LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Friday, 22 May, 1987.

Time — 10:00 a.m.
OPENING PRAYER by Madam Speaker.

PRESENTING PETITIONS

MADAM SPEAKER, Hon. M. Phillips: The Honourable
Member for EImwood.

MR. J. MALOWAY: Madam Speaker, | beg to present
the petition of the Pine Ridge Golf Club Incorporated,
praying for the passing of An Act to amend an Act to
Incorporate Pine Ridge Golf Club Incorporated.

MADAM SPEAKER: Reading and Receiving Petitions
. . Presenting Reports by Standing and Special
Committees . . .

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Co-
op Development.

HON. J. COWAN: Madam Speaker, | beg leave to table
the Annual Report of the Department of Cooperative
Development for the fiscal year 1985-86; and would
also like to table the Supplementary Information for
Legislative Review of the 1987-1988 fiscal year
Estimates.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Energy and Mines.

HON. W. PARASIUK: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

| beg leave to table the Supplementary Information
for the Legislative Review of the 1987-1988 Estimates
for Manitoba Energy and Mines.

I'd also, while on my feet, Madam Speaker, like to
table the Oil Activity Review for 1986 published by the
Department of Energy and Mines.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Labour.

HON. A. MACKLING: Thank you, Madam Speaker.
I'd like to table the Supplementary Information for

Legislative Review of the 1987-88 Estimates of the

Ministry of Consumer and Corporate Affairs and Labour.

MADAM SPEAKER: Notices of Motion . . .
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

HON. G. DOER introduced, by leave, Bill No. 39, an

Act to amend The City of Winnipeg Act (2); Loi modifiant

la Loi sur la Ville de Winnipeg (2). (Recommended by

His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor)

HON. L. DESJARDINS introduced, by leave, Bill, No.
40, The Human Tissue Act; Loi sur les tissus humains.

ORAL QUESTIONS

Manufacturing sector - would government
strike committee to study problems

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. G. FILMON: Thank you, Madam Speaker. My
question is for the Premier.

We have news today of another critical comment
from another group in the manufacturing sector.

HON. R PENNER: Shame on you.

MR. G. FILMON: Madam Speaker, the Attorney-
General is embarrassed about these comments. He
gets very sensitive when | raise them in the House, and
| understand his sensitivity on the matter.

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please.
Does the honourable member have a question?

MR. G. FILMON: Yes, Madam Speaker.

Today we have another critical comment from the
Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, who have
indicated that this administration, this NDP Government
in Manitoba, is partly to blame for a tailspin in the
manufacturing sector that has wiped out 11,000 jobs
in our province in manufacturing since 1981.

Madam Speaker, they put forth reasons that they
believe, under this government, have caused that
tailspin. But | believe that they conclude with some
rather positive suggestions, one being that, and | quote:
“l think we are at a crossroads now. We have to sit
down and come to grips with the situation and say
what do we have to do to improve the Manitoba
business environment.”’

Would the Premier be willing to strike a committee
of businesspeople, of potential investors or people from
the manufacturing sector to study this problem and to
recommend changes in policy that would, once again,
make Manitoba a good place to invest, a good place
in which companies can grow and create jobs?

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please.
The Honourable First Minister.

HON. H. PAWLEY: Madam Speaker, regrettably the
Leader of the Opposition continues to work under a
misconception as to what the economic situation is in
the Province of Manitoba. Since 1981, when this
government assumed office, the number of Manitobans
with jobs has increased from 461,000 up to 493,000
with jobs. Madam Speaker, that is indicative of growth,
of employment growth, and | can say to honourable
members across the way, with the exception of Ontario
and Quebec, Manitoba’s record by way of job creation,
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provisions he is putting in place in the community, what
extra provisions are being put in place in the community
for patients that won't be institutionalized?

HON. L. DESJARDINS: How much time do we have,
Madam Speaker?

A MEMBER: Make light of it, Larry.
HON. L. DESJARDINS: No, I'm not making light at all.
A MEMBER: You are.

HON. L. DESJARDINS: I'm not making light at all, but
| would like to have somebody who would have - give
me your program, tell me what your program is. You're
talking about -(Interjection)- Don’t point so much, lift
your head up so | can hear you. Quit chewing your
necktie, then | can hear what the hell you say.

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please, order please.
The Honourable Minister.

