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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Thursday, August 4, 1 988. 

The House met at 1:30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TA BLING OF REPORTS 

Hon.  James Downey (Minister responsible for The 
Manitoba Natural Resources Development Act): M r. 
Speaker, I would  l i ke to table the report of Channel 
Area Loggers for 1 986-87. 

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education): M r. 
Speaker, I would l ike to table the report for the Teachers' 
Retirement A l lowances Fund Board ending December 
3 1 ,  1 987. 

I would also l i ke to table the Annual Financial Report 
for Brandon University for the year ended March 3 1 ,  
1 987. 

In  addit ion, I would also l i ke to table the Publ ic 
Schools Finance Board Annual Report ended March 
3 1 ,  1 987. 

Mr. Speaker: H o nourab le  M e m bers, pursuant  to  
Section 99( 1 )  of  The Election Finances Act, I am p leased 
to table Part 1 of the annual report relating to that 
Act 

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General): M r. S peaker, 
I am tabl ing today one copy of the rol l  of statutes to 
be re-enacted by Bi l l  No. 4, The Re-enacted Statutes 
of Manitoba, 1 988, Act. That roll is in fact the large 
three-ring binder that the Clerk already has on the 
Table. 

M r. Speaker, I wish also to table the schedu le  to B i l l  
No.  5,  The Statute Re-enactment Act , 1 988. l t  is the 
smaller tartan b inder  that is already on the Table. 1 
wish  to t h a n k  a l l  Part ies a n d  t h e  C lerk  for  t h e i r  
cooperation. 

• ( 1 335) 

INTRODUCTION O F  BILLS 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Fiin Flon) introduced, by leave, B i l l  
No. 1 3, The Manitoba Hydro Amendment Act; Lo i  
mod ifiant la  Loi sur I 'Hyd ro-Manitoba. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Storie: As is  customary, I would  l ike to introduce 
this piece of legislat ion.  

I would l ike to say at the outset that I am particularly 
proud as a N ortherner and as one of many M anitobans 
who view Manitoba Hydro as an i mportant sovereign 
entity with in the Province of  Manitoba, an entity which 
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has served the consumers of this province and industry 
in this province for decades with distinction, with reliable 
service, an entity which I believe and many Manitobans 
believe has the potential to not only continue to provide 
Manitobans with stabi l ity in  terms of energy supply, but 
also has the potential of being an engine for economic 
growth,  economic diversification in  this province. 

This particular legislation is  introduced by the New 
Democratic Party and myself because of our  deep, 
abiding and sincere concern over the impl ications of 
the Free Trade Agreement. The Min ister of Energy (Mr. 
Neufeld)  is in possession of a report from his own 
department which would tell Manitobans and Canadians 
that if the Free Trade Agreement had been a reality in 
the years in which Canada enjoyed a two-price energy 
system ,  consumers would have been charged an extra 
$50 bi l l ion plus -(Interjection)- $50 b i l l ion more for their 
energy. That , in and of itself, is justification for th is Bi l l .  

However, I believe that the justification for this Bi l l  
a lso l ies in the fact that constitutionally Manitoba has 
the statutory obl igation, the constitutional ob l igation 
to manage Hydro in a way which befits Manitobans, 
not the federal Government, not other entities, not the 
United States of America. 

T h i s  part icu l a r  leg is lat ion  proposes t o  d o  fou r 
separate th ings. First, it makes clear to a l l  that the 
conditions of sale of electric power to the United States 
wi l l  be establ ished by the Manitoba Government The 
criteria for those sales wi l l  be establ ished by the 
Lieutenant-Governor-in-Counci l .  We bel ieve that the 
question of surplus for the use of Manitobans and other 
Canadians is important, and we i ntend to enshrine the 
r ight of M anitoba Hydro to make those decisions. We 
bel ieve that M anitobans and Canadians need to have 
the assurance that their interests in energy wi l l  be 
p rotected fi rst, not last. I want to make it clear that 
Manitoba maintains jurisdiction over Manitoba Hydro, 
notwithstanding the Free Trade Agreement, and that, 
notwithstanding the Free Trade Agreement, we can use 
Man itoba Hydro for the development of our economy 
i n  the Province of Manitoba at our d iscretion. 

Mr. Speaker: I would  l ike to remind al l  Honourable 
Members that Rule 85 in  our Rules states quite clearly 
that the Honourable Member is g iven an opportunity 
to explain a l ittle bit about the Bi l l ,  with its introduction, 
as would  enable the House to better understand the 
purpose of the Bi l l .  

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

• ( 1 340) 

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

Respite Care - Funding 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition):  
My question is to the First M inister (Mr. Fi lmon). 

Whenever Tory Govern ments take power in the 
Province of  Manitoba, Manitobans worry. They worry 
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about the level of social services, especial ly to those 
who are handicapped, to those who are particularly 
vulnerable, and indeed to our seniors. These fears are 
legit imate. We now know, for example, that the respite 
care program has been severely restricted . As a result ,  
no new cases are being accepted and wait ing l ists are 
being established. 

I ask the First M inister: Is  th is an ind ication of the 
approach to be taken in  the Budget which wi l l  be tabled 
in this House on Monday next? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I want to correct a 
number of parts of the preamble that the Leader of 
the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) put on the record . 

Firstly, she has put forth a suggestion that some 
measures were taken as a result of a cutback or a 
reduction in budget by this Tory adm i nistration in the 
respite care program. I would  want to say that no such 
cutback or  n o  such red uct ion  was m a d e  by  t h i s  
a d m i n istrat ion . So s h e  i s  com i n g  f r o m  wrong 
i nformation to  begin  with. 

Secondly, she has suggested that because her critic, 
the Member for Ellice (Ms. G ray)- I am surprised she 
would not let her ask the question-since she was the 
one who went to the media and raised the issue, I am 
surprised that she would not have let her do it because 
she may have been better i nformed on it .  

The Member for Ell ice, for instance, might have been 
i nformed-1 do not know if  she is, but certainly the 
Leader of the Opposition is not-that there was a follow
up memo because of the concern of the department 
to the effect that that reduction or that inabi l ity to take 
care of all cases might have. 

As I say, it was not because of a reduction in  budget 
or any cutback. lt was as a result of the fact that they 
had spent in the first three months of the year almost 
60 percent of their budget for the entire year. So the 
administration in the department was attempting to 
make some moves to try and recogn ize the fiscal crunch 
that they might reach eventually. 

However, after that memo that she refers to, the 
memo of June  2, after further cons iderat ion  and 
d iscussion i n  the department, the  department issued 
a further memo on July 13  with i nstructions that no 
family would  be left in a detrimental situation as a result 
of the lack of funds that was in  the Budget from the 
previous NDP administration. They also indicated that 
regional offices should priorize cases as they come in  
and that no family would be left i n  a detrimental 
situation, as I indicated. In rare instances, as a result 
of the i nformation we have, are fami l ies having to wait. 
New fami l ies have, in fact, received services since the 
memo was originally issued. 

So I want t o  reassure both the Leader of t h e  
Opposition and the people o f  Manitoba-no reductions 
have taken place as a result of this Conservative 
administration. The measure was an admin istrative one 
taken because of . . .- ( inaudible)- . . . by the previous 
NDP Budget. 

Mrs. Carstairs: Can the First Minister inform this House 
that additional funds have been made avai lable for 
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respite care above and beyond the $500,000 al lotted 
to this particular department? 

* ( 1 345) 

Mr. Filmon: The Leader of the Opposition should know 
fu l l  wel l - she has been here for two years-that we 
have not yet released our Estimates of Expenditure for 
the departments and that when those Estimates are 
released , there wi l l  be an opportunity to question the 
M in ister here in the Legislature, in  committee, on those 
Estimates, to find out all the details about the allocation 
of al l  of the funds within her budget. As a result ,  she 
wi l l  then k now the amount of funds that have been 
al located for that respite care program and she wi l l  
have a n  opportunity to d iscuss in  debate whether o r  
n o t  that is a n  appropriate amount. 

But I want to repeat, for her knowledge, the assurance 
that I gave her earl ier that no fami ly wi l l  be left in a 
detrimental situation as a result of the fact that they 
have already spent 60 percent of the funds that had 
been p rev ious ly a l l ocated by the p rev ious N D P  
administrat ion,  and that regional offices are priorizing 
the cases as they come in, and that only in rare 
circumstances would  a family even have to wait -

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Leader 
of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs). 

M r. F i lmon:  -for  respite care.  Th ose are t h e  
assurances that I know she will b e  interested in hearing. 

Mrs. Carstairs: Thank you , M r. Speaker. If we could 
just get short answers.- ( Interjection)- We got it twice, 
three times. 

Respite Care 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. S peaker, my q uest ion  is to t h e  M i n ister  of 
Community Services (Mrs. Oleson). 

Did the M inister approve a memo which left her 
department on the 2nd of June and read : "Due to our 
present financial situation and lack of Budget for 1 988-
89, do not accept any new chi ldren/fami l ies for the 
Family Support Program. " ?  Did she al low that memo 
to go out of her department? 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Min ister of Com m u n ity 
Services): I d id  not sign the memo that went out on 
that subject. 

The Leader of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) should 
be aware that many memos were sent out, during the 
fi rst part of the t ime when we were in  office, to al l  
departments. Nobody is picking on this part icular 
situation. The memos went out to all departments tel l ing 
them that they were to operate as if they working on 
the '87-88 Budget. lt  was a cautionary note to warn 
them that they must be carefu l and responsible and 
then when the Budget for '88-89 is approved , then they 
wi l l  know what they have to spend .  

A second memo was sent out, a s  the First M in ister 
(Mr. Filmon) has indicated, because someone expressed 
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concern in the department that there may be difficulties 
from the first memo. So a second memo was sent out 
from the same department suggesting that if there were 
d ifficulties, if fami lies were going to be at risk because 
of this first memo, to be sure and monitor it carefu l ly 
and make sure that no one was at risk. 

I understand ,  i n  questioning my department, there 
have been new fami lies al lowed to have respite care 
since those memos were sent out. 

Mrs Carstairs: A further question to the M inister of 
Community Services: Can the Min ister inform the 
House how many people in this province are on a waiting 
l ist for respite care; particularly, how many of those 
ind ividuals are in urgent need of respite care? 

Mrs. Oleson: M r. S peaker, to  the  Leader of t h e  
Opposition: In  inquiring o f  m y  department, I d iscovered 
that there are agencies with no one on the waiting l ist 
and that there are some with waiting l ists, but it is qu ite 
normal at this time of year, in  hol iday t ime, to have 
wait ing l ists. I will assure her, and can assure her, that 
no one who is in desperate need is being denied service. 

Pharmacare Deductible Increase 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, my question is to the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon). 

I watched with some amusement yesterday when the 
M i nister for Seniors (Mr. Neufeld)  was required to be 
held accountable for a 13 percent increase when I knew 
of a 50 percent increase from the other administration 
in which I had sat in  this House. 

