Interior Health
Authority. Recommendation six, for instance — "To
proceed with initiatives to effectively engage the com-
munities of Kootenay-Boundary in their health care
system" — is what I call a huge win for those hard-
working groups.

[1140]

Dedicated volunteers like Marylynn Rakuson, Bob
Jackson, Maureen Mitchell and Joan Reichardt, who
was here in the gallery yesterday with us, will hope-
fully now have the opportunity to engage with the
IHA, talk about their health care system — not the
IHA's health care system, but the community's health
care system. To quote from the report: "Their health
care system." These are the people that know and un-
derstand what is happening. They hear the stories.
They see the problems, and they have good, concrete
solutions. They only want to be respected and engaged.
They are not oppositionists. They are passionate real-
ists who know that there are ways we can work to-
gether to fix the system.

[Mr. Speaker in the chair.]

I will quote Bob Jackson's reaction to the report: "I
note that recommendation six is something that Health
Watch and similar groups have been trying to get the
IHA to do since it was founded. It is something that
has been steadfastly refused. We can only hope that it
means IHA will, in future, engage in a genuine dia-
logue with communities rather than simply slathering
them with propaganda or refusing to release even sim-
ple statistics without an FOI request."

On that note, I also hope this report spurs the Inte-
rior Health Authority to look at its corporate makeup,
to re-examine the way it manages the system, because
yes, I do understand that they are dealing with a multi-
million-dollar system, but they need to look at how
they are managing the system. Is it a corporation? I say
no. It is a health system, a health care system, where
we are dealing with people, not widgets. We are deal-
ing with families, not outcomes. The people who work
in the system need to be heard. The doctors, nurses,
support staff and the many volunteers all have great
ideas on how the system can work better. Respect these
people; talk to them; listen to them. Together we can all
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have a system that can meet the needs of the
Kootenays.

I was on Nightline last night with Michael Smyth,
and due to the flood of calls I was asked to stay on the
program longer. Were they all calls from the
Kootenays? No. In fact, they were from Vancouver,
Delta, Ashcroft, Clearbrook, Kelowna — not just the
Kootenays. This is a systemic problem throughout the
province. This government and the Minister of Health
need to stand up and say: "Yes, we broke our promise
to the seniors of this province. We have not built the
promised 5,000 beds, and in fact, we have not provided
the continuum of care that was promised."

Three years ago this government split up senior
couples as a result of changes they made to the health
care system. Three years ago the Premier promised it
wouldn't happen again. The report released yesterday
shows that the Premier broke his promise. I believe the
Premier and the government owe an apology to the
seniors of this province — an apology, and a commit-
ment to finally live up to the promise of building those
5,000 long-term care beds.

I knew what I was getting into when I ran for this
job. I watched my husband Ed do the job for ten years.
I was not naive about the good days and the very bad
days, but nothing has prepared me for the past two
weeks — the incredibly sad stories of what is happen-
ing to seniors in this province, the struggles their fami-
lies are facing and the gut-wrenching stories of tragic
consequences. This is why we're here, because I know
that we will continue to hold this government to ac-
count. We will continue to demand promises be kept,
and we will continue to give seniors in this province a
voice. We will continue to demand that health care
once again becomes about care and compassion, and
not a corporate entity — a line item on a budget of
empty promises — because what good is economic
growth for a few if we don't care for our seniors, our
children and our most vulnerable citizens?

I want to close and share a quote with you from
Bud Godderis, a longtime area resident and former
social worker at the regional hospital, a formidable and
passionate advocate for many people in our area —
and indeed, many other places, like Central America.
Bud tells us that the health of a nation can be judged by
how well it treats its elderly population. We need to do
better.

[1145]

J. Nuraney: Let me begin my remarks by referring
to the sad and tragic incident that the member from
Kootenay has just related. It is not a very nice thing
when situations or cases like that happen in our health
care system, and I would like to think that this is an
exception rather than the rule. I certainly hope that
whatever tragic circumstances ensued on this case will
be quickly remedied and will not be repeated again.

I'm pleased to stand up and support the budget of
2006. This budget rightly is called the budget for chil-
dren. A major part of the allocation this time relates to
the programs and support for our children in various

phases of their lives and also in various situations. The
last budget dealt with the needs of our seniors. It is
interesting to note that there is a deliberate design that
unfolds in the attempts by the Minister of Finance to
address some dire needs.

There is more money provided in our health care
and also in our education. We must dispel the myth
that my colleagues were talking about yesterday that
we are putting no more money into health care and
education. Ever since we became government — every
year, each year — there has been more money put into
health care and more into education.

What is also really reassuring to note is that we
have once again balanced the budget, as we had prom-
ised in 2001. This time around we had the pleasant task
of distributing the surplus that was earned because of
the various elements that came into play. Apart from
the fact that we started by offering a tax break to all
citizens in our first mandate.... It was done with the
firm belief that that action would initiate an economic
turnaround, and that has happened. We also set into
motion various initiatives to reinstate the trust and
confidence that had eroded under the previous NDP
government.

There is no question that we have managed our
financial responsibilities very well and have proven to
financial institutions that we are fiscally prudent and
cautious. This gave us the ability to obtain a better rat-
ing, resulting in savings of millions of dollars in inter-
est costs on the debt that was accumulated under the
previous regime.

What I would like to emphasize this morning is the
fact that we succeeded in creating the most important,
intangible benefit to the province: trust and confidence,
not only among the citizens of this province, but
among the investing communities around the world.
We saw the return of capital into various fields of en-
deavour like forestry, mining, business and industry.
The influx of capital created unprecedented opportuni-
ties for those looking for work and also for those with
creative abilities to bring forth new ideas.

We also invested large amounts of money in our
institutes of higher learning to ensure that we produce
the skills and talents that would be required as we en-
ter into a new era of a high-tech and global economy.
What this government has provided is the vision of
how British Columbia will not only be the best place to
live and work, but will also be a great contributor and a
player in the future global market.

[1150]

Vision without courage is futile. Our Premier and
this government have taken some very courageous and
bold actions to ensure that our vision is realistic and
manageable: the Gateway project; the creation of 26,000
more seats in our universities and colleges; investment
in the future of our children; finding more innovative
ways to make our health care system sustainable; pro-
viding a better climate for investment by the business
community; and creating a better relationship with our
first nations communities — a relationship, if I may say
so, of trust and confidence.
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These are unprecedented initiatives that will ensure
a better future for all British Columbians.

Let me tell you also, Mr. Speaker, that Burnaby has
been a great beneficiary in this economic arena. Bur-
naby has experienced a huge construction boom, both
in residential and commercial markets. It has also now
become the nucleus of high-tech and biotech compa-
nies. BCIT and SFU have both seen growth in their
student population and in investment. Burnaby has
truly become a buoyant and exciting city.

Let me end my remarks by saying that a balanced
approach is as important as a balanced budget. Our
Minister of Finance has truly accomplished this very
important principle.

Hon. C. Richmond: Noting the time and the lack of
further speakers at the moment, I move the House do
now adjourn.

Mr. Speaker: We'll move adjournment of debate
first.

Hon. C. Richmond: Oh, the former speaker didn't
move adjournment of the debate first, so I do that now,
Mr. Speaker.

Hon. C. Richmond moved adjournment of debate.
Motion approved.

Hon. C. Richmond moved adjournment of the
House.

Motion approved.

Mr. Speaker: This House stands adjourned until
two o'clock this afternoon.

The House adjourned at 11:52 a.m.
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