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Madam Speaker, we've made
it quite clear that we want to improve. It’s not an easy
matter. For a number of years, the people of Canada
here view the way that the hospitalization program was
started, where acute care beds were covered and no
other services at all. That encouraged people that there
were a lot of beds, and it’s going to be difficult because
the people like what they have here.

But the point is that we can improve the standards.
It has been proven that, if you improve the standards,
you don’t have to hospitalize everybody who has the
least little bit of sickness. The point is that home care
will be improved. That's one of the things we’ll do, and
we hope to improve -(Interjection)- Well my honourable
friend doesn’t approve of that, well all right. You don’t
approve of that, but we’ll still do it.

Now there’s another thing that we intend to do also
is improve the day surgery for one thing, that's another;
then also in prevention that we’ve heard so much about
is try it with education and so on to get people out of
institutions to look after themselves and so on; and
then to work, | would hope, with the medical profession
to be able to deliver those services that we don’t have
to be just in the institution.

| think that we can improve the standards and we
would hope we can stay within our means. I've said
many times that the budget this year is $1.2 billion. If
we do just what we're doing now with giving you the
chance for the same criticism, in five years, it'll be $2
billion. What are you going to say then? Take some
more out of labour? Don’t pay labour, bring back slavery
so people can save the . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: Order pl

, order pl

Conference Board of Canada -
impact of downgrading

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Morris.

MR. C. MANNESS: Madam Speaker, the other day |
asked the Minister of Finance a very specific question

dealing as to what the forecasted tax revenues, how
they would be impacted, given that now the economy
of this province was forecasted to be downgraded in
a growth fashion from 3.5 percent to 2.4 percent. As
usual, the Minister of Finance in his programmed
manner told me how poorly the economies were doing
in Saskatchewan and Alberta.

Again | ask him that specific question: What impact
will these major downgradings of the provincial
economy have on the tax revenue projections? What
impact, therefore, will that have on the deficit of the
province?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Finance.

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

As usual, Madam Speaker, we have the Member for
Morris continuing his position of putting forth
misinformation in the preamble to his questions. We
saw that when he raised issues regarding sales tax and
raised the issue that people ought not to pay sales tax.
We saw that when he dealt with the Manitoba Properties
Incorporated.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Morris on a point of order.

MR. C. MANNESS: | ask the member to withdraw that.
If you search the records, | never ever did say that
people ought not pay increased sales tax. | ask the
Minister of Finance to withdraw that statement.

MADAM SPEAKER: A dispute over the facts is not a
point of order.
The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR. C. MANNESS: That was not a dispute over the
facts. | asked you to look at the record and to ascertain
whether | have ever advised Manitobans not to pay
sales tax.

MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable member rose on
a point of order. A dispute over the facts is not a point
of order.

The Honourable Minister of Finance.

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, Madam Speaker, and
| thank the member for that clarification on what he
has said. | would hope that he would clarify the other
points that he’s raised in terms of misinformation with
regard to Manitoba Properties Incorporated with
respect to the economic forecast.

What is clear, Madam Speaker, with respect to the
economic forecast - whether it was the Conference
Board, whether it was the Royal Bank’s Report, whether
it's other agencies - is they expect that Manitoba’s
economy is to continue on track, is to continue to be
the fastest-growing economy in Canada outside of the
two central provinces. Those are the presumptions that
were behind the Budget. Those are the presumptions
that are behind the forecast for this province, and we
expect them to continue on track, as does the Royal
Bank, Madam Speaker.

MR. C. MANNESS: Madam Speaker, I'll phrase the
question in a different manner.
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The Budget was predicated on tax revenue coming
in, provincially, roughly in the area of $2 billion. That
was based on the economic growth in this province at
arate of 3.5 percent. That number is being downgraded
now in the area of 2.4 percent. My question: What
revenue reduction can be expected as a result of the
reduced forecast as to the economic growth in this
province?

HON. E. KOSTYRA: 'l answer the question the same
way as | did the previous question.

We expect that the presumptions that were behind
the Budget in terms of economic growth, in terms of
revenue growth, are to continue, as have the other
agencies that the member is relating to. The Royal
Bank, in its report, says that they expect the economy
of Manitoba to keep on the track that they previously
projected.

The answer is, we expect it to continue in that fashion
and that the presumptions behind the Budget, the
assumptions that we made, will continue.

Layoff of 4 worker-assistant workers
for post-mentally ill

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River
Heights.

MRS. S. CARSTAIRS: Thank you, Madam Speaker.
My question is to the Minister of Community Services.