I would like to ask the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) why, when 
an investigation is  going on with regard to the use of 
Pharma cards,  particularly for our senior  people and 
for those who are primarily in  need, why he would 
i ntroduce at this point i n  time an increase of 1 3  percent, 
which is  almost 9 percent to 1 0  percent h igher than 
the rates of increases in  pensions for those same 
ind ividuals? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): M r. Speaker, fi rst and 
foremost, we would  prefer not to have to pass along 
any portion of the increased costs of Pharmacare to 
anybody. We would prefer not to have to charge fami l ies 
a n y  a d d i t i o n a l  amount  on t h e  d e d uct i b l e  for 
Pharmacare, because we want to provide them with 
al l  of the services possible within our financial means. 

The d i fficulty we have is the same d ifficulty that the 
previous Government had ,  and that is that the costs 
of Pharmacare are going up d ramatically. As a result ,  
we have to continue to collect some portion of those 
i ncreases because certainly all of the i ncreases are not 
being  passed along. The Government is cont inuing to 
take a b igger and a bigger portion of the Pharmacare 
costs. 

The fact of the matter is, though , that some portion 
had to be recovered. We examined very, very carefully 
the finances of the province and they had been left in 
desperate circumstances as a result of the NDP's waste 
and mismanagement for six-and-a-half years. 
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In looking at the matter, we felt that the seniors could 
absorb some increase over a period of t ime and it has 
been since 1 986 that the last increase in  deductible 
was passed along. That increase was 50 percent at 
that t ime in  1 986 by the previous administrat ion.  This 
increase of between 12 percent and 13 percent was 
determined to be something that seniors could l ive with. 
As I ind icated , we would prefer to pass along none, 
but seniors acknowledge that they would  l ike to pay 
their reasonable share and this kind of an increase is 
as l ow as we can make it ,  bel ieve me. 

* ( 1 350) 

Multiculturalism Task Force 
Report Release 

Ms. Maureen Hemphill (Logan): M r. Speaker, my 
question is for the Minister of Culture, Heritage and 
Recreation (M rs. M itchelson). 

Hundreds of thousands of Manitobans, and indeed , 
thousands of tourists are joining every Member of this 
Legislature in  enjoying the tremendous celebration of 
our cu lture when they are attending Folklorama. We 
are al l  looking a l ittle t i red,  I th ink ,  from the celebration. 
I bel ieve that al l  Parties in  th is Chamber recogn ize and 
bel ieve that this is a mult icultural province. However, 
that is where it is when it comes to the Government 
and the Members across the way. 

Last week, the Premier and his Government issued 
a Throne Speech that d id  not have one mention of 
multicu ltural legislation programs, priorities, budget or 
init iatives. 

My question to the Min ister is: Since the task force 
report- made avai lable, I th ink,  in  May of '87- has 
completed its work, can the M inister tell us if the report 
is finished, has she received it, when will she be releasing 
it, and what act i o n  w i l l  she be tak i n g  on t h e  
recommendations? 

Hon. Bonnie Mitchelson (Minister of Culture, Heritage 
and Recreation):  I would l ike to thank the Member 
for Logan (Ms. Hemphi l l )  for asking me my very fi rst 
question in this House. 

Some Honourable Members: Hear, hear! 

Mrs. Mitchelson: M r. S peaker, I would  l ike to indicate 
to the Member for Logan and to the House that the 
task force t h at was i n i t i ated u nd e r  the p revious 
administration back in  May of 1 987, I believe, was 
supposed to be finished its work and have its f inal 
report in in  February of 1 988. 

Mr. Speaker, when the election was cal led , when the 
Government was defeated , that report was not yet in  
to the previous administrat ion.  That report was put on 
hold by the NDP Government of the Day during the 
election campaign . 

S ince we have taken over Government, Mr. Speaker, 
I have requested that the task force complete their 
work as qu ickly as possible. I do  want to ind icate to 
the H ouse that they had written to me and asked for 
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extension to October of this year to complete their 
report. I have indicated to them that I am not going 
to allow that to happen. I want the results of that report 
to me. They are going to be with me within the next 
week or so. I am meeting with that task force this 
Saturday to d iscuss the issues with them. 

Ms. Hemphill: I wonder, if the M inister is so interested 
in seeing the report, why has she waited two months 
to talk to the members of the task force. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Logan (Ms. 
Hemphil l ) ,  with a question. 

* (1355) 

Ms. Hemphill: Mr. Speaker, I th ink that every Member 
of th is House knows that when an election is on,  any 
Government that deals with major studies of importance 
to the Province of Manitoba would be i rresponsible to 
do it in the middle of an election and they know that. 

Multiculturalism Policy 

Ms. Maureen Hemphill (Logan): Speaking of the 
election, many representatives of the ethnocultural 
community pressed this now Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) and 
this Government on what their mult icultural pol icies 
were and what i n it iatives they would take, and they d id  
not  get  an answer. 

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member have a 
q uestion? 

Ms. Hemphill: And now we know why- because they 
have no plans. 

M r. Speaker, my q uestion to the Min ister of Culture, 
Heritage and Recreation ( Mrs. M itchelson) is: Wil l  you 
please tell over half the people of the Province of 
Manitoba, waiting to hear what initiatives you are taking 
i n  these areas, what you are going to do in  the areas 
to approve Affirmative Action, to bring in contract 
com p l iance ,  to b r i n g  i n  leg is lat i o n ,  to b r i n g  i n  a 
multicultural Act to deal with the serious question of 
accreditation to continue that process that we had 
begun,  to deal with the issue of-

Mr. Speaker: Order. 

Ma. Hemphill: -assets to education and train ing 
across-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Min ister 
of Culture, Heritage and Recreation. 

Hon. Bonnie Mitchelson (Minister of Culture, Heritage 
and Recreation): Thank you, M r. Speaker. 

I do want to ind icate that the action we have taken 
as a Government since we were elected is positive 
action towards the multicu ltural community. I have 
asked for the task force to complete its work and 
present that to me with in the next week, and that wil l  
be d one. 
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We have asked the Provincial Auditor to go in and 
look at M IC  because people from the ethnic community 
have come to me with their concerns. Their concerns 
are that there has been turmoil  going on with in M IC 
for a period of t ime and they are start ing to come 
forward on a confidential basis and express those 
concerns to me as a Min ister. 

I have taken action, and when we have the results 
of the review in  our hands at the end of August , we 
will be d iscussing with the multicultural community first, 
with the Legislature and with the people of Manitoba 
what action we are going to be taking. 

Ms. Hemphill: M r. Speaker, first of al l ,  I want to ind icate 
to the M in ister that we agree with the review that is 
being undertaken,  but I also want to tell her that they 
want jobs and training, too, not just studies and reviews 
and audits. 

My last supplementary to the Minister-first of a l l ,  
I would l ike to take one moment to commend . . . 

Hon. Jamea McCrae (Government House Leader): 
On a point of order. 

Ms. Hemphill: I was going to commend the Speaker. 

Mr. McCrae: M r. Speaker, I bel ieve all Members of the 
H ouse have been patient with the Honourable Member 
for Logan (Ms. Hemphi l l )  i n  putting her questions. The 
Member for Logan also knows that certainly, with 
supplementary questions, no preamble is even required 
and I th ink we have been more than patient with the 
Honourable Member. 

I am asking for your assistance, Mr. Speaker, in  
reminding her-as you have already done previously 
in  this portion of the proceedings-that long questions 
do tend to lead to long answers. For my part,  I have 
asked the Members on this side of the House to attempt 
to observe the brevity rule, and there are times when 
long questions do lead to long answers. I am asking 
you to remind the Honourable Member for Logan and 
al l  H onourable Members about that point. 

Mr. Speaker: I would l ike to thank the Government 
House Leader. lt is a fact that a supplementary question 
d oes not need a preamble. 

Govt. Advertising - Ethnic 
Media 

Ms. Maureen Hemphill (Logan): My question to the 
Min ister is: In  l ight of the fact that the Government 
puts out a l ot of advertising and in l ight of the fact that 
the Government puts out press releases and information 
about Government programs that are very important 
to the people of Manitoba, wi l l  the Minister please make 
a commitment to all members of the ethn ic cultural 
media and local community newspapers: ( 1 )  that they 
wi l l  share in the advertising that the Government puts 
out; they wi l l  be put on the list and they will receive 
advertising for their rad io and newspapers; and (2) that 
t h ey w i l l  receive access to a l l  i n format ion  about  
Government  p rograms and they w i l l  receive a l l  
Government press releases to inform them o f  what the 
Government is doing? 



Thursday, August 4, 1988 

Hon. Bonnie Mitchelson (Minister of Culture, Heritage 
and Recreation): M r. Speaker, the first thing I want 
to do with the ethnic media is meet with them and ask 
them what the previous administration d id  in those 
respects, and see whether we can improve on what 
the NDP Government d id  as far as advertising with the 
ethnic media. 

I want to indicate to you that we are going to sit 
d own with the ethnic community, and I am going to 
meet with every group and organization in  the ethn ic 
community whether they belong to M I C  or not, get 
down to the grass-roots level and f ind out from them 
what they want from us as a Government. We are going 
to work i n  cooperation with them to ensure that we 
are meeting their needs. 

* ( 1 400 ) 

Respite Care - Eligibility 

Ms. Avis Gray (EIIice): M r. Speaker, my question is 
for the Minister of Community Services (Mrs. Oleson).  

Could the M inister tel l  this House what el ig ib i l ity 
criteria chi ldren's special services fol low and who is 
their target populat ion? 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson ( M i n ister of Com m u nity 
Services): The Fami ly Support Fund is the fund which 
supports respite care, child development programs, 
transportation and suppl ies to fami l ies with chi ldren 
w i t h  d is a b i l i ty. I m i g h t  ad d ,  for the M e m b e r ' s  
i nformation, that in  '87-88,  over 700 hundred fami l ies 
received services from this fund at a cost of over $ 1 .2 
mi l l ion .  

There is another fund called the Additional Care and 
Support Fund which is a support to fami lies above and 
beyond the Fami ly Support Fund,  and in '87-88, th is  
fund was able to help 69 fami l ies throughout the 
province with a cost of u p  to $500,000.00. 

Ms. G ray: A s u p p l e mentary for  the M i n ister  of 
Community Services. 

Could the Minister elaborate on what specific type 
of d isabil ities would  fall in the e l ig ib i l ity criteria for 
respite care and chi ldren 's special services? 

Mrs. Oleson: For the most part, this helps in respite 
care to fami lies who have mentally handicapped chi ldren 
in  their home and in other cases, of course, which merit 
assistance also. 

Ms. Gray: A third supplementary to the same Minister. 

