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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
OF ONTARIO

Monday 22 February 2010

ASSEMBLEE LEGISLATIVE
DE L’ONTARIO

Lundi 22 février 2010

The House met at 1030.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Good morning.
Please remain standing for the Lord’s Prayer, followed
by the nondenominational prayer.

Prayers.

USE OF QUESTION PERIOD

Mr. Peter Kormos: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker:
I bring this point of order under standing order 1(b)(iii)
and standing order 1(c), which gives the Speaker power
or jurisdiction. If you bear with me, I’m going to be very
brief—as brief as possible.

I do want to, at the commencement of this point of
order, refer to Griffith and Ryle on Parliament: Func-
tions, Practice and Procedures, page 777:

“Parliament is not directly involved in the process of
governing the country or providing its system of public
administration. It has the secondary task of sustaining in
office the government of the day, whilst simultaneously
performing its essential role of holding the executive to
account. This crucial parliamentary task can too easily be
taken for granted. Governments are by nature secretive
and must be forced into the open. Governments prefer to
conceal actions which in the event do not reflect credit on
their administration. The more that is known of what
governments intend, the greater is the scope for criticism.
Under many systems of government, secrecy and con-
cealment are commonplace. Dictatorial regimes do not
admit of elected assemblies that do more than record
their assent. Challenges even to the most unlawful of
official acts will, at best, go unanswered.”

Marleau and Montpetit—and this is echoed, of course,
in the second addition by Bosc et al—page 416:

“More than any other segment of the parliamentary
day, question period serves as a daily snapshot of nation-
al political life and is closely followed by members, the
press and the public, each sitting day of the House. It is
that part of the parliamentary day where the government
is held accountable for its administrative policies and the
conduct of its ministers, both individually and collectively.”

Furthermore, the ruling of Speaker Jerome, back in
1975, referred to in Marleau, again, on page 419: “He”—
Jerome—*established that asking oral questions was a
right, not a privilege of the members, and he identified
several principles for the conduct of question period.”

| appreciate that we don’t have a standing order 15
like the federal Parliament has. We, however, do have the
Executive Council Act, as amended, still in effect, which
of course—section 7—requires attendance of cabinet

ministers at question period; that is section 7(1) of the
Executive Council Act.

I put this to the Speaker, and | ask you to make
particular reference to 1(c), from which you will derive
authority to respond and to act. We are told, and we
appreciate being told, that today, over 25% of cabinet
ministers will be absent. Among these are some of the
most senior cabinet positions. We’ve only been sitting for
three days; we’ve had a hiatus of a significant period of
time. | don’t have to tell anybody that there are things
going on out there in our communities across this
province that have to be raised in this Legislature, and
most appropriately at question period.

| put to you, Speaker, that we in the opposition need
your assistance. We need you to exercise your inherent
authority under 1(c) of the standing orders to assist us in
exercising our right to ask questions, because if the cab-
inet ministers don’t show up, we don’t have that right.
That right is being frustrated. That right is being not just
frustrated, but denied. I ask you to provide some direc-
tion and guidance to this government for its ministers’
attendance at question period so that our right to pose
guestions is given effect.

Thank you kindly.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): The member from
Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke.

Mr. John Yakabuski: On the same point of order,
Mr. Speaker: | appreciate the third party House leader for
raising this point of order this morning. | don’t have the
references to your new book in here as well, but | do
support what he is speaking about, which is that it is our
fundamental right to question the government and to hold
them accountable, and that question period is the most
appropriate time in which to do so. When you have a
situation like you have today, where a quarter or more of
the government ministers are missing, it in fact implies
that our rights are not considered as important to this
government.

Having said that, I’ve always been disappointed in the
fact that I’ve never lived on the government side of the
House and have only lived on the opposition side of the
House, and | wish that there was a standing order that
would imply that they have to actually do something
when they do attend question period in the House; that is,
to actually answer questions. We understand that they
don’t have to do that, but we should expect, and we have
the right to expect, that they would at least be here to
answer our questions.