Madam Speaker, the mentally ill in our society,
particularly those who are deinstitutionalized, are being
caught between the cracks of two departments within
this government’s administration. In the Estimates, for
example, which we have just about completed, in
Community Services, not a single mention was made
in the Minister’s preparation materials on the mentally
ill.

Will the Minister explain to the Housewhy four worker-
assistant workers, three in Winnipeg and one in Portage
who were to provide job opportunities and find job
opportunities for the post-mentally ill have been laid
off?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Health.

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Madam Speaker, this is
something that comes under the Department o f Health,
and I'll take that as notice.

Program for post-mentally ill -
why terminated and what alternative?

MRS. S. CARSTAIRS: With a supplementary question,
Madam Speaker.

There’s been a report made available to the
government on why this program has in fact been
terminated and an evaluation. Would the Minister make
that report available to members of this House and
community workers within the mental health field? Will
he also tell us what alternative programs will replace
it?

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Madam Speaker, I'll take that
under consideration.

Provincial Parks - increased fees

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Emerson.

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Madam Speaker, my question is
to the Minister of Natural Resources.

Since 1981, the revenues in his department have
increased by 103 percent and expenditures have
increased only 16 percent. One week after the biggest
long weekend in Manitoba’s camping history, the
Minister yesterday announced new fee increases for
park users. Can the Minister indicate whether these
fees were in effect last weekend? What other fee
increases is the Minister planning to impose on
Manitobans during the course of this summer?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Natural Resources.

HON. L. HARAPIAK: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

There is no magic in terms of administering the parks,
which belong to the people of Manitoba. There are two
sources of revenue. We can fund the parks through
the general tax base, where there are some revenues
that accrue to the parks by way again of general revenue
from the users of the parks. At this point, 40 percent
of the cost of operating the parks are paid by users,
and 60 percent is supported by the taxpayers through
general revenue.

The fee increases which were tabled at the time of
Estimates, so the member was aware during the course
of the Estimates that the fees were being brought in,
we’ll see a slight increase in revenue. But clearly, even
with this increase in revenue, the general tax base will
contribute to a 50 percent subsidy to the parks’ users.

Provincial Parks - what services in
full cost recovery

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Madam Speaker, to the same
Minister.

On the same release, the Minister announced that
he will move toward full cost recovery in the future.
Does the Minister have a plan in place as to when and
how he intends to move in this direction? Will the users
be able to indicate as to what kind of services they
will be receiving under this program?

HON. L. HARAPIAK: Madam Speaker, we always rely
on the users of the parks for input. There are surveys
conducted of users of the parks to determine the kinds
of services that they see as being in need. We feel that
there are services within the parks that are generally
available to the public, which are quite understandably
supportable through the tax base.

Then there are specific services that individual users
of the parks require and demand that it is reasonable
that they should support through their own contribution.
So it is in that area of those services demanded by
parks’ users which go beyond the general base of
service to the public that we would seek to have the
users pay for the services demanded. It is in that area
that we would be moving toward full cost recovery.

2293






Friday, 22 May, 1987

addition, requests both verbally and in writing to the
Minister have not provided sufficient information.

| would like to ask the Minister, first of all, whether
he would consent to tabling in the House a detailed
administrative structure of the Manitoba Jobs Fund?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Industry, Trade and Technology.

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

| don’t think that the administrative structure of the
Jobs Fund is the area where either the Opposition or
the Provincial Auditor has had a problem. The Provincial
Auditor is suggesting that he would like to see more
detail before the expenditure, but he’s certainly not
suggested that he’s not receiving the detail after the
decisions are made during the year. Those details are
provided. The details are provided to the Opposition
as well and, certainly on the matter of the administrative
structure, we're prepared to provide that to the
Opposition, although | believe they’ve had that for about
three years.

What | would like to see them do is talk a little bit
to the people of Manitoba about how important the
Jobs Fund has been in ensuring that we have tens of
thousands more people working today than we had in
1981, that we have a stronger economy and simply a
better Manitoba because of the Jobs Fund, which is
what they don’t want to talk about.

Jobs Fund - money spent to date

MR. L. DERKACH: Madam Speaker, in view of the fact
that the Minister indicates that the Jobs Fund is such
an important element and in view of the fact that some
$817 million has been allocated to the Jobs Fund over
the last four years, can the Minister indicate to the
House how much of the $817 million has been spent
to date?

