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Mr. Frank Klees (Oak Ridges): I’m pleased to participate in this debate this morning on this bill brought forward by our colleague Mr. Brown from Algoma–Manitoulin. I want to commend the member for taking this initiative. To those who encouraged him, who are watching in classroom, as Mr. Brown indicated, I want to thank them for the initiative.

Isn’t it interesting how, when someone becomes engaged and becomes involved in the political process, this place can actually work? This is how laws are made. This is the place where laws can be changed. We have a good example here of average citizens, in this case, a teacher, as was indicated by the member, his class very interested, bringing forward an issue of concern. Their member of the Legislature took the initiative, brought it forward and we have here before us in the Legislature a bill that calls for a very specific amendment. Not often do we have a bill before the House that effectively makes only one change, and in this particular case, I again commend the member from Algoma–Manitoulin for, in its very simplicity, making what can be a very significant impact on the lives of people in this province.

As a former Minister of Transportation, this issue is particularly close to my heart. Having been involved, in the entire time that I was Minister of Transportation, dealing with public safety and dealing with safety on our roads and highways, it was the absolute priority for me. I recall on a number of occasions working with the member on very similar issues. In fact, one particular case the member brought to my attention on this very busy highway was the fact that there was a need for some additional signage coming into the town. I worked with the member to ensure that that was in fact done.

Once again, when the member brought this forward, I too had to take a second look to say, “What is this all about?” Surely there must be legislation already in place that deals with this, that a crossing guard, if that crossing guard happened to see a senior or someone who is physically challenged and required some assistance, would be able to do that. Of course, that is the civil thing to do.

As a child growing up, I was taught by my parents that if you see someone who needs help, particularly if it’s a senior or someone who is challenged, you go out of your way to help. Unfortunately, in today’s society, if you do that, often there’s a liability. If something goes wrong, by being just a good Samaritan you end up actually risking a monetary liability. How sad that is, nevertheless that’s a reality of our time.

There was, as you know, a piece of legislation that was passed in this House just a few short years ago that was, in fact, called the “good Samaritan bill.” It was brought forward initially by my colleague Steve Gilchrist. His purpose was to ensure that if there was an accident, that if there was an emergency, whether it was someone who was in the medical profession who happened to be in the area or anyone else who came to assist if there was an emergency, whether someone who was in the medical profession happened to be in the area or anyone else who came to assist that individual, by doing so there wouldn’t be liability for that person and they should feel free to provide that assistance. To the credit of this House, that bill was passed. In fact, it received royal assent.

What we have before us here is something of a very similar nature. I’m certainly going to support this bill. I will be voting for it today. I would like the member and all members here in the House to consider doing this.

As was indicated, the government has brought forward Bill 169, which deals with a number of safety issues related to the Highway Traffic Act. There are two things that we can do here. It’s unfortunate that this provision wasn’t included in Bill 169. By passing this legislation today, the House is sending a very strong signal to the government that this should be done. So I would expect at the very least that this amendment be incorporated into that bill before it’s passed so that we have it in law.

The other option available to us here today in this House is that after we pass this for second reading, the normal course of events would be that it would then be referred to committee, and then, after it’s dealt with in committee, referred back to the House for third reading and then await royal assent. I would be fully supportive if, following a vote here on second reading, the member stood in his place and called for unanimous consent to have third reading on this bill without further delay and that it then be brought forward by the government for royal assent. I would be supportive of that.

Mr. Peter Kormos (Niagara Centre): I’m going to do you one better, Frank.

Mr. Klees: I’m sure that I would then get support from Mr. Kormos, who has already indicated that he’ll do one better.

Mr. Kormos: I’m going to see you and raise you five.

Mr. Klees: OK. That’s good.

The bottom line is that we’re in support of this. It’s an appropriate piece of legislation. It’s the right thing to do. I commend my colleague for doing it.

As the member for Algoma–Manitoulin indicated, we take these people for granted. I drive from Aurora every day to the Legislature. I always take the same route and I come along Wellesley from Parliament and I always pass the same crossing guard. I have no idea of the person’s name. I just know that they are there consistently, rain or shine. They obviously take their responsibilities very seriously. To those people who right across the province serve us every day this way, I say thank you. Thank you on behalf of the community, thank you on behalf of the government, thank you on behalf of those children who take for granted—I’m sure kids don’t really think about the fact that someone is going out of their way to provide this kind of protection and help. I’m sure these people very seldom hear a thank you. On behalf of the Legislature, I want to say thank you to them.

I also want to take this opportunity—I just happened to come across this on the town of Richmond Hill Web site. The town of Richmond Hill is in my riding. I’m very proud of my riding of Oak Ridges, which includes the town of Richmond Hill, the northern part of Markham and the town of Whitchurch-Stouffville. For those who are interested, here is a posting today on the town of Richmond Hill Web site. It reads as follows:

“School Crossing Guards
“The engineering and public works department is now hiring qualified individuals           for the following part-time position:
“School crossing guards—various locations
“Do you want to play an important role in your community?
“Do you want to help keep children safe?”

Following the passage of this, do you want to help not only children, but do you want to help keep our communities safe?

“Then the town of Richmond Hill has an opportunity for you.
“Keeping children safe is a priority for the town of Richmond Hill. School crossing guards are a vital part of our community. They ensure the safe crossing of children as they travel to and from school. These highly-dedicated men and women are working on the street every school day, assisting children.”

The posting goes on to say that the rate of pay is $11.50 per hour, increasing to $12. 25 after one year. Daily travel allowance of $2. 50 per day if crossing location is greater than 1.5 kilometres from your residence, and up to 15 hours of work. So I encourage people, whoever is watching this, to go to the town of Richmond Hill web site and make an application. It’s an important job and we commend those who do it.

I want to take just this opportunity as well to make one other comment about this issue of helping seniors and helping those who are physically challenged in our community. You know, when I was Minister of Transportation we attempted to bring forward some initiatives, but we ran out of time to do so. But I implore the government to give serious consideration to this. We, of course, have legislation that we’re discussing now, in terms of how to help people in our community who are seniors or physically challenged. 

There are some ways that we can do this without it costing government any money. Let me give you just one example. The taxi industry, I believe, has a very real opportunity, simply by training its people, to provide a level of service that is a step above, and yet appropriate for seniors and for the physically challenged. I don’t know if you’ve observed it—I have—where a taxi will pull up in front of a store or a particular location, and an elderly person is struggling to get out of that car, particularly if the weather is inclement. A very simple requirement would be a standard of practice that respects the elderly and respects those with physical challenges. That is, that if you want to be a taxicab driver, then you treat your customer with respect. If it’s a senior, if it’s someone who needs help, you get out of the car, and you help that person get from the car to where they’re going. That just seems like common decency to me. These are the kinds of things that I feel, unfortunately, often are left unsaid and undone if our society. 

This bill brought forward by the member from Algoma-Manitoulin fits into that common decency parameter that I speak to. So for that reason again, I commend him for bringing it forward, and we will be supporting it, and I look forward to my colleague’s comments, who I’m sure will assist us in ensuring that we give this rapid passage.