It’s even more appropriate this week. I think it should
be pointed out that this is one of the most important
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weeks for rural Ontario municipalities in their calendar
year, and that is when the OGRA/ROMA conference is
on. The government, because they have a disdain for
rural people, is making sure that we’re in the House
doing our job while they can send all kinds of people
down to the ROMA conference, and thus not allow us to
join with our municipal partners, because we’re doing
our job in the House while they ensure that our municipal
partners aren’t joined by their provincial members. |
think that’s something that should be addressed as well,
something this House should be considering, and that is
not sitting when the OGRA/ROMA conference is on, to
show some respect for the rural municipalities of Ontario
as well.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. That’s my issue
on this point of order.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): The government
House leader on the same point of order.

Hon. Monique M. Smith: | appreciate the opportun-
ity to speak to this point of order this morning. | would
point out that, in fact, we do have seven ministers away
today, but the Minister of Education is the Acting Pre-
mier and she is ready and willing to answer all questions.

The legislation that was referred to by the member for
Welland is, in fact, legislation that we brought in and that
this government has passed, and it requires that ministers
be penalized if they miss a third of question periods in a
session. | would note for Mr. Speaker and the infor-
mation of those members on the other side of the House
that no one in this government has ever fallen below that
threshold, and we are happy to be here to serve, to
respond to all questions.

I’m unclear as to what the member was seeking in
restitution on this point of order. Was he seeking to
adjourn the House this morning? | doubt that. We’re
here, ready, willing and able to answer questions, and we
look forward to doing so.

1040

With respect to the member opposite’s comments on
the Rural Ontario Municipal Association meetings, we
are most happy to be attending some of those meetings
and will continue to do so as part of our duties as gov-
ernment, and we look forward to welcoming them here,
should they be coming to visit us as well.

While it was lovely to hear the member from Welland
pontificate again this morning—because we did miss his
eloguence over a period of time—we are prepared to
answer questions and would like to go forward with
question period this morning.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): | want to thank the
honourable member from Welland for his point of order,
as well as the comments from the member from Ren-
frew—Nipissing—Pembroke and the comments from the
government House leader.

I would turn the members’ attention to a ruling of
Speaker Stockwell on April 21, 1997, during debates. I’m
going to paraphrase from Speaker Stockwell’s ruling,
that it’s not within the Speaker’s purview to ensure that
certain members are present for question period, that the

standing orders do not compel a minister to be present for
question period, and that the Speaker has no control over
the issue even if the minister has been absent for a couple
of days or consecutive days.

So, again, | thank the honourable member, but there’s
nothing within the power vested in the Speaker that I can
compel a minister to be present during question period. |
would encourage and urge the government House leader
that question period is the time of day when the oppos-
ition does, as was pointed out, have the opportunity to
question the government and keep the government ac-
countable, and I would encourage the government House
leader to do everything within her power to encourage as
many ministers to be in attendance at question period as
possible.

I thank the honourable members for their interjections.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS

Mr. Joe Dickson: Please join me in welcoming grade
5 students, teachers and parents from Brother Andre
Catholic School in Ajax, who are joining us in the gallery
today.

Mr. Robert Bailey: 1’d like at this time to introduce
some constituents: in my neighbouring constituency, Don
McGugan, mayor of Brooke-Alvinston, and his wife,
Anne, attending the Good Roads convention today; and
also, from my constituency, John Phair, councillor of the
town of Petrolia.

Mr. Paul Miller: I’d like to introduce, from CARP,
the Canadian Association of Retired Persons, Susan Eng,
vice-president of advocacy, and Kim Hokan, government
relations and a former intern; and from Pro Bono Law
Ontario, Wendy Miller, child advocacy project director.

Hon. John Milloy: I’d like to welcome to the Legis-
lature today guests from my community. Lori Strauss is
here with her son Kevin and daughter Tracey, fitting in
their Olympic garb.

Mr. Charles Sousa: I’d like to introduce today the
parents of one of our pages, Anthony Meola from Missis-
sauga South. His mom and dad are in the west gallery be-
hind me. It’s Luc and Diana. Welcome to the Legislative
Assembly.

ORAL QUESTIONS

ONTARIO ECONOMY

Mr. Tim Hudak: In the absence of the Premier, the
finance minister or the economic development minister,
my question is to the Acting Premier, | guess.

Acting Premier, it’s a good thing for Dalton McGuinty
that there are no Olympics for economic performance. If
medals were handed out for lowest unemployment rate,
Saskatchewan would win the gold, Manitoba the silver
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and Alberta the bronze. Ontario doesn’t even come in the
top half in Confederation.