Given the First M inister's ( M r. Fi lmon) remarks and 
information that the M i nister of Community Services 
(Mrs.  Oleson) and the fact the Government on the other 
side are aware that there is  a deficit in  budgets within 
the f irst quarter of the fiscal year, and given that that 
side of the Government reports that they are pro-active, 
coul d  the Min ister of Community Services then tell us, 
in the last three months, what pro-active steps she has 
taken, knowing of this deficit financing,  to ensure that 
the basic services of respite care, day programs and 
residential care are maintained i n  the regions? 
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Mrs. Oleson: I bel ieve that question has already been 
answered in previous questions. The First M in ister ( M r. 
Filmon) gave the answer; I have given the answer. People 
are receiving care, and I cannot d ivu lge any information 
further than that as to dol lars unti l  after the Budget. 

Meech Lake Accord - Protection 
Women's Rights 

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): My question is to the 
Honourable First Minister (Mr. Fi lmon).  

We were a l i ttle surprised on the Liberal side of the 
House that in speaking for wel l  more than an hour 
yesterday, the First Min ister d id not mention the 1 987 
Constitutional Accord or his own Party's posit ion. 

I n  l ight of the fact that more and more Manitobans 
are expressing their opposition to the Accord , my 
question to the First Min ister is very simple and it is  
th is :  Does t h e  F i rst M i n ister  be l ieve that t h e  
Const i tutional Accord currently d rafted adequately 
protects the rights of women, rights which are currently 
guaranteed by the Canadian Charter of Rights and 
Freedoms? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I thank the Deputy Leader 
of the Opposition (Mr. Carr) for that question. He seems 
to be a sing le-issue Member since he asked questions 
about Meech Lake and those have been the only 
questions he has asked in  this House. I guess that is 
as far as he has gone in  the schooling that the Leader 
of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) has been giving h im .  
He gets to the  next step when they get to their next 
series of briefings. 

With regard to the Meech Lake Constitutional Accord, 
I have ind icated previously to this Member and to the 
publ ic and to the media that we are support ive of the 
Meech Lake Accord in  principle but we are prepared 
to l isten to the people. We have met with individual 
groups of people. We have met with people throughout 
society, including women's  groups who have expressed 
concern about their rights as they might be affected 
by the Meech Lake Accord, their rights under the 
Constitution. We have looked at-they have been happy 
to share with us-the legal opinions that they have with 
respect to that particular issue. 

I might say that we have seen legal opinions on the 
other side of the issue by constitutional experts, by 
legal experts that have given other views with respect 
to the  p rotect i o n  of wome n ' s  r i g h t s  u n d er t h e  
Constitution,  vis-a-vis t h e  Meech Lake Accord. This i s  
t h e  reason why w e  w i l l  have f u l l  a n d  complete a n d  open 
publ ic hearings, so that both sides, there are many 
d ifferent opinions on that issue and they will be able 
to be expressed . 

Meech lake Accord - A mending 
Formula 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Member 
for Fort Rouge. 

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): Thank you , Mr. Speaker. 
A supplementary to the Premier, and I thank him for 
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the compl iment. I do not th ink it is such a bad thing 
that there are those on this side of the House who care 
about the most i mportant constitutional amendment 
we have seen in  a decade or more. 

My supplementary to the Premier is this,  and I hope 
we can get an answer: Does the First Min ister agree 
with the Winnipeg Chamber of Commerce that the 
amending formu l a ,  as current ly d rafted , puts t h i s  
country in  a strait-jacket from which it can never 
escape? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): M r. Speaker, I remind 
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Carr) that 
the Meech Lake Accord, as it is presently constituted , 
was achieved as a result of the del iberations of 1 0  
premiers and the federal Government, all of whom came 
to a consensus on a major issue such as the Meech 
Lake Accord by which many, many different issues were 
cons idered and w h i c h  u l t i m ately arr ived at a 
c o m p ro m ise w h i c h  Quebec and  a l l  of t h e  other  
provinces could accept for  Quebec's signature on the 
Constitution. That was a remarkable achievement, and 
many people said that kind of unanimity could not be 
achieved. 

So for someone to say that it would  be i mpossible, 
under the proposed amending formula, for al l provinces 
a n d  the federal  G overn ment  to ag ree on fu ture 
constitut ional amendments or amend ments to the 
structure and nature of our institutions in this country, 
I do not think i t  is  a reasonable thing to say because 
the Meech Lake Accord itself puts the lie to that 
suggestion. 

Mr. Carr: M r. Speaker, with a supplementary to the 
First Min ister: The First M i nister knows ful l  wel l  that 
it is much easier to get an agreement when you are 
giving powers away than it is to get agreement when 
you are taking powers back. The Premier wil l  also know 
that 52 percent of the country's population may have 
something to say about 1 1  men locked up in a room 
u nti l  four in  the morning. 

My question is th is-and the reason we ask so many 
q uestions is because we get so few answers. Does the 
First Minister agree-

Mr. Speaker: Ord er, p l ease. The H on o u r a b l e  
Government House Leader. 

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader): 
Mr. Speaker, I know the Honourable Member was about 
to get to his questions, but i t  is too bad he had to wait 
unti l  I rose to my feet to get on with his q uestion. 

* (1 41 0) 

Mr. Carr: Does the First M inister (Mr. Fi lmon) agree 
with many social groups in Manitoba that the spending
power provisions in the 1 987 Constitutional Accord 
could lead to a hodgepodge of social services across 
this country? 

Mr. Filmon: To begin with, M r. Speaker, I wi l l  address 
the si l l iness of the suggestion that the Accord was only 
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arrived at because 1 1  men were locked up in a room 
until 4 a.m. What the Deputy Leader of the Opposition 
(Mr. Carr) suggests, of course, is that nothing took place 
before that, that there was a vacuum, and that one 
evening they all got together and devised the Meech 
Lake Accord. 

He totally ignores the fact that these d iscussions, 
these negotiations go back until the early Seventies. 
They were generated by Pierre Trudeau's desire to have 
the Constitution changed and all members and all parts 
of the country included and so on.  They totally ignore 
the fact that these First Ministers, these 1 1 , have worked 
on it with their Governments, their legal advisers, their 
constitutional advisers for two years leading up to the 
final signing of that Accord . I n  fact, there was a great 
deal  of i n f o r m at i o n ,  d iscuss i o n ,  negot iat ion and 
consideration given to that. So his suggestion that it 
al l happened by going till four in  the morning and the 
1 1  First Min isters is  absolute nonsense. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Mr. Reg Alcock (Opposition House Leader): Mr. 
Speaker, on a point of order. 

I agree with the Honourable House Leader for the 
Opposition that long q uestions produce long answers, 
but non-answers also produce long . . . . 

Mr. Speaker: I would  l ike to remind all Honourable 
Members that questions should be brief and that 
answers should also be brief. 

The Brick Warehouse - Charges 

Mr. Jim Maloway (Eimwood): My question is to the 
Premier (Mr. Fi lmon). 

In  view of the fact that Brick Warehouse of Alberta 
has just today opened a store in  Brandon West, the 
constituency of the Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae), and 
right under the nose of the Attorney-General, and g iven 
that Brick Warehouse has been in breach of Section 
3.2 of The Business Names Registration Act now for 
the past 81 days, would  the Premier instruct the 
Attorney-General  to l ay charges aga inst B r i c k  
Warehouse o f  Alberta a n d ,  if not, why not? 

Hon. James McCrae {Attorney-General): Mr. Speaker, 
the Honourable Member for Elmwood (Mr. Maloway) 
would do well to recogn ize the legal complexities of 
this issue and perhaps refrain from, on a daily basis, 
attempting to resolve this question by pol itical means 
which may not be the best means of doing that. 

The p r o b lem is i n deed a p r o b l e m .  I h ave two 
departments involved in  this matter, and both of them 
are taking the matter very seriously and working very 
hard to find some resolution to this problem. I honestly 
th ink the Honourable Member is doing no one any 
favours by raising this matter today. 

Mr. Maloway: On Friday, in  response to my question, 
the Attorney-General evaded my d irect question. He 
said :  "Our law is  here and it is my duty to uphold the 

• 
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law." I woul d  l ike to know, i f  it is his duty to uphold 
the law of this province, why is  he not prepared to 
press charges? 

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Speaker, there has been a change 
of Government in this province. The new Government 
in this province is not so interested in  d riving business 
operations out of this province and putting people out 
of work. 

We feel this is a very important matter. We have a 
company operating in Manitoba for 28 years. We have 
a law in our province, and the matter is very much 
under consideration by my department. The Honourable 
Member seeks to make a pol itical matter out of this. 
I am tel l ing the H onourable Member that i f  he had his 
way, what we would have is a lot fewer businesses 
operating in this province and a lot fewer ordinary 
Manitobans working in this province and providing a 
l iving for their fami l ies. 

Some Honourable Members: Hear, hear! 

Mr. Maloway: A final supplementary: At no time has 
anyone suggested that the Brick Warehouse not be 
al lowed to operate in Manitoba. We have suggested 
that they use another name other than Brick Warehouse, 
use their California name that they apply to 30 of their 
stores i n  California. 

M y  q uestion to the Attorney-General on Friday, and 
the Attorney-General responded , he stated :  "The 
Alberta Brick Warehouse is not registered under The 
Corporations Act of Manitoba, and my department is 
acting on the issue."  When wil l  he press charges? 

Mr. McCrae: I bel ieve, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
Member has identified the problem. The point is his 
raising questions about it i n  Question Period at this 
point, while the matter is under very intense examination 
and c o n s i d e rat ion  and d i scuss ion  in my two 
departments, including the parties involved in  the 
d ispute, I real ly do not think that is helping us.  I would 
l ike very much to get to a resolution of this matter as 
quickly as possible so that both businesses can find 
a way to do business in  this province. 

This province is open for business under this new 
Government i n  Manitoba, M r. Speaker. We are not here 
to d rive businesses out. The Honourable Member 
should understand that. 

Free Trade Agreement 
Commodity Producers Protection 

Mr. John Angus (St. Norbert): My question is to the 
First Min ister ( M r. Filmon), and it concerns the potential 
disadvantaged Manitobans in relation to the Free Trade 
Agreement. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday in response to questions that 
I asked the First M i nister concerning the $28 mi l l ion 
in  the six-year program for the grape aid,  h is response 
to protecting our concerned agricultural producers is 
that,  and I quote from Hansard , "Our farm community 
and every single commodity group represented under 
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the Keystone Agricultural Producers supports the Free 
Trade Agreement." 

M r. Speaker, I am prepared to table this. I am not 
sure of the procedures here, but in l ight of the Canadian 
Federation of Agriculture's position which in  part says 
they cannot support the Free Trade Agreement without 
action, and they mention the frustration and the lack 
of act ion by Governments to protect them on the 
downside, I am prepared to submit this if they want 
to look at it .  

Again ,  my question is to the First Min ister: In l ight 
of the fact there may be groups in  Manitoba that have 
a problem, that are disadvantaged, will the First Minister 
recognize and take some positive action to protect their 
rights under the impending free trade legislation? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): The Member for St. 
Norbert (Mr. Angus) has one supporter over there 
anyway. 