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Madam Speaker, I'll take the
specifics of the question as notice, but there are very
few Manitobans who have not either had a job
themselves, a relative or a friend have a job as a result
of the Jobs Fund.

Community centres have seen the signs out. They
know the improvements in their centres. We have
churches, we have other facilities that have been
improved as a result of the Jobs Fund. There are very
few Manitobans, outside possibly that bunch in the
Opposition, who don’t see the improvements in
Manitoba as a result of the money spent in the Jobs
Fund.

Jobs Fund - direction to be
taken re information

MR. L. DERKACH: As usual, Madam Speaker, this
Minister either ignores or is unable to answer the
specific details of questions that are posed to him.

| have a new question to the Minister, Madam
Speaker. On May 2, | wrote the Minister a letter
requesting some specific details with regard to the Jobs
Fund. In his letter he replied and | quote, *‘| recommend
that you contact the various administering departments
directly for the detailed information.”

At his suggestion, we did that, Madam Speaker. We
phoned the various departments, only to receive a
phone call from the Minister’s office indicating that any
requests we had with regard to the Jobs Fund should
be directed in writing to the Minister’s office.

| would like to ask the Minister, Madam Speaker,
what direction he intends us to follow to gain information
from his department, or does he know?

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

It’s pretty clear to me that members of the Opposition
haven’t taken the time to read all the additional
information which has already been provided to them.

This year for the first time, which they have not
acknowledged, we have provided the Supplementary
Information ahead of time for the Jobs Fund for the
first time, in accordance with a request from the
Opposition and by the Provincial Auditor. We will have
the opportunity, as the members well know, to discuss
the issues in committee in great detail.

Madam Speaker, one of the questions they were
asking, as | understand it - and | haven’'t seen them
specifically for some time - is exactly who every single
applicant, every single name of people employed, people
who had received not only as employees but as
employers and so on. You know, quite frankly, we don’t
have the kind of time to do every single bit of nit-
picking detail.

When it comes to the programs, such as for farmers,
they never ask that kind of detail. They recognize that
there is a certain amount of privacy Manitobans are
entitled to.

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please, order please.

Non-returnable cans - program
for recycling of, monitoring of

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Niakwa.

MR. A. KOVNATS: Madam Speaker, | would direct my
question to the Honourable Minister of the Environment
and Workplace Safety and Health.

Has the Minister’s department been monitoring the
program of the collection of non-returnable soft drink
cans, and has the return ratio for recycling been
improved?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Workplace Safety and Health.

HON. G. LECUYER: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

The program that the member refers to, set up by
the soft drinks association, started sometime late last
fall. At that time, Madam Speaker, we indicated that
we would be keeping close watch on the program and
assessing the degree of progress that it has made.
After two months - we get periodic updates on that -
it does seem so far that it will prove to be fairly highly
successful, but only time will tell if that is satisfactory.

We said, Madam Speaker, at the time, that we would
allow a year for them to completely set up to include
Northern Manitoba, and | know that . . .

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh!
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MADAM SPEAKER: Order pl , order pl
The Honourable Minister has the floor.

HON. G. LECUYER: Madam Speaker, at this time of
the year, they're in the process of establishing the
program in Northern Manitoba wherein there will be
some people, and they propose to also collect plastics
as part of that process.

As well, Madam Speaker, | might indicate that in the
upcoming Environment Week, they propose to be highly
involved in promoting this system of voluntary return
of aluminum cans, in particular, for the value of the
aluminum.

I'm having a hard time of understanding myself,
Madam Speaker.

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh!
MADAM SPEAKER: Order please, order pl

| presume the Honourable Member for Niakwa wants
to hear the answer to his question.

HON. G. LECUYER: | think, Madam Speaker, that the
Member for Niakwa does want, but | think it is an
indication of the interest on environment from the other
members on his side of the House. They have so far
in this Session showed that they have absolutely no
interest . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: Order pl , order pl Order!
Non-returnable cans - government

regulation re

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Niakwa.

MR. A. KOVNATS: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

| too am having a great bit of difficulty understanding
the Minister. Madam Speaker, | really didn’t get the
answer that | wanted, but to the same Minister, the
Minister has allowed the industry to be self-regulatory
and | have been monitoring the collection, particularly
in my area, and | don’'t see it to be as successful as
has been indicated.

| would wonder whether the Minister is now going
to correct the situation by imposing government
regulations.

HON. G. LECUYER: Madam Speaker, if the member
had been listening and perhaps if he had been able
to understand what | was saying, he would have heard
that | said that we have indicated, as this program was
being set up, that we were providing a year for them
to establish the program and for us to get a good
understanding in terms of how successful the program
was in improving the return of especially aluminum can
containers. When that year is up, Madam Speaker, we
will be able to provide detailed information in terms
of how much better this system is than what was
happening before.

We have indicated, as the program was established,
Madam Speaker, that if it was not to our satisfaction,
we would consider legislation.

MADAM SPEAKER: The time for Oral Questions has
expired.

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. G. FILMON: Madam Speaker, | ask leave to make
a very brief non-political statement.

MADAM SPEAKER: Does the honourable member
have leave? (Agreed)

NON-POLITICAL STATEMENT

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. G. FILMON: Madam Speaker, | know that all
members of the Assembly will want to join in recognizing
today as a significant day, the day of the triumphant
homecoming of Rick Hansen having completed a 26-
month odyssey that, of course, involved a very well-
received welcome in Manitoba as he passed through,
an odyssey that was an amazing undertaking and
challenge that will probably, | think, be remembered
in the annals of history as one of the most significant
achievements of an individual with a cause and a very
strong belief in that cause, who wanted to ensure that
the world was aware of the cause and, | think, raised
that issue to public esteem and public concern
throughout the world.

| would ask, Madam Speaker, if members of the
Assembly would agree to having a telegram sent on
behalf of the Manitoba Legislative Assembly to Rick
Hansen at his official homecoming in Vancouver today,
indicating our esteem, our support for his amazing
effort, and recognizing, along with tens of thousands
of people worldwide, the accomplishment of an
individual with a dream and a mission and a
commitment.

| would suggest and request of the Premier that such
a telegram be sent on behalf of this Assembly to Rick
Hansen at his homecoming.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

HON. H. PAWLEY: Madam Speaker, 'm certainly
pleased to associate the government benches with the
comments by the Leader of the Opposition vis-a-vis
the Rick Hansen tour. Certainly a telegram is a
constructive suggestion. I'd like to point out that I've
already forwarded a letter to Rick Hansen. It was hand-
delivered in fact by Peggy Hays, whom we all know so
very well, who was so involved in the Manitoba part
of the Rick Hansen tour, commending Rick Hansen on
his idealism and his commitment to his mission that
has consumed two years of his time, contributing to
his fellow humankind.

Secondly, arising from the Rick Hansen visit to
Manitoba was the inspiration of the bringing together
of different groups representing the handicapped in the
province. The Minister of Community Services and |
had the opportunity to attend that meeting with Rick
Hansen and, flowing from that, a coordinator has been
set up in Manitoba, which in fact did exist prior to, but
to work on some of the plan of action that was evolved
during that meeting with Rick Hansen.

lunderstand that is being done as well. Some of that
work is being done now in other provinces too, so that
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Rick Hansen'’s legacy to Canada, to Canadians, will go
on from Newfoundland to British Columbia. The vision
that he expressed so very clearly articulated the effort
that he put behind his tour, as one that certainly all
Manitobans can commend and can wish and participate
with to ensure that it is continuing beyond the actual
project itself.

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

MADAM SPEAKER: Before moving to Orders of the
Day, may | direct the attention of honourable members
to the gallery where we have nine Grade 8 students
from the Gainsboro School from Gainsboro,
Saskatchewan, under the direction of Mr. Denis Roy
Dick, visiting with us this afternoon. These students
are neighbours of the Honourable Member for Arthur.

On behalf of all the members, we welcome you to
the Legislature this afternoon.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Government
House Leader.

HON. J. COWAN: Yes, Madam Speaker, would you
please call Second Readings for Bills No. 36 and No.
37, in that order.

SECOND READING

BILL NO. 36 - THE RELIGIOUS
SOCIETIES’ LANDS ACT

HON. A. MACKLING presented Bill No. 36, An Act to
amend The Religious Societies’ Lands Act; Loi modifiant
la Loi sur les biens-fonds des communautés religieuses,
for Second Reading.

MOTION presented.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Consumer and Corporate Affairs.

HON. A. MACKLING: Thank you, Madam Speaker. |
have a copy of the spread sheet and a copy of my
notes for my critic.

Madam Speaker, as is my practice, | will not refer
to the specifics of the legislation but deal with the
principles and then | will follow a written text | have,
but digress later to make sure that I've covered the
principles outlined in the bill.

The Religious Society Lands Act was enacted in order
to allow religious societies to be incorporated for the
sole purpose of holding title to land which is used as
a site for place of worship or cemetery. As the land is
held in the name of the religious society, rather than
the names of the individual trustees of the society, there
is no need to make any changes to the title when a
change occurs among the trustees.

As members can appreciate, back before this act
was brought into being, it was a very costly and
troublesome course of events that had to be followed
to provide for the change in names of trustees in
landholding. Trustees would leave the country or not

be available, and it worked a hardship to those who
were interested in the ongoing religious activities of
the particular denomination.

So, the rationale for the act was to ensure that there
would be a reasonable administrative course followed
so that when there was any transition, it didn't
necessitate a wholesale change in the land title.
Incorporation as a religious society under this act is
useful to the public as well because, after the time of
incorporation, there’s no need for any regular filings
in order to maintain corporate status.

(Mr. Acting Deputy Speaker, C. Baker, in the Chair.)

The bill that I'm presenting to the House today will
serve to simplify the incorporation and name
amendment procedures for religious societies. Rather
than filing copies of very complex and very involved
wordy resolutions and affidavits, religious societies will
now file a simplified incorporation and name
amendment forms. | will go into that in a little more
detail later, Mr. Deputy Speaker.

As well, the bill makes provisions which will allow
records maintained under the act to be on microfilm
and provided by way of information through computers
as well as on paper. Certified copies from these records
will be made admissible in court in the event that record
is needed in respect to the ownership of the title of
lands. These provisions are modelled after existing such
provisions in The Corporations Act.

Now members can appreciate that, while we're in
the process and when we get into my Estimates in the
Consumer and Corporate Affairs’ portfolio, of
developing more efficient information systems by
utilizing the modern technologies of computers and
microfilming - and as my colleague, the Minister of
Finance, is concerned - it is quite expensive. But in
order to better serve the public, we are in the process
of modernizing the storage of that information, the
processing of it, so that the public has greater measure
of use from it and over the long haul, after the initial
expense is borne, there will be a savings of money. |
want to reassure the Minister of Finance in connection
with that.

But this bill that is before us will facilitate our use
of microfilm and computer in respect to the handling
of that information. As | indicated earlier, a provision
of this bill will make for clarity of presentation of
evidence in court, that there will not be any question
of the admissibility in court of a copy of the information
which is on file pursuant to this bill. Without having
that provision in the act, it could well be that some -
| wouldn’t call him unnecessarily an astute lawyer - but
someone who merely wants to frustrate the legitimate
presentation of evidence or the proceedings in court
otherwise might, on a technicality, be able to frustrate
the otherwise smooth production of evidence in court.

Another provision of the bill will allow the
Corporations Branch not to have to produce originals
of documents where copies of documents are produced
in another form, that is, on microfilm. Therefore the
Corporations Branch will not be obliged to hold the
originals indefinitely once they have been microfilmed.
And | might say that | think that is one of the major
problems with government and government record
keeping is that, without there being provisions such as
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HON. R. PENNER: Madam Speaker, although | will try
to be reasonably brief, | can’t undertake to be as brief
as the Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs in
introducing the previous bill, because what we have
here this year is a much more extensive amending bill
to The Liquor Control Act than any of the bills that I've
had the pleasure, indeed the privilege, of introducing
in the last several years.

I think, if | could just discuss the process for a
moment, members will be aware that in each of the
last four or five years fairly substantial amendments
to The Liquor Control Act have been brought in rather
than an attempt to revise the whole bill. There are good
reasons for that.

| think that, in dealing with a piece of legislation as
significant to the social life of the province, both in
terms of the income obviously that is enjoyed from that
particular Crown corporation and, more importantly,
from the social effects of the consumption of alcohol,
both positive and negative, one must tread warily in
making such amendments.

| think it's even more important that we try as much
as possible to make sure that we consult, and I’'m just
going to just mention some of the consultation which
has taken place in leading to this bill, both externally
with affected agencies, with affected corporate entities
and with the Opposition. | always do hope but of course
can’t guarantee that amendments of this kind will attain
the support of the Opposition. | think that with a piece
of legislation of this kind, which | don’t see as having
any particular political or ideological significance, that
it moves forward as consensually as possible.

Just one other remark in that context, the members
will of course recall that prior to our assuming office
in November of 1981, just shortly before then, the
Michener Commission Report had been filed with some
very, very good recommendations. While we sort of had
some of those recommendations in mind in bringing
in amendments to The Liquor Control Act - and indeed,
if one were to take each one of the amending bills over
the last number of years and cross-check it with
recommendations in the Michener Commission, one
would find that indeed many - | would say indeed the
maijority - of those recommendations made by Michener
have been brought into law.

The particular significance of the amending bill this
year is that we are doing something which ought to
have been done much sooner - let me be the first to
admit it. Thatis a revamping of a very archaic licensing
network, substantially reducing some 25 or 26 licences
to about 11 classes of licence, and it's a much more
rational structure.

Let me make this comment about the revamping of
the licence structure. | know this is a matter of some
considerable interest to the Member for Sturgeon
Creek. That is, in the firstinstance, the recommendation
came from the Liquor Control Commission and it’s chief
executive officer and corporate officers. | think that’s
wise. They are the ones who were, in effect, on the
front line and know some of the problems
administratively, know some of the developments and
can be of considerable help to the policymakers. But
ultimately, of course, the bottom line is political, the
responsibility of those of us in elected office to make
sure that those recommendations indeed conform to
the better part of public policy.- (Interjection)- I’'m sure

that | will be finished before noon, | would think, in any
event. Madam Speaker, I'll try to make it even five to
twelve, if | can.

This is an important bill, and | think a number of
things have to be put on the record. | was just about
to comment with respect to the consultative process
that, with respect to the revamping of licences and, in
particular, with respect to the conditions of the licences,
extensive consultations were held with the Manitoba
Hotel Association and the Manitoba Restaurant and
Food Association. These are very important
associations in the life of Manitoba, very important to
the tourist industry, very important to the social life of
the province. | would like to say that, as a government,
we’ve had excellent relationship with both associations.

During the development of the proposals which now
find their effect in bill form, there were some differences
of approach between those two associations in terms
of the conditions of the licences. What | would like to
do, just parenthetically, is to commend those
associations for in fact having resolved those differences
as between themselves. | made it clear that | didn’t
feel, in this area, | wanted to be a referee so much as
a facilitator, and it wasin the course of several meetings
that a consensus was attained on what, after all, is an
area of competition between those two associations.

Very well, those are the general introductory remarks,
and what | would like to do now is to first speak about
the reorganization of licences. Madam Speaker, in doing
so, | want to make sure that all members in the House
fully understand the import of what is being proposed.

That section of the present Liquor Control Act which
deals with licences is being rooted out entirely and is
repealed. We then proceed to designate throughout
the course of the bill with some particularity the classes
of licences, the new classes of licences, and the
conditions thereto appertaining in each particular case.
So that, to be as brief as | can about it, we have
significant changes to each one of these classes that
I’'m just going to mention; I'm not not going to take
more time than is necessary.

The dining room liquor licence - this licence
encompasses the existing dining room liquor restaurant,
beer and wine, and restaurant wine licences, so they're
collapsed, if you will, into one basic dining room liquor
licence. Thislicence -(Interjection)- What was that? You
should eat more, perhaps that may save them.

This licence encompasses, as I've pointed out, the
existing dining room liquor restaurant beer and wine,
and restaurant wine licences. This licence, Madam
Speaker, will authorize the sale of liquor by the glass
with meals, as prescribed by the commission, in the
dining room or such other premises as the commission
may approve. This will allow the commission - and |
think we should be clear of exactly what authority is
being granted here - to authorize dining room licensees
to cater both food and liquor to locations other than
their licensed dining rooms.

Let me give an example of that, so it's clear what
is being proposed here. A fairly substantial hotel, let’s
say, such as the Westin, caters very large affairs and
may cater it with respect to food only. They will now
be able to cater with respect to food and liquor. As
well, this licence will allow the commission to prescribe
liquor service with meal service to a table, a significant
change. This may certainly be a matter of considerable
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well, we'll look at a solution to that problem. The solution
that we have in the amending act is as follows. We
now have a new definition in part of the definition section
of controlled beverage. The controlled beverage is a
beverage which is between .5 by volume and 1; and
a controlled beverage - Sarasoda, for example, would
fall in that class, between .5 and 1 - cannot be sold
to a person under 18. So that’s the resolution of that
particular problem.

| should say, however, that Sarasoda has done further
research and have found a way to overcome some of
the technical problems and will be - if they haven’t
already introduced a new Sarasoda - that in fact will
be .5 instead of .9. So they've responded to the
concerns in that area as well, but we know there are
certain other fortified kinds of essences sold in the
ordinary stores and these will be classed as controlled
beverages if they have between .5 and 1 in content by
volume.

If one refers to a further section of the bill, which |
shall not name by number, you’'ll find that there is a
prohibition section dealing with the sale of either a
controlled beverage or a spiritous beverage to anyone
under the age of 18.

Just a few more remarks, Madam Speaker. The
definition section of the act is repealed and reenacted
so that many of the elements which are necessary to
deal with the revamping of the licences will have been
dealt with and | just gave one example of the definition
of a controlled beverage.

One other change that | should mention, because |
do want members opposite to be fully aware of what
is in this bill so that they may speak to it, is that the
composition of the Liquor Control Commission has
changed to allow not less than five members. Presently
it says five members. We're saying not less than five.
In the event, because of the expanded activity of the
commission, it is thought that it should be seven. That
would be permissible, but that change is there.

| would like members to understand that section of
the bill which allows a sale of “non-food items’ related
to the sale of liquor in liquor stores. | want to make
it absolutely clear that this would only be things like
corkscrews and a few items of that kind, so that if a
person went into a liquor store and bought a bottle of
wine and said, my god, | don’t have a corkscrew, they
could buy a corkscrew.

We're not having the liquor stores get into the
business of selling food or anything of that kind anymore
than we want food stores to be in the business of selling
liquor. But it’s just those types of things, a set of glasses
or -(Interjection)- Mmm? Not bad. Do you want the
franchise? No, we don’t want ice or mix to be sold in
our liquor stores. Our liquor stores have really improved
tremendously in quality and design and we don’t want
to do anything that junks them up.

Just two other observations and | will have done,
Madam Speaker. There is an amendment that the
member should be aware of because they may want
to reflect on it. There is an amendment which will allow
the commission, in accordance with government
regulations, to allow liquor which is sold on occasional
permit functions to be sold at a price limit which is set
by the commission.

In other words, previously it had a fixed price that
was intended to reflect the notion that when liquor is
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sold at an occasional permit function, there should be
no possibility that they make a profit on the sale of
liquor. The only profit that can be made is made on
the sale of tickets to the event.

It's been represented to us, and | think rightly so,
that there are a number of community clubs and a
number of charitable functions which genuinely depend
on the social functions through the year to be able to
maintain the community club or to assist the local soccer
association, or whatever it is.

So there’ll be a little flexibility, so that in addition to
the money that can be made on the sale of the tickets,
a little bit can be made, but as capped by the
commission on the sale of liquor at those functions.
This, of course, does not apply to no sale functions,
nor does it apply to anything which is not genuinely
for such purposes, that is, purposes of assisting the
community club or the particular genuine town or village,
city, charitable event.

Madam Speaker, these changes which are being
proposed in this amendment to The Liquor Control Act,
| think, are worthy of the support of all members of
the House. It marks another step forward in our attempt
to modernize the liquor law.

| want to close by assuring members of the House
that we're not loosening the control features of the bill
in any significant way. There have been a lot of justifiable
complaints that very important sections of the
commercial life of this province, the hotel industry and
particularly the restaurant industry, are penalized by
some of the restrictions that we've had. We, in a
measured way, responded to those concerns, in a
measured way that | think will be understood.

One final comment, because | think | may have
overlooked that, in talking about the licences, we have
had with respect to cabarets and cocktail rooms on
the one hand, and beverage rooms on the other, a
differential closing time: one o’clock in one instance;
two o’clock in the other. That is not sustainable, Madam
Speaker; that is discriminatory. So there’s a uniform
closing time of 2:00 a.m. with respect to those licences.

Madam Speaker, having given this explanation, and
| hope | haven't taken up too much time, | commend
this bill to the House.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St.
Norbert.

MR. G. MERCIER: Madam Speaker, | move, seconded
by the Member for Morris, that debate be adjourned.

MOTION presented and carried.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Education.

HON. J. STORIE: Would you call debate on Bill No.
6, the Proposed Motion of the Honourable Minister of
Government Services, The Emergency Measures Act;
Loi sur les mesures d’urgence.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Opposition House
Leader.

MR. G. MERCIER: Yes, Madam Speaker, | can indicate
to the Acting Government House Leader that it is our
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