Before Dalton McGuinty took office, Ontario was the
dominant gold medal winner in Canada when it came to
economic performance. To the Acting Premier: How did
you take Ontario out of medal contention so quickly?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: That’s a very important
question, and 1’m happy to have the opportunity to pro-
vide some information to all members of this Legislature.
The good news is, to the members of the opposition, jobs
are up in the province of Ontario by 30,000. Since June,
there has been a $64,000 increase in jobs that have been
created. Members in the opposition are calling over here,
“Where?” and “They’re public sector jobs.” Actually,
General Motors has 700 people coming back to work. A
second shift is being added at their Oshawa facility, and
I’m sure their member from Oshawa is very happy about
that. Toyota is also introducing a second shift in Wood-
stock, and that is going to add 800 more jobs to that local
economy.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Supplementary?

Mr. Tim Hudak: The reality is that Dalton Mc-
Guinty, in the last year alone, promised a million net new
jobs, but actually lost 140,000 jobs in 2009 alone. We all
know that for the first time in three decades, under Dal-
ton McGuinty, Ontario’s unemployment rate is higher
than Quebec’s.

The Acting Premier must be relieved that there’s no
medal round for economic growth, because Alberta wins
gold; BC, silver; and Saskatchewan, the bronze. Here
again, Ontario is at the back of the pack.

I’ll ask the Acting Premier how this happened. Was it
your high taxes, was it your runaway spending, was it
your increased red tape, or was it a combination of all
three that took Ontario to the back of the pack?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: I’'m surprised that | have
to stand in this Legislature and say to the Leader of the
Opposition that there has been a global recession, that the
reality that we’ve experienced here in Ontario has been
experienced in the United States—indeed, around the
world. That is why this government has been working
very hard to create jobs in the province of Ontario—just
last month, 30,000 new jobs in Ontario.

I want to share with the members of the opposition a
report that was released today from the Conference
Board of Canada. It indicates that the Ontario economy
went through a severe downturn last year, but the outlook
is much more positive. The economy will reverse course,
with real GDP forecast to rise by 3.5% this year and
3.7% in the year 2011.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Final supplement-
ary.

Mr. Tim Hudak: As far as we know in the PC cau-
cus, Saskatchewan is part of the globe, Manitoba is part
of the globe and BC is part of the globe. Every province
was impacted by a global recession, but Ontario, under
Dalton McGuinty, fell the farthest. Under Dalton
McGuinty, Ontario fell the farthest, and now we’re lead-
ing the country in unemployment and job losses under

your high taxes and runaway spending. Until Dalton Mc-
Guinty came along, Ontario’s rate of economic growth
was booming across this province, and now we’re limp-
ing along like some aging athlete. This is an extraordin-
ary failure of leadership in the Premier’s office and the
finance minister’s office.

When will Dalton McGuinty finally realize that it’s
time for him to hang up his skates?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: We have great faith in the
people of this province to get through this recession,
which has been experienced in every jurisdiction around
the world. With respect to the impact that has been felt
by families in Ontario, it has been significant. There is no
other jurisdiction in Canada that manufactures and
exports more goods around the world than the province
of Ontario. We will continue to work with companies and
with manufacturers in Ontario. We will continue to create
a climate that will invite businesses to come here, invest,
and create jobs—the very initiatives that you speak
against every day in this House and that you vote against
every chance you get.

PROVINCIAL DEBT

Mr. Tim Hudak: Back to the Deputy Premier: No
doubt, after six years in office, Dalton McGuinty’s failed
policies have taken Ontario from the engine of growth
that used to power Canada to a have-not province with its
hand out to the federal government, on the welfare rolls
of Confederation. It gets worse: According to your own
budget figures, you will have doubled the provincial debt
by 2012.

Over the couple of weeks when Dalton McGuinty
mused about Dalton days, he said that he liked alliter-
ation. | ask the Acting Premier: How do you like the
sound of “Dalton the Debt-doubler”?

1050

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: Our government has
made the investments that have been necessary and that
have in fact created jobs in the province of Ontario. We
partnered with the federal government on the most
significant infrastructure program that has ever been
undertaken in this province and in our country—

Interjections.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Members will
please come to order. I’m finding it difficult to hear the
answer.

Please continue.