I just want to point out, M r. Speaker, that the Canadian 
Federation of Agriculture is different from the Keystone 
Agricultural Producers, and clearly yesterday, as he 
read it, I referred to the Keystone Agricultural Producers 
and every commodity group represented under the 
Keystone Agricultural Producers. 

I am speaking on behalf of Manitobans; I am speaking 
on behalf of Manitoba farm producers; I am speaking 
on behalf of farm producers who know and understand 
the Free Trade Agreement unl ike the Member for St. 
Norbert . They see it as a great opportunity for expanded 
markets, for opportunities to sell their products, to be 
financially secure which they have not been over recent 
t imes because of great pressure from world markets. 
So they are very happy about the Free Trade Agreement ,  
very optimistic about the Free Trade Agreement. 

The Member for St. Norbert is asking me to give 
h im assurances that I would  do something if something 
may happen , and he used that phrase today that they 
may be adversely affected. The reality is that the farm 
commodity groups, the representatives of the farmers 
in th is province bel ieve they are going to be positively 
affected by the Free Trade Agreement. We agree with 
them and we are, therefore, very supportive of the Free 
Trade Agreement. 

M r. Speaker: Let me k i n d ly, t o  all H onourab le  
Members, Beauchesne's 358(2): "Answers to questions 
should be as brief as possible and should deal with 
the matter raised and should not provoke debate." 

The Honourable Member for St. Norbert . 

Mr. Angus: M r. Speaker, thank you for those words.  
I certain ly hope that the Free Trade Agreement does 
provide a lot of benefits. 

My supplementary question to the First Minister is: 
G iven the fact that there may be potential problems, 
g iven the fact that the federal Government and Brian 
Mu lroney has said that there is a downside to free 
trade, given the fact that B. C. has scooped us with $28 
m i l l i o n  in a s ix-year program , w i l l  t h i s  M i n ister 
acknowledge and make an effort to ta lk  to his senior 
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partners about  p rotect i n g  M an i t o b a  c o m m o d ity 
producers? 

Mr. Filmon: M r. Speaker, for somebody who was so 
definite about the fact that the Free Trade Agreement 
was bad for Manitoba and that they were opposed to 
i t  because of all the negative i mpacts, now the Member 
for St. Norbert is certainly backing off. He said "g iven 
the fact that there may be potential problems" -may 
be potential problems. We believe that there are going 
to be many positive benefits for the free trade. 

Every empirical study of the Free Trade Agreement 
says that Canada will benefit ,  that Manitoba will be a 
net benefactor; that our agricultural producers, our red 
meat producers, our grains and our o i lseed sectors, 
all of these areas will benefit u nder free trade. We are 
working to maximize the benefits to M anitoba. We are 
l o o k i n g  to expand the  m a r kets , to expan d t h e  
opportunities to ensure that o u r  farmers are financially 
secure. That is what we are spending our t ime on, not 
t ry ing  to d i g  up p h o ny argu m ents  as he  h a d  i n  
Opposition. 

* (1420) 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for St. Norbert, 
with a supplementary. 

Mr. Angus: Thank you, M r. Speaker. Then my question 
is succinct and specific to the First Minister (Mr. Filmon). 

Given the statements by the vice-president of McCain 
Foods that the Portage factory is  i n  jeopardy as a result 
of the Free Trade Agreement, what action is he prepared 
to take? 

Mr. Filmon: M r. Speaker, the vice-president of McCain 
Foods is obviously somebody who has a personal self
interest i nvolved in his business and is anxious to try 
and negotiate as much as he can on behalf of h is 
business, and is suggesting that there ought to be 
supports and adjustment fees and funds and al l  sorts 
of th ings. We believe that the Free Trade Agreement 
will have many positive benefits; that ,  in  fact , our 
producers, our secondary processors and many others 
wil l  benefit .  

We are prepared , as well ,  to say that should there 
be adjustments in the marketplace, and there always 
a re - there are every year adjustments  i n  t h e  
marketplace because o f  technology changes, because 
of many other things-that we will be prepared to stand 
behind our producers, our manufacturers, and all of 
the people of Manitoba to ensure that we have a strong 
and vibrant economy. That is what we will be doing,  
M r. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker: The time for oral questions has expired . 

NON-POLITICAL STATEMENTS 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for El l ice. 

Ms. Avis Gray (EIIice): May I ask this House leave to 
g ive a non-political statement? 
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Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member have 
leave? (Agreed) 

The Honourable Member for El l ice. 

Ms. Gray: M r. Speaker, throughout the history of our 
province, the heart and soul of Manitoba has been in 
rural life. Surely, one of the more vital forces in  rural 
Manitoba has been the development of the 4-H and 
Youth Program. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask this House to join with me in  
recognizing the 4-H and Youth Program as it celebrates 
its 75th anniversary. There are ceremonies this weekend 
in Portage la Prairie. 

I would  l ike to say that we should remember that 
Man itoba holds the distinction of being the first province 
in Canada to establ ish the 4-H and Youth Program, 
being called Boys and Gi rls Club.  The first club in 
Canada was establ ished in  Roland ,  Manitoba. 

I would l ike to say that " Learn to do by doing" is 
the 4-H m otto .  We s h o u l d  be p ro u d  of the  
acco m p l i shments of o u r  rura l  youth a n d  the 
accomplish ments that they have achieved over the 
years. 

But we cannot talk about 4-H without commanding 
the leaders of the 4-H clubs as wel l .  The countless 
hours of ded icat i o n ,  the nurtur ing  that they have 
provided, the leadership that they have provided should 
not go unnoticed . 

I wou l d  j u st l i k e  to say t h at ,  agai n ,  the many 
achievements of  4-H in  th is  province should be noted 
and I hope all of you will join me in  Portage la Prairie 
this weekend in working with the 4-H clubs, leaders 
and the youth in  celebrating this honourable occasion . 

Hon. Glen Findlay (Minister of Agriculture): I would 
l ike to also pay tr ibute to the 4-H movement l ike the 
Member for El l ice (Ms. Gray). 

I wi l l  be proud to say that there are many Members 
on this side who have been 4-H members and have 
learned leadership because they were part of the 4-H 
movement. 

This is a very important tribute to a group of young 
people, young people that have gone through the 4-
H movement over years, and men and women of this 
province who have been leaders. As the Member for 
Ell ice (Ms. Gray) said ,  it started in 1 939 i n  the community 
of Roland ,  where tomorrow they are going to unveil a 
c o m m e m o rative stam p ,  commem orat i n g  t h e  4-H  
movement. They have a p in ,  a very important p in ,  this 
green and white p i n  c o m m e m o rat i n g  the i r  75th  
anniversary. 

A number of ceremonies have been held throughout 
the province over this past summer at fairs and local 
communities and by 4-H clubs paying tri bute to past 
members and leaders. This weekend ,  in addition to the 
unvei l ing of the stamp,  there is a series of events at 
Portage which I know many Members on both sides 
of the House wil l  participate in, as wil l several 1 00 past 
members of 4-H .  I have a book here which I am going 
to circulate copies of to all Members of the House. lt 
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is a very i mportant book which has the 4-H motto inside 
which I would l ike to read: " I  pledge my head to clearer 
thinking,  my heart to greater loyalty, my hands to larger 
service, my health to better living, for my club, my 
community and my country," with their motto being: 
" Learn to d o  by doing." 

The Boys and Gi rls Club of 1 9 1 3  became the 4-H 
movement of Manitoba in  1 95 1 ,  a very important 
movement that has been strong, will continue to be 
strong, because of the leadership we have out there. 
We have over 100 people who have been leaders of 
this movement for some 20 years, and a M r. Cl inton 
Whetter of Dand has a 40-year certificate as being a 
leader in 4-H .  I commemorate the 4-H people of the 
Province of Manitoba and wish them wel l  th is weekend .  
Everybody wil l  get a copy o f  t h i s  book. 

Hon. Donald Orchard (Minister of Health): I would 
like to add comments to the 4-H celebrations coming 
up,  M r. Speaker. 

I am pleased and proud that the 4-H movement in  
Manitoba had i ts  birthplace in Pembina constitutency 
in the community of Roland .  The community of Roland 
last fall unveiled a 75th cairn to 4-H which dedicates 
Roland as the home of 4-H in Canada. The citizens of 
Roland undertook, with a great deal of community effort 
and volunteer service, to put on one of the best 
celebrations to kick off the 7 1 st anniversary last fall 
in  their community. Tomorrow the community of Roland,  
after s i g n i f icant  effort again by volunteers i n  the  
community, is  proud to unveil the  75th anniversary 
commemorative stamp dedicating 75 years of 4-H 
service i n  Canada with its birthplace in Roland.  That 
commemoration of that stamp will take place tomorrow 
in Roland .  

I know all  members of  th is  Legislature would want 
to join in  offering congratulations to the citizens of 
Roland for their tremendous volunteer effort in  assuring 
that commemorative stamp indeed was printed and 
indeed wil l  be k icked off and formally presented to the 
people of Manitoba, the people of Canada and the 
world ,  because it  is a substantial achievement for the 
community of Roland and a tremendous recognit ion 
for their service to the youth of this country by being 
the b i rthplace of 4-H, 75 years ago. 

Mr. Speaker: Before recogn iz ing  the H o n o u rab le  
M e m ber, I assumed the H o n o u rab le  M e m ber for  
Pembina (Mr. Orchard) had leave. Before making a non
political statement all Honourable Members must ask 
for leave. The Honourable Member for St. Johns. 

Ms. Judy Wasylycia-Leis (St. Johns): Mr. Speaker, I 
would l ike to ask the House for leave to make a non
political statement. 

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member have 
leave? ( Leave) 

Ms. Judy Wasylycia-Leis (St. Johns): Mr. Speaker, I 
am very p leased on behalf of my col leagues in the New 
Democratic Party caucus to join with all Members in 
this House to recognize the important contribution made 
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by 4-H to the h istory and l i fe of the Province of 
Manitoba. 

I am pleased to join with the Member for El l ice (Ms. 
Gray), the Min ister of Agricu lture (Mr. Find lay), and the 
Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard) in seeking from this 
House unanimous commendation for this important 
75th anniversary. My only regret is that the Minister of 
Agricu lture ( M r. Find lay) came before me in h is remarks 
and recited the 4-H motto. 

Since I, too, am a former 4-H member, having 
received provincial  h onours ,  having  com pleted 1 2  
homemaking courses- !  a m  sure all Members o f  the 
House will be interested in  that - 1  was on a weekly 
basis, used to reciting.  I pledged my head to clearer 
th inking,  my heart to greater loyalty, my hands to larger 
service and my health to better l iving for my club,  my 
community and my country. I am absolutely del ighted 
that we are taking time in  this Chamber today to 
recogn ize the important contribution of 4-H .  

On behalf o f  everyone here, I hope we wi l l  b e  able 
to offer our encouragement to the 4-H clubs of Manitoba 
and hope that we will see them celebrate another 75 
years and recognize the 1 50th anniversary i n  the 75 
years to come. 