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: I’m very surprised at the
members of the opposition when we’re talking about in-
vestments that have taken place in your communities.
The municipalities have been absolutely delighted; all the
groups that have received resources from this govern-
ment would say it is past time that those investments
were made. We are committed, in partnership with the
federal government, to make those investments at a time
when our economy needs those investments to keep jobs,
and at the end of those investments, we will have excel-
lent infrastructure that has—
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The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Thank you. Sup-
plementary?

Mr. Tim Hudak: | don’t know what planet the Acting
Premier is coming from, because that is not the story we
are hearing from hard-working Ontario families across
this province, increasingly struggling to make ends meet,
and now they have to deal with Dalton’s enormous debt
increases.

Let’s put this in perspective. It took from Confeder-
ation to when Dalton McGuinty came into office to get
total debt to $148 billion. By the finance minister’s own
projections, Dalton McGuinty, in his time in office, will
spend his way to a $290-billion debt by 2012. In less than
a decade, Dalton McGuinty has managed to create a debt
level equal to all of the other Premiers in Confederation
combined.

| ask the Acting Premier: Why have you mortgaged
away the future of our children and grandchildren?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: We are working in part-
nership with the federal government. We continue to
make the investments that we know will create jobs for
Ontario families. We have also implemented a program
of tax cuts for families. They voted—

Interjections.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): You missed it
because you were heckling.

Minister?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: Again, our government
has made a concerted effort to assist families to get
through these difficult economic times, and that is why
we implemented a program of tax cuts, which you voted
against; 93% of Ontarians will receive a tax cut. We have
also restructured the tax system in Ontario. It’s restruc-
tured in a way that, when they were in government and
even in opposition, but before it was introduced in this
Legislature, they were in favour of a harmonized tax
structure. They voted against that. We know that those—

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Thank you. Final
supplementary.

Mr. Tim Hudak: The Acting Premier says they’re re-
ducing taxes. This is the government that brought in the
so-called health tax—a massive tax increase. This is the
government that’s bringing in the HST sales tax grab.
Hydro rates are going up. Auto insurance rates are going
up. You say you are going to reduce taxes. Acting Pre-
mier, with all due respect, give me a break. There’s only
one way under Dalton McGuinty; that is, taxes are going
up. We know that after six years in office, you will have
added $150 billion to the provincial debt; $150 billion on
the backs of our children and grandchildren because you
had your runaway spending.

Please tell me, Minister, because we all know that
today’s deficits under Dalton McGuinty are tomorrow’s
taxes exactly what tax you plan to increase next.

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: | want to take the oppor-
tunity to share what other leaders have to say about ac-
tions, the state of the economy and how governments
need to respond to the challenges we have experienced. |
have a quote here: “I actually do think we are in a rare

period, one that as an economist | don’t think we would
see again in my lifetime, where deficits are not only
necessary but actually advised.”

Hon. Gerry Phillips: Who said that?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: That was Stephen Harper.
So we have the Prime Minister of Canada, who under-
stands and appreciates that we are in very unusual,
unique economic times, and it does require a very unique
response. We have partnered with the federal govern-
ment. We are making investments. At the end of the
day—

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Thank you. New
question.

HOSPITAL FUNDING

Ms. Andrea Horwath: My question is to the Minister
of Health. On Friday, the McGuinty government an-
nounced $14 million to plug a hole in the Niagara Health
System’s budget, but hospitals across the province are in
deficit and are being forced by this Liberal government to
make cuts to patient care. For example, hospitals in
London, this minister’s hometown, have placed 63 jobs
in limbo, including jobs of front-line nurses. What is the
minister doing to stop these cuts to patient care?

Hon. Deborah Matthews: | welcome the question
from the leader of the third party, especially as it con-
trasts with the questions we heard earlier. It seems there
are some people in this House who think that you can
balance budgets without doing the really hard work that’s
happening right now in hospitals right across this prov-
ince. This really is tough work that the hospitals are en-
gaged in. No decisions have been made on what the
increase in funding for hospitals will be, other than:
There will be an increase. The Premier has said that
clearly.

We have built a very strong foundation in our health
care system. In the six years that we’ve been in office, we
have made deliberate investments in health care. Because
we took those steps in the previous six years, we will be
able to weather this economic storm from a much strong-
er position than we would have otherwise. In the last six
years, we’ve increased hospital funding—

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Thank you. Sup-
plementary?

Ms. Andrea Horwath: It appears to me that the min-
ister seems to be basing decisions on political impulses
rather than on a sound health care strategy in this prov-
ince. Worried about a by-election, the minister found $15
million for a Toronto hospital. Attempting to divert atten-
tion from the closing of emergency rooms in Fort Erie
and Port Colborne, the minister found another $14
million for hospitals in the Niagara Health System.

Will this minister continue to play cynical politics
with Ontario hospital funding, or will she reveal an actual
plan so that hospitals will be funded properly in this
province today and into the future?

Hon. Deborah Matthews: The member opposite
knows that part of the ongoing work of the Ministry of
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Health and Long-Term Care is working with hospitals
through the LHINSs to determine where additional invest-
ments need to be made. This is part of the work we do
every single day.

The suggestion that we ought not to have kept the
Grace hospital open is one that simply astounds me. It
was the party opposite that actually created extraordinary
distress amongst the patients at Toronto Grace, the staff
members, the families. They created an issue where one
did not exist.

We will continue to do the work that we do, which is
to look very carefully at every dime we spend in health
care and make sure the right investments are made to
maintain the very high level of health care that we have
in this province.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Final supplement-
ary.

Ms. Andrea Horwath: By this minister’s response,
it’s even more obvious that there is no plan for the grow-
ing crisis Ontario hospitals are facing. The minister seems
to be making it up as she goes along. If this was an
Olympic event, they’d call it freestyle hospital funding.

When will this minister come forward with an actual
plan, instead of denying that there is a crisis while she
goes about picking and choosing hospital winners and
losers?

Hon. Deborah Matthews: The work that we do in the
ministry is tough work. We rely on experts to help us
make the decisions that we must make in order to main-
tain and improve the high level of health care that we
have. We have increased funding year over year over
year for hospitals over the past six years. A 42% increase
over six years is an extraordinary investment in health
care.

We are at the point now where that kind of year-over-
year growth is simply unsustainable. Regardless of the
economic situation we now find ourselves in, it is time to
look very carefully at the spending on health care. It is
time to make the right investments, the smart invest-
ments, the investments that are based on evidence. We
are determined to continue to improve health care in this
province.

1100

INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Ms. Andrea Horwath: My next question is to the
Acting Premier. Earlier this month, the Harper govern-
ment announced that they had negotiated a new trade deal
with the United States government. As details emerge,
more and more people are asking very serious questions
about that deal because it seems to give up a lot and get
very little in return.

So my question is a simple one: Will the McGuinty
government commit today to holding public hearings
across the province so people can actually see and debate
this deal in the open?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: Trade issues are very
important, and we have our Premier and our Minister of

Economic Development and Trade who are absolutely
focused on ensuring that we have the best deal in place
for the people of Ontario and ensuring that we can con-
tinue to bring high-quality jobs to this province. Our
government has made that commitment very clear and
we will continue to do so.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Supplementary?

Ms. Andrea Horwath: Ontario families are being told
that this deal is supposed to protect jobs, but as details
leak out, they’re wondering exactly whose jobs those are.
For example, fair wage policies in communities like Sud-
bury may very well now be at risk as a result of this deal.
If that’s the case, why won’t the government let people
see for themselves at open, public hearings what impact
this policy will have on their jobs and on their commun-
ities?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: We are very interested in
working with the honourable member. | know that she
was offered a briefing on the agreement that we have
forged, and I don’t know that the honourable member has
responded to that. So, again, | make that offer so that she
would take full advantage of the briefing. We would be
very happy to bring her up to speed on what that con-
tains.

What | can say is that we are eager to ensure that more
jobs come to Ontario with this agreement, and we’re con-
fident that with the deal that has been put in place, that in
fact will be the case. It is the case that when you open
yourself up for business, that means we have tremendous
opportunities, greater opportunities than before, to seize
jobs for Ontario—

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Thank you. Sup-
plementary?

Ms. Andrea Horwath: | would suggest that this gov-
ernment decide once and for all to actually brief the
public and hear what the public has to say on their pol-
icies around this trade deal, because people are very, very
worried about their jobs. They don’t want to see rubber-
stamped backroom deals by politicians who continue to
say, “Just trust us. We know what’s in your best inter-
ests.” They expect their government to actually be ac-
countable.

This deal has been criticized as lopsided and unfair.
Even the federal Liberals call it questionable and under-
whelming.

With thousands of jobs at stake, why is this govern-
ment afraid of open, public debate and dialogue on this
secret, backdoor trade deal?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: We have been hearing
from the public about the work that has been achieved
with this deal. | have a quote from Jayson Myers. Jayson
is the president and CEO of CME. He said, “This is an
important agreement.... puts Canada in a stronger pos-
ition to fight counterproductive protectionist policies in
the future.” That was just last week.

We also have a municipal partner from the Federation
of Canadian Municipalities. Basil Stewart says, “Canad-
ians are fighting hard to recover from the recession, but
they need to be on a level playing field with their
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neighbours south of the border.” He would say that the
agreement that has been reached “gives them hope.”

So the public has responded to the agreement that we
have forged. They are positive about it. We believe that it
will bring more jobs to the province of Ontario. That is
what the people expect of us.

ABORIGINAL LAND DISPUTE

Mr. Tim Hudak: To the Acting Premier: February is
the four-year anniversary of the McGuinty Liberal gov-
ernment abandoning the rule of law and leaving the resi-
dents of Caledonia to fend off home invaders on their
own.

The Hamilton Spectator is reporting today that the
McGuinty government plans to hand over the Douglas
Creek Estates to the Six Nations. The Ontario PC caucus
opposes this move. We believe it is the wrong thing to
do.

Acting Premier, can you please tell us why you are
planning to hand over Douglas Creek Estates to the Six
Nations at this point in time?

Hon. Leona Dombrowsky: To the Attorney General.

Hon. Christopher Bentley: As Attorney General and
Minister of Aboriginal Affairs, | can tell you that no deci-
sions have been made with respect to the Douglas Creek
Estates property.

What we have done and what we continue to do is en-
courage people who live as neighbours to engage in pro-
ductive discussions. The future of any relationship begins
with those productive discussions, and we will continue
to encourage that. No decisions have been made with re-
spect to the land. We continue to work very hard as a
province, trying to bring everybody to the table, and we
look forward to an ever more energetic federal govern-
ment to help resolve a 200-year-old land claim.

The Speaker (Hon. Steve Peters): Supplementary?
The member from Halton.

Mr. Ted Chudleigh: To the AG: In court testimony, a
woman described her terror on a night when she was
alone with her child in her home and bandits broke into
her home. She called the police; no one came. Criminals
ransacked the house, electronics were smashed, uphol-
stery shredded, mattresses were urinated on and china
was smashed. “White trash,” “pigs” and “racists” was
written on the walls, and those are just the words | can
repeat in this chamber.

An Ontario family’s home is invaded and Dalton Mc-
Guinty does nothing for them. Why are you treating the
lives of Ontario families like they are just another issue
to be managed?

Hon. Christopher Bentley: Nobody—I won’t speak
to the specifics—should be treated in any way, shape or
form other than in a way we would all expect to be treat-
ed. Those in charge of effecting security in the area have
a very challenging job and are working very hard at it.
But | would come back to the point | made to the Leader
of the Opposition: At the end of the day, it’s building re-
lationships. The MPP for Brant, Dave Levac, has worked

very hard to help build those relationships. | would en-
courage the members opposite, rather than taking the op-
portunity today to ask the types of questions they do, to
engage in a productive way to help build those relation-
ships and to bring a more energetic federal government to
the table because a 200-year-old land claim can only be
solved by the federal government. We need action now.

SOCIAL ASSISTANCE

Mr. Paul Miller: My question is to the Minister of
Community and Social Services. Two years ago, |
brought to this minister the case of a 74-year-old grand-
mother who was cut off from temporary care assistance.
The minister told me that the ministry’s cuts were justi-
fied and that | was wrong and we were wrong for chal-
lenging her actions. After an exhausting two years, the
Social Benefits Tribunal has issued its decision. It is this
minister who is wrong, wrong and wrong.

Will the minister finally take responsibility for her ac-
tions and reinstate temporary care assistance to all—I re-
peat, all—grandparents who have been wrongfully cut
off?

Hon. Madeleine Meilleur: First of all, | take excep-
tion to what the member just said. Temporary care assist-
ance is a benefit that is owed to those who qualify,
including the grandparents. This member opposite wants
us to believe that it’s only grandparents who are entitled
to it. No, there are other people also. There are specific
rules around this benefit and those are applied by the mu-
nicipality—the dire