An Honourable Member: Personal ly. 

Ms. Wasylysia-Leis: Yes, personally. 

* ( 1 430) 

HANSARD CORRE CTIONS 

Mr. Allan Patterson (Radisson): M r. Speaker, I wish 
to make the fol lowing Hansard correct ions  in my 
inaugural speech of Wednesday, July 27. 

Firstly, on page 1 36,  column 2,  paragraph 2, l ine 1 2 ,  
t h e  single word "recall "  should b e  replaced by "we all 
recall . "  

O n  page 1 3 7 ,  second column,  fourth-last l ine, the 
year " 1 946" should be " 1 956." 

On page 1 38,  column 2 ,  paragraph 4, l ine 5 ,  the word 
"cannot" should read "can . "  

Page 1 38,  column 2 ,  t h e  second-last l ine, t h e  single 
word " i nd ustr ia l i zat i o n "  s h o u l d  read " i n d ustr ia l  
relat ions." ( Interjection)- I m ight  say to Honourable 
Members that they are not all my Freud ian s l ips. 

Page 139, column 2 ,  (Translation) paragraph 2,  l ine 
2 ,  the two words "am sure" should be the single word 
"assure. " 

Mrs. lva Yeo (Sturgeon Creek): I don't know whether 
I want to do this now. I rise to respectful ly request , in 
H ansard for Friday, July 29, a correction in column 2 
on page 205. I nstead of reading "to serve over 1 03 
Metro Winnipeg publ ic school students ,"  I request a 
correction to read " 1 03,000 Metro Winn ipeg publ ic 
school students." 

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): I would l i ke to have a 
correction to Hansard made. A m istake can be found 
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on page 80, Tuesday, 26th of Ju ly, and it is paragraph 
7, the fifth line. The one word " restrainable" should 
be changed to "sustainable ."  Thank you. 

Mr. Speaker: Are those all the Hansard corrections? 

MATTER OF PRIVILEGE 

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General): I regret that 
I must rise at this t ime on behalf of the Government 
caucus in  this House to raise a question of privi lege, 
a question of privilege which I bel ieve to be a rather 
serious matter as all questions of privi lege must be. 
Mr. Speaker, I th ink the matter I raise has a profound 
effect on all Honourable Members in this House and 
certa in ly  upon  the percept ion  t h at the people of 
Manitoba have of us. 

As the father of five daughters and as one who, over 
the years, has had to learn my own lessons about the 
language that we use, especially sexist language in  these 
the 1 980s, I feel that I must raise the matter. I feel very 
regretful because I think that when one Member in th is 
H ouse uses intemperate or language which might be 
perceived as sexist, al l  Members of this House suffer 
as a consequence thereof. 

I m ust bring to your attention, M r. Speaker, that on 
Tuesday, August 2 in the Throne Speech Debate as 
recorded at page 242, the Honourable Member for 
Elmwood ( M r. Maloway) made reference to the Leader 
of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) in  that debate. I n 
t h at reference,  h e  referred t o  the Leader of t h e  
Opposition a s  "Att i la the Hen . "  A s  I say, a s  o n e  who 
has had to learn my own lessons on this issue and as 
one who accepts criticism when I use language that is 
not entirely proper and as one who makes apologies 
when the language I use is not proper or fitt ing for 
Members of the Legislature, I raise the matter. 

So I am not standing here to say that I am l i ly-white, 
Mr. Speaker, and I d o  not suppose any Member in this 
place could make that claim. But I do say that to 
describe the Leader of the Opposition as "Att i la the 
Hen, "  either inside this place or outside this place, is 
not only i mproper but it reflects very badly on the 
Member who makes the comments. lt reflects very badly 
on all Members of this House, certainly Members of 
that particular Member's caucus. 

I know the Honourable Member for St. Johns (Ms. 
Wasylycia-Leis) has given us some lessons on this k ind 
of matter. I respect the Honourable Member for St .  
Johns for doing that,  because I bel ieve that what she 
has tried to impart to us is  important. Not only what 
we do but the way we do it and the perception of that 
is also important. In fact, I would be surprised if I d id  
not  hear that the Honourable Member for  St .  Johns 
has not already spoken to the Honourable Member for 
Elmwood (Mr. Maloway) about this issue. I must say 
that I am a little bit surprised that Members in the 
Official Opposition d id not bring this matter forward , 
but I do not make much of a point about that. But I 
do say that the matter should be raised now, and that 
the matter should also be a subject of attention on the 
part of all Honourable Members so that we can avoid 
using the kind of language used the other day by the 
Honourable Member for Elmwood. 
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So, M r. Speaker, if you should see fit, I would  l ike 
to move, seconded by the Honourable Min ister of 
Finance (Mr. Manness), that the Honourable Member 
for Elmwood (Mr. Maloway) immediately apologize to 
the Leader of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs), to this 
House and,  through this House, to every woman in 
Manitoba for using the expression "Atti la the Hen" in 
reference to the Leader of the Opposition.  

MOTION presented. 

* ( 1 440) 

Mr. Speaker: The H o nourable Oppos i t ion H ouse 
Leader, with some brief and strictly relevant remarks. 

Mr. Reg. Alcock (Opposition House Leader): Thank 
you ,  M r. Speaker, I s imply wish to respond to the 
comment made by the Opposition House Leader. 

We share the concern he raises. Being new in the 
House, we read the Rule Book very careful ly and were 1 

advised that it could not be raised as a matter of 
privi lege at this t ime. 

Mr. Jim Maloway (Eimwood): M r. Speaker, I wi l l  be 
very happy to withdraw the remarks, and certainly regret 
that anyone would have taken offence to the comments. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. This is a very serious 
matter and we were trying to pay strict attention to all 
the input from Honourable Members. The Honourable 
Mem ber for Elmwood did withdraw, and I would  l ike 
to thank the Honourable Member for Elmwood. 

This concludes that matter. 

ORDERS OF T HE DAY 

Hon . James McCrae (Government House Leader): 
Mr. Speaker, would you be so kind as to call B i l ls  No.  
4, 5 ,  9 ,  8 and 10, and if  after consideration of those 
Bi l ls th is afternoon, there is sti l l  t ime between that point 
and the Private Members' Hour, it would be our intention 
to move that the House resolve into Committee of 
Supply. 

SECOND READING 

BILL NO. 4 - THE RE-ENACTED STATUTES 
OF MANITOBA, 1988, ACT 

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General) presented Bil l  
No.  4, The Re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 1 988, 
Act; Loi sur les lois readoptees du Manitoba de 1 988, 
for second read ing. 

MOTION presented . 

Mr. McCrae: I am pleased today to move second 
read ing of The Re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 1 988, 
Act . Those H onourab le  Mem bers who sat i n  the 
previous Legislature are no doubt fami l iar wi th  the 
proced u re that was adopted for The Re-enacted 
Statutes of Manitoba, 1 987, and wil l  recogn ize that Bi l l  
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4 is identical to Bi l l  3 presented in the last Session of 
the 33rd Legislature. 

I am sure al l  Members of this Assembly will recogn ize 
that this Bi l l  is a non-partisan matter and its speedy 
passage is in the interests of all Manitobans. For the 
benefit of some of the newer Members of this Assembly, 
and not only them but some of those who have been 
around for the last couple of years as wel l  and perhaps 
even longer, I will provide a brief explanation of the 
process that has led to the preparation of this Bi l l .  

S ir, as Honourable Members are aware, in  December 
1 979, the Supreme Court of Canada ruled that Section 
23 of The Manitoba Act could  not be overrid den by 
an Act of the Manitoba Legislature and consequently 
al l  Acts of this Legislature had to be in  both French 
and English. 

The Province of Manitoba had, in  1 890, passed a 
B i l l  making English the only language to be used in  
the  Legislature and in  the  courts and provided that the 
Acts of the Legislature would be printed and publ ished 
in  Engl ish only. Although the Supreme Court of Canada 
declared Section 23 to be binding, the consequences 
of the province fai l ing to l ive up to its constitutional 
obligations for 90 years were not made clear by that 
judgment. 

l t  was clear, however, that it was impossible to 
translate and re-enact that mass of legislation overnight. 
I n  fact, at that t ime the Province of Manitoba had only 
a general translation service employing two translators 
from Engl ish to French.  

The response of the Government of the Day was to 
br ing in an Act respecting the operation of Section 23, 
w h i c h  i nt r o d u ced a proced u re whereby cert i f ied 
translations of the Acts could be deposited with  the 
clerk and then would  be deemed to be adopted in  both 
languages. 

Progress however was slow, as it  proved d ifficult to 
attract trained legal translators to Manitoba, and M r. 
Roger Bilodeau challenged the validity of a ticket issued 
to h i m  under The Highway Traffic Act on the grounds 
that the Act, being only in Engl ish, was unconstitutional. 

I w i l l  not d i scuss the efforts m a d e  t o  reach a 
compromise solution and a constitutional amend ment. 
I thought I might spare Honourable Members a rehash 
of that story. Suffice it to say, that in  June of 1 985, the 
Supreme Court ruled that Manitoba's English only Acts, 
and by a previous decision of the Supreme Court these 
Acts include all regulations and rules of procedure, 
were const i tut iona l ly  i nval i d .  The S u p reme C o u rt ,  
however, recognized that this f inding would lead to 
judicial chaos in  the province, and it also ruled that 
the English only legislation would remain valid for the 
minimum period necessary for it to be translated , re
enacted , p r i n ted  and p u b l i shed . A l l  l eg is la t ion  
subsequent to the  Supreme Court judgment, however, 
had to respect the constitutional rules and there had 
to be a bi l ingual process from start to finish in  the 
adoption of al l  Manitoba legislation. 

By consent, in  N ovem ber 1 985,  the Supreme Court 
fixed the final date for val id ity of the most important 
English language statutes, regulations, rules of court 
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and administrative tribunals at December 3 1 ,  1 988, and 
establ ished December 3 1 ,  1 990, as the f inal date for 
validity for al l  other Manitoba legislation, which includes 
certain public Acts of lesser importance, al l  private Acts 
and all municipal Acts passed by the Legis lature. 

Since 1 970, when Manitoba last prepared revised 
statutes,  the most i m portant statutes h ave been 
available to the publ ic in  loose-leaf format. These Acts 
totall ing about 6,000 pages in 1 985 are known as the 
continuing consolidation of the Statutes of Manitoba. 
Very few of them were in  both languages in  1 985. 

The work i nvolved i n  p repar i n g  the cont i n u i n g  
conso l i d at i o n  statutes for  re-en act m e n t  was 
considerable. At the d i rection of the then Attorney
General , the Leg is lat ive Counsel  attended at the 
Opposition caucus in  1 987 to explain the 1 3  steps 
involved in  preparing an Act for re-enactment and to 
answer al l  questions which the Members of our caucus 
had . I understand he also attended at the office of the 
then Member for River Heights, the Honourable Leader 
of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) now, to answer any 
quest i o n s  wh ich  she m i g h t  h ave had about  the 
procedure. For any Members in  th is  Assembly who have 
questions regarding the re-enactment process and the 
steps that were taken , I would  ask them to communicate 
d irectly with Legislative Counsel who wi l l  provide al l  
the information which the H onourable Members might 
require. 

In the 1 98 7  Sess i o n ,  some 344 Acts tota l l i n g  
approximately 7 ,000 pages o f  legislation were passed 
as the Re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba 1 987.  lt was 
the decision of Legislative Counsel that it would not 
have been possible to complete all the statutes in the 
continuing consolidation for 1 987 and accordingly some 
of the largest and most complicated statutes which had 
been most frequently amended were set aside to be 
presented to the Legislature in 1 988. The roll of Acts 
being re-enacted by this Bi l l  includes, for example, The 
Municipal Act, which is 569 pages long; and it also 
includes The I ncome Tax Act, The Liquor Control Act, 
and The Real Property Act, al l  of which have been 
amended in virtually every Session since 1 970. 

Mr. Speaker, I am assured that the Acts i n  the roll 
contain no changes in  the legislation other than the 
d rafting and renumbering changes which were made 
in  the Re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 1 987.  With 
the passage of the Re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 
1 988, the Acts in  the continuing consolidation of the 
statutes of M a n i t o b a ,  w h i ch i t  was cons i dered 
appropriate to re-enact unchanged, wil l  be completed. 
I draw Honourable Members' attention to the fact that 
this Bi l l ,  un l ike the Re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 
1 987, Bil l , is to come into force on Royal Assent rather 
than on proclamation. The reason for this is that the 
roll to the Re-enacted Statutes of M anitoba, 1 987, was 
produced off of the Legislative Counsel Office's word
processing equipment, but was not in camera-ready 
format to be g iven to t h e  pr in ters .  The  task of  
t ransfo r m i n g  the  7 ,000 p ages i n  the  Re-en acted 
Statutes of Manitoba, 1 987,  into camera-ready form 
and then having the Acts printed consumed almost six 
m o n t h s .  For t h at reason ,  t h e  Acts cou l d  n ot be 
d istr i buted t o  su bscr i bers t o  the c o n t i n u i n g  
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consolidation unti l  last January and accord ingly the 
Acts were proclaimed in  force for February 1 .  

* (1450) 
Because t here are fewer pages,  because the  

December 31,  1988, deadl ine for  re-enacting,  printing 
and publishing is looming ever closer on the horizon 
and because the Re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 
1987, were adopted by this H ouse with no amendments 
and no controversy, it was d ecided by the previous 
G overnment that the Re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 
1988, should be presented to this Legislature in  camera
ready form and that the rol l  of Acts should be printed 
in advance of the Session which began last February. 
This was a wise decision in  l ight of the events of last 
March which were, I believe, unanticipated by the 
Government of that Day, but which have already resulted 
in a five-month delay in the consideration of the Re
enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 1988, by this Assembly. 

I am assured that the necessary copies of the Re
enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 1988, are printed and 
addressed, and await only the passage of this Bill so 
that they can be distributed to all the subscribers to 
t h e  cont i n u i n g  conso l i d at i o n  of  t h e  Statutes of 
Manitoba. This means that, within a matter of a week 
or two of the passage of th is B i l l ,  people of Manitoba 
will once again have ready access to al l  the important 
public Acts of Manitoba. 

I should also advise the H ouse that all legislation 
affecting the 29 Acts to be re-enacted by this Bil l , to 
be brought forward by the G overnment in  this Session, 
wil l  be d rafted as amendments to the version to be 
re-enacted by this Bil l .  This means that it wi l l  not be 
necessary for Legislative Counsel Office to prepare a 
supplementary volume to make the numbering changes 
in an amending Act which would have amended the 
numbers in  force today. 

Before concluding my remarks on this Bi l l ,  I th ink it 
is appropriate that, in the name of all the Members of 
the Government and I am sure in the name of all the 
Mem bers of  t h e  Assem b l y, I s h o u l d  express o u r  
gratitude for t h e  hard work that was done in  preparing 
these Acts for re-enactment. Only three weeks ago, I 
received in my office from Ottawa the revised Statutes 
of Canada, 1 985. I would be one of the last in this 
House to want to cast aspersions on the federal 
Government but I would point out that, when the Federal 
Government began to prepare their revised statutes, 
they had an English and a French text to work from. 
A large committee was established and the work 
proceeded over many years. By contrast, in  Manitoba, 
the Acts that are being presented for re-enactment 
were prepared by the regular staff of the Legislative 
Counsel Office in their English version, taking advantage 
of the lul ls between Sessions and fitting this work into 
their heavy workloads and schedu les. 

W h i l e  the  work on t h e  E n g l i s h  s i d e  has been 
commendable, to say the least, I believe a special thanks 
is owed to those who worked so hard to produce the 
French version. By and large, they were working from 
unrevised and outdated translations that had been done 
by outside contractors. I understand that many of these 
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had to be substantial ly reworded and the massive task 
of ensuring that the translation of these Acts was of 
a high qual ity was done by the regular staff of the 
French legal translation service, which never numbered 
more than 14 translators and 7 secretaries, and who 
in addition have been responsible for producing Votes 
and Proceedings and the French versions of all current 
legislation and regulations. Theirs has been a Herculean 
task, and they richly deserve the thanks of all Members 
of this Assembly. 

For al l  of these reasons, I urge the Members of this 
House to g ive speedy consideration to Bi l l  No.  4. I am 
pleased to recommend it to the House, and I also ask 
for speedy passage. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): I would like to thank 
the Honourable Attorney-General for h is introductory 
comments and move, seconded by the Honourable 
Member for l nkster (Mr. Lamoureux), that debate be 
adjourned on this B i l l .  

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 5 - T HE STATUTE 
RE-ENACTMENT ACT, 1988 

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General) presented Bi l l  
No.  5,  The Statute Re-enactment Act, 1 988; Loi de 
1 988 sur la readoption de lois, for second reading. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. McCrae: I know that Honourable Members wi l l  
have been inspired and impressed and left rejuvenated 
after hearing my comments on Bi l l  No. 4. I know what 
an interesting topic it is.  If only the debate today could 
be as interesting as the debate was that brought us 
to the position of  al l  this re-enactment. Maybe I should 
not be longing for those days but the contrast is pretty 
significant, I suggest , because here we are doing a 
good job to solve the problem in my estimation. 

M r. Speaker, my remarks in  moving second reading 
of Bi l l  No.  5 ,  The Statute Re-enactment Act, 1 988, wil l  
be brief, and I am sure the Honourable Member for 
St. James (Mr. Edwards) is going to be glad to hear 
that .  

Bi l l  No.  5 represents another aspect of the re
enactment process. The Schedule to Bi l l  No. 5 includes 
two Acts p rev ious ly  conta ined in the  cont i n u i n g  
consol idation o f  the Statutes o f  Manitoba, which i t  is 
not considered appropriate to re-enact as part of the 
continuing consolidation. 

These two Acts are The Greater Winnipeg Gas 
Distribution Act which effectively regulates only one 
company in the province, and The Succession Duty Act 
whose appl ication has been suspended since 1 977 when 
the  federal  G overnment  introd uced capita l  ga ins 
taxation on death.  lt is being re-enacted to ensure its 
continuing val idity as some money is sti l l  being collected 
on estates of persons who died prior to 1 977. The 
a m o u n t  is approx i m ately $70 ,000 per year. The 
provisions of  The Succession Duty Act no longer affect 
the general publ ic in Manitoba. 
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There are also three Acts, The Centennial Projects 
Tax Status Act, The Convention Centre Corporation 
Act and The Health Sciences Centre Act that must be 
re-enacted in  order to remain val id .  

L ike the Acts in  the re-enacted statutes, these Acts 
restate the law as it  exists with only min imal drafting 
and renumbering changes. 

The staff of the Attorney-General 's Department has 
been reviewing the tables of publ ic unconsolidated 
statutes, and the H ouse can anticipate that there wi l l  
be another statute re-enactment Bi l l  in 1 989 and 
another one in  1 990, together with Bi l ls repealing those 
p u b l i c  statutes cons i dered to be spent .  So the  
Honourable Member for St .  James (Mr. Edwards) has 
a lot to look forward to in  1 989 and in  1 990. Again ,  
I invite a l l  Honourable Members o f  t h i s  Assembly who 
have any questions about the procedu re or about the 
Acts contained in  the schedule to feel free to contact 
Legislative Counsel . They are authorized to be as helpful 
as they can to Honourable Members who have any 

� 
questions about this process. 

Final ly, I wish to advise all Honourable Members that 
a complete report on the state of the validation project 
is being prepared, that there are certain problems which 
will be d iscussed in that report, particularly with the 
re-enactment of the private Acts, which arise from the 
fact that the Government does not control these Acts. 
They affect private individuals and corporations. I am 
sure this House d oes not wish to act without consulting 
them, but there are hundreds of them that wi l l  have 
to be located. 

I hope this report to the Legislature can be ready 
prior to the consideration of the Estimates of the 
Department of the Attorney-General. That would permit 
the Members to consider whether the report and the 
proposed plan of action of the Government to ensure 
that the December 3 1 ,  1 990 deadl ine is respected can 
be reviewed during Estimates. 

In closing, Sir, I again urge all Honourable Members 
of the Assembly to cooperate in the speedy passage 
of Bi l l  5 .  I point out that the two Acts in  the continuing 
consolidation to maintain their valid ity must be printed 
and published by Decem ber 31 of this year. So I 
recommend Bi l l  5 to the House. 

• ( 1 500) 

Mr. Paul Edwarda (St. Jamea): Again ,  I want to thank 
the H onourable Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae) for his 
introductory comments to this Bil l No.  5 ;  and again ,  I 
move,  seconded by the  H o n ou ra b l e  M e m ber for  
Transcona (Mr. Kozak), that debate be adjourned on 
this, Bi l l  No. 5.  

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 9 - T HE STAT UTE LAW 
A MENDMENT (RE-ENACTED STAT UTES) 

ACT 

Hon. Jamea McCrae (Attorney-General) presented Bi l l  
No. 9,  The Statute Law Amend ment (Re-enacted 

308 

Statutes) Act;  Lo i  mod i f iant  d i verses d isposit io n s  
legislatives (Lois readoptees), for second reading. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. McCrae: In my remarks on Bi l l  4,  I spoke about 
the tremendous accomplishment of Legislative Counsel 
Office in preparing for re-enactment the thousands of 
pages contained in  the re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 
1 987, and the re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 1 988. 
In  a sense, Bi l l  9 ,  which I have the honour of presenting 
to the House now, is the down side of producing so 
much legislation so fast. As Honourable Members wi l l  
note, it consists of minor corrections to cross-references 
and other corrections of a technical nature that were 
made in the integration of all the amendments into the 
Bi l ls and the renumbering process in  order to produce 
a revised Act for re-enactment. 

Subscribers to the continuing consol idation of the 
Statutes of Manitoba have recently received or wil l  
receive in  the very near future a massive update to the 
continuing consolidation consisting of more than 1 ,000 
pages. Each of these pages has either a change made 
by amendment in the 1 987 Session when 1 1 0 Acts in 
the continuing consolidation were amended in one way 
or another or they contain corrections that were made 
as part of the supplement to the re-enacted Statutes 
of Manitoba, 1 987. 

By way of explanation to Members of the House, the 
Bill which brought into force the Revised Statutes of 
Manitoba 1 987 made provision for the publ ication of 
a supplement volume and for corrections to be made 
in  the re-enacted Statutes by certificate of the Attorney
General. This process was adopted because the time 
constraints under which Legislative Counsel Office was 
working required that the 344 Acts in the re-enacted 
Statutes of M anitoba,  1 98 7 ,  be presented to the 
Leg is lature wi thout  h avin g  been reviewed by the 
departments. l t  was felt that the process of  sending 
these Acts to the departments and explaining to them 
al l  the changes would result  i n  an intolerable delay in  
the preparation of the Acts. Since the Acts have been 
proclaimed, the departments have of course been 
looking over their legislation and they have picked up 
many of  the mistakes that were made. Those that were 
identified on time, 1hat is by January of this year, were 
corrected by means of the supplement volume. This 
Bil l  contains in  Part I corrections to those mistakes 
that were d iscovered too late to be corrected by the 
R .S .M.  1 987 supplement volume. 

The Bi l l  bringing into force the re-enacted Statutes 
of Manitoba, 1 988, has no such provision. However, 
the Acts in the re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 1988, 
were completed and ready to go to the printer last 
December. Copies of the Acts have been sent to the 
d epartments  a n d  the departments h ave h ad the  
opportunity to examine them, and  Part 1 1  o f  th is  B i l l  
contains corrections to the  mistakes that have been 
found in the Re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 1988. 

With the passage of this Bi l l  and the passage of Bi l l  
4 ,  the re-enacted Statutes of Manitoba, 1 988 Act, the 
continuing consolidation of the Statutes of Manitoba 
wil l  not only have been re-enacted but wi l l  have been 
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corrected and wi l l  form a rel iable source for consult ing 
the laws of Manitoba. For that reason , I urge all 
H onourable Members to g ive this non-partisan b i l l  
speedy passage. I recommend Bi l l  9 to the House. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): M r. Speaker, I move, 
seconded by the Honourable Member for Transcona 
(Mr. Kozak), that debate on B i l l  No. 9 be adjourned . 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 8 - T H E  COURT OF QUEEN'S 
BENCH SMALL CLA IMS PRACTICES 

A MENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General) presented Bi l l  
No. 8, The Court of Queen's  Bench Small Claims 
Practices Amendment Act; Loi modlfiant l a  Loi sur le 
recouvrement des petites creances a Cour du  Banc de 
la Reine, for second reading.  

MOTION presented. 

Mr. McCrae: l t  is with a great deal of p leasure that I 
rise today to move second reading of Bi l l  8 to amend 
The Court of Queen's Bench Small Claims Practices 
Act . I am p leased because t h i s  B i l l  h o n o u rs a 
commitment made during the election campaign by the 
Progressive Conservative Party. 

I guess I am really happy because today I am able 
to honour two commitments. Earlier today I had the 
opportun ity to a n n o u n ce t hat the Law Reform 
Commission of Manitoba in  its independent form now 
exists again .  l t  is a matter of some pride and I suppose 
I should not get too far off the track but I must be a 
little bit critical of any Government that wants to take 
away the independence of a Law Reform Commission 
and replace it with civil servants whose masters are 
political . 

I am also pleased and g rateful to the members of 
the Law Reform Commission,  who have accepted their 
re-appointments, and exceedingly grateful to our new 
appointee. The former Lieutenant-Governor, Pearl 
M c G o n i g a l ,  has agreed t o  j o i n  with the other  
commissioners to do the work of the Manitoba Law 
Reform Commission. So it is a matter of significant 
pride as Attorney-General to be able to do that. 

* ( 1 5 10) 

I am also very proud of the B i l l  I am now presenting ,  
M r. Speaker. As the tit le to the Bi l l  indicates, the Bi l l  
deals with the practices in  Smal l  Cla ims Court. As 
Honourable Members know, smal l  claims is intended 
to provide a speedy consideration of matters which do 
not merit the heavy expenditure often involved in  a 
Queen's Bench action. Smal l  claims provisions have 
existed since 1 9 1 6  when the concept was introduced 
with hearings held in  the Magistrate's Court when the 
matter at issue was less than $50.00. Times have 
obviously changed. lt has been some time since 1 9 1 6, 
$50.00 is not l ike the $50.00 it was in 1 9 1 6. Since that 
t ime, jurisdiction has been raised repeatedly to keep 
up with inflat ion, most recently in 1 986 when the 
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monetary l imit was raised to $3,000.00. In 1 983, when 
the County Court was amalgamated with the Court of 
Queen 's  Bench, jurisd iction in Smal l  Claims matters 
was of course transferred to the Court of Queen 's 
Bench. 

M r. Speaker, Bi l l  No.  8 aims to improve the operation 
of the Small Claims Court in  three ways. First, i t  will 
raise the monetary jurisdiction of the Small Claims 
Division to $5,000; second ,  it wi l l  introduce a default 
judgement proceeding ;  and third,  it will ensure that 
small  claims matters are heard in the S mall Claims 
Court. 

l t  seems to me these reforms of the Small Claims 
Court make that court simpler and easier for the average 
Manitoban to approach and to deal with and to have 
problems resolved in .  As an Attorney-General whose 
contact with legal matters are l imited by the fact that 
I am not a lawyer, it is especially nice for me to be 
able to introduce something that is easier for the 
average person to understand ,  the non-professional to 
understand. The Honourable Member for Elmwood (Mr. 
Maloway) approves, and I am glad for that. 

Life is complex enough in  the 1 980s without having 
to be a Phi ladelphia lawyer to have a small claim 
resolved , or without having to resort to somewhat 
expensive means of going to a lawyer to have some 
of these matters resolved. The Honourable Member 
for St. James (Mr. Edwards), the Honourable Member 
for Seven Oaks (Mr. M inenko), The Honourable Member 
for Lac du Bonnet (Mr. Praznik),  they might not be too 
happy with me for talk ing about lawyers in  this way. 
You know, there are plenty of very, very important issues 
nowadays for lawyers to keep busy with .  I th ink that, 
i f  there is a simple way for some of the smal ler matters 
to be dealt with without the services of laywers, the 
people of Manitoba wil l  be wel l  served, and I think the 
Bar of this province is ready to accept a move of 
jurisd ict ion from $3,000 to $5,000 because, goodness 
knows, there are plenty of other important matters for 
them to deal with . 

As I said and as Honourable Members know, court 
act i o n s  are expens ive ,  S i r. Each of the c h a n ges 
proposed in t h i s  B i l l  i s  des igned to red uce that  
expenditure. 

l t  is  a fact that inflation has led to claims which used 
to fall within the small claims jurisdiction now being 
beyond the jurisd ict ion.  The changes in  the monetary 
l imits of the Small Claims Division have not kept pace 
with inflation, and consequently we believe there are 
some claims that are not worth the expense of h ir ing 
a lawyer and going to the Court of Queen's  Bench for 
a f u l l  hear i n g ,  but  yet a re too  expensive t o  be 
prosecuted in  small claims. 

Very often, we might be talking about a $30 matter 
or a $ 1 00 matter, and some people feel so strongly 
about being right about a matter or they feel they have 
been had and,  even over a small  amount of money, 
people can get really angry and they want to have their 
day in  court. Our Small  Claims Court is there for that. 
it is not there for frivolous and vexatious cases, but 
there are cases where people will take a small matter 
to court which may not, under all other considerations, 
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merit the expenditure of a whole lot of money to get 
through . But some people feel that they have been 
wronged and they need the redress that the court of 
law can give to them, and so you do not need to have 
a lawyer for some of those th ings. You can sti l l  choose 
to have a lawyer in Small  Claims Court That is up to 
you .  Raising the monetary jurisdiction will open the 
expeditious small claims procedure to these types of 
plaintiffs. 

M r. Speaker, a problem with the current small claims 
procedure has been the d ifficulty of deal ing with a 
defendant who chooses not to appear. Under current 
provisions, the court officer who is to hear the claim 
is g iven the choice of adjourning the matter or hearing 
the matter. l t  is proposed that ,  where a defendant does 
not appear, the hearing officer wi l l  no longer have the 
power to adjourn the matter. Instead, once it has been 
proven that the defendant has been properly served, 
the hearing officer may grant default judgment and 
d ismiss any counterclaim .  So what we have is the Small 
Claims Court having similar powers to other courts. 

Of course, the defendant wi l l  sti l l  have the right, upon 
being served with the judgment, to appeal the decision 
to the Court of Queen 's Bench, but the defendant wi l l  
then be requ ired to exlain why he d id not appear. I 
th ink that is important. If I were a large corporation 
defendant, I may decide to let the judgment go and 
then appeal the matter and have my lawyer look after 
the matter in the Queen's Bench. My lawyer is going 
to have to answer for why I d id  not appear in  the first 
place, and I th ink that is important. lt is important that 
the jurisdiction of al l  of our courts be respected by the 
people, and the jurisdiction of the Small Claims Court 
wil l  be respected by virtue of this provision. 

Those defendants who know they have no defense 
and choose simply to ignore the court and the court 's 
procedu re wi l l  f ind that judgment has been granted 
against them more rapid ly than would have been the 
case under current provisions. So if you are entitled 
to a judgment and the defendant does not show, you 
are going to have your judgment and you are going 
to have it q uicker than you would  have without this 
legislat ion. 

Final ly, S i r, the current small claims legislation al lows 
any defendant, upon fi l ing a notice of objection, to 
have the matter taken out of the Small Claims Division 
and heard in  the Court of Queen's  Bench . I refer to 
this as a bumping-up to the Queen 's Bench. The result 
of this is that, if a plaintiff who has, let us say, a $500 
claim against a corporate defendant regarding repairs 
to his house or his or her car or some other minor 
matter, may f ind that the corporation chooses to have 
the matter put in the Court of Queen 's Bench and to 
use the lengthy and expensive procedures such as 
examination for d iscovery and to make prosecuting the 
claim so expensive for the plaintiff that he or she has 
l ittle practical choice but to abandon the claim.  I say 
that is wrong;  I say that is a shame. I f  you have got 
a legitimate claim ,  one that is l ikely to be successful ,  
why should you be bumped out of this inexpensive 
people's court by a defendant who is better off and 
better able to afford that What they are doing is scaring 
you off and perhaps you will never go to the Queen's  
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Bench with it. Therefore, you would have lost your day 
in  court and that is against natural justice in  my 
estimation. 

This legislation proposes to abolish that automatic 
right to have the matter heard in  the Court of Queen ' s  
Bench. Instead , t h e  matter wil l  have to b e  heard first 
in Small  Claims Court This should help to keep the 
Small Claims Court truly a people's court 

I would point out to Honourable Members that there 
wil l  be some staffing impl ications for the Court of 
Queen's Bench as it  prepares to deal with an unknown 
volume of new claims which may come forward .  For 
every up side, there is a down side. We know, we are 
cognizant of the fact that we may be creating heavier 
traffic in the Small Claims Court. We do not know yet 
how much more traffic th is will generate. I hope it 
generates more, because I think that easy access to 
this kind of justice is what the people of Manitoba want. 
Because of this, this Bi l l  is going to come into force 
on proclamation. lt is the intention of the Government 
to p r oceed as q u i c k l y  as poss i b l e  to review t h e  
impl ications and resources for the Small Claims division 
of the Court of Queen's Bench and to proclaim these 
provisions this faiL 

M r. Speaker, l ike I said it when I began, it gives me 
a great deal of pleasure to be able to deliver on this 
what I thought was an important plank in  the justice 
platform of the Government's  election campaign .  I 
believe this kind of thing wil l  receive the approbation 
of Honourable Members opposite in both Parties, those 
who are interested in making l ife a l ittle simpler for 
average Manitobans when they come into confl ict with 
each other. I strongly urge positive consideration by 
Honourable Members to this Bi l l ,  and I ask for its speedy 
passage. Thank you , Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): I move, seconded by 
the Honourable Member . . . .  

An Honourable Member: Mr. Speaker, I think we would 
be happy if this matter is adjourned today, we would 
be happy to have it stand in the name of the Honourable 
Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards), but I would l ike 
to see if there are Honourable Members on this s ide 
of the House who might l ike to speak on this Bi l l .  

* ( 1 520) 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs): 
M r. Speaker, just a couple of brief comments on th is 
Bi lL  As it has been indicated in  the introduction of it 
by the Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae) . . . . that he 
has made to small business and those people in  our 
society who do not feel that they can afford or should 
have to go a higher court for the sett l ing of an account, 
a commitment that ,  as he indicated , was made prior 
to the election, a commitment that today we are seeing 
being introduced as legislation, and again I would say, 
a clear commitment by the Conservative Party that we 
stand up for the little person in  our society. 

I think it is extremely important today that recognition 
is made of our Attorney-General . His concern for those 
people who are able to go through the least amount 
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of difficulty to accomplish what they consider is rightful ly 
theirs in the payment of bi l ls ,  the amount that was in  
p lace was not that great and with the increase to $5,000, 
I am sure we wil l  accommodate, as he has indicated, 
a greater number of people in our society. 

I just want to make it very clear on the record,  that 
the Conservative Party truly do stand up for the small 
people in  society. Thank you, and I am pleased to 
support Bi l l  8 .  

Mr.  Speaker, I understand that there is another one 
of my colleagues that wishes to speak briefly on this 
matter, and I wi l l  yield the floor to h im at th is particular 
t ime. 

Mr. Gilles Roch (Springlield): I would  like to make a 
few brief comments as wel l  on Bi l l  No.  8, The Small  
Claims Practices Amendment Act. 

I am very happy to see that this Government is moving 
to raise the limit from $3,000 to $5,000.00. lt is indeed 
gratifying to know that we are making it more accessib le 
for people who have l imited means, or who do not wish 
to spend considerable sums of money fighting small 
claims in  court the opportunity to do so. 

The purpose of this Bi l l  i s  obvious. l t  is to help out 
average people who cannot afford expensive legal 
counsel as in  the case of some wealthier ind ividuals, 
organizations or corporations. For that matter, its intent 
is also to enable people whose claims wi l l  be less than 
the cost of fighting in  court- its purpose is to not 
discourage these people from pursuing the matter. As 
so often happened in  the past, people would  not bother 
fi l ing a claim or would  be d iscouraged from fi l ing a 
claim or would be d iscouraged from pursuing it because 
of those very financial reasons. 

The cost of legal counsel- lawyers if you wish -two 
individuals-is at t imes a serious hardship,  and the 
case where the resources of legal aid are being required , 
it is an enormous cost to the taxpayers. Therefore, 
raising the l imit on the Small  Claims Court is obviously 
going to help clean up this matter. 

Also, by providing default  judgment rather than the 
possibi l ity of an adjournment when a defendant fai ls  
to show u p  wi l l  also help reduce the cost to plaintiffs. 
l t  will not penalize people who are trying to get justice 
done, because very often when there is a party who 
may be at fault  and are sometimes at fault ,  it is a tactic 
which is used to try and d iscourage the p laintiff from 
pursu ing the matter. By provid ing this amendment to 
The Small Claims Act it wil l  enable those people, enforce 
those defendants to indeed show up.  If in fact they are 
not wrong,  they wil l  then have the opportunity to justify 
their case. 

By far the most important change is making certain 
that a small claims action will be heard in a Small Claims 
Court, and that is the most significant part of al l  this; 
i ndeed, the very purpose of this amount. l t  sti l l  al lows 
for the use of a lawyer by either party if they so choose 
and no doubt in  many cases those organizations or 
individuals in the past who have chosen to retain legal 
counsel because they are in  a position that they can 
afford to do so, will probably continue to do so. At 
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least i t  wi l l  allow a person without legal counsel to get 
a fair hearing and to indeed have justice done without 
having to suffer undue financial hardship.  

The whole purpose of the Bi l l  is because of ,  obviously, 
i nflation, to al low what at one t ime were large claims 
and have now become small claims, to al low those 
claims to be dealt with in such a manner that a person 
who has a legit imate claim will indeed come to court, 
seek justice rather than say, "Wel l  I am not going to 
bother simply because it does not pay to fight i t ,"  or 
else, " I  also cannot a lawyer to fight i t ."  I n  many cases 
where larger more powerful and rich organizations have 
used these tactics in the past to d iscourage individuals, 
h opefully this wi l l  cease. 

I might add as a suggestion to the Attorney General 
and,  indeed, to the Government that this is an Act 
wh ich  shou ld  be constant ly reviewed because as 
i nflation continues to grow over the years it is obvious 
that, for example five or six years from now, $5,000 
may not be a high enough l imit .  lt may be just and fair 
at this point in t ime, but it has to be under constant 
review. 

In conclusion, I wou ld l ike to say that this is a Bi l l  
which is wel l worth the attention and support of  a l l  
Members of th is Assembly because it seeks to address 
a major concern of many an average Manitoban. lt 
seeks to address the concerns of many a person who 
may have been done an injustice in  the past and to 
hopeful ly address these concerns, not just for now but 
in  the future. I would certainly hope that it gets the 
support of all Members in  this House. I thank you. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): I m ove, seconded by 
the Honourable Member for El l ice (Ms. G ray), that 
Debate be adjourned on this, Bi l l  No.  8.  

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 10 - THE COURT OF 
QUEEN'S BENCH ACT 

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General) presented Bil l  
No.  1 0, The Court of Queen 's Bench Act; Loi sur la 
Cour du Banc de la Reine, for second read ing. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Speaker, it is with pleasure that I 
present to the House for its consideration Bi l l  No.  10 ,  
The Court of  Queen 's Bench Act. Again, I believe this 
is a measure which should receive the support of al l 
Parties in the House because it represents the result 
of a thorough revision of the Act undertaken by a 
committee of Queen 's Bench judges and lawyers in the 
Attorney-General 's  Department who have consulted 
with the Bar. 

lt is the expectation of this committee and of the 
Government that the adoption of this Act, together with 
the new ru les of the Queen's Bench ,  will lead to more 
expeditious hearing of actions in the Queen 's Bench 
and thereby contribute to reducing the backlog in  the 
Queen's Bench with savings to the general publ ic in 
t ime and money. 
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As background to the Bi l l ,  I wish to advise Honourable 
Members that it grew out of the revision of the ru les, 
a project that was begun in  1 985. At that time, a 
comm ittee cons ist i n g  of Queen ' s  Bench j u d ges,  
practis ing  l awyers and  mem bers of the Attorney
General 's Department was established to research the 
rules and to do the necessary d rafting of new rules. 
The rules had not been revised since the 1 930s, M r. 
Speaker-that is even before you and I got started , I 
th ink.  The committee bui lt upon the work that had been 
done in other jurisdictions such as Ontario, where 
extensive modernization and rewriting of the rules had 
taken place. This committee has completed its work , 
and a new set of Queen's  Bench rules is now ready 
for adoption.  

As this committee worked on the rules, it became 
evident that The Queen 's Bench Act itself was in  need 
of an overhaul .  M any of the provisions in  The Queen's 
Bench Act have remained virtually unchanged since 
they were enacted more than 1 00 years ago. At that 
time, those provisions were copies of the Jaw of England,  
and some of them reflected the conditions in  England 
in the early nineteenth century, and that was before 
our time too, M r. Speaker. Jt  was also clear to the 
committee that it would  lead to confusion to have the 
rules brought up to date, for example, by el iminating 
Latin terminology, while leaving these archaic words in  
The Queen 's Bench Act itself. You see, I never took 
Latin in  school, M r. Speaker. Perhaps you d id ,  but I 
d id  not, and I am not a lawyer so I guess Latin has 
real ly never real ly bothered me very much, but maybe 
it was Latin that got into my two predecessors. In any 
event, look what happened to them. 

* ( 1 530) 

Further, i f  the rules were to be brought completely 
up to date, the rule-making power in The Queen's Bench 
Act itself had to be considered . For that reason, the 
c o m m i ttee sought  the a p proval of  the p revio u s  
Government to revise The Court o f  Queen's Bench Act. 
The previous Government gave them the go-ahead , 
and the previous Government should be commended 
for doing that. As a result ,  a second committee was 
establ ished which consisted of four Queen 's Bench 
judges and three members of the Attorney-General 's  
Department. The committee has been meeting since 
March 1 987,  and this Bi l l  is the result of its efforts. 
This Bill was circulated to the Rules Revision Committee 
so that the private Bar had the opportunity to review 
the d raft. 

There are many changes in  the language of the Act 
from former provisions. For this reason, I have g iven 
to each Opposition critic a copy of the 105-page booklet 
prepared by the committee to explain the provisions 
in  the Act. If , after consideration of this explanatory 
material ,  there are provisions which the Opposition 
wishes to have clarified , I would ask them them to get 
in touch with me. I will have the committee provide 
them with al l  the explanations they require or, if they 
so desire, I can arrange for them to meet with the 
res p o n s i b l e  off ic ia ls  in the c o m m i ttee for a f u l l  
explanation o f  any o r  a l l  o f  the provisions. 

Bil l  No. 10 also includes a consolidation i nto The 
Queen's  Bench Act of The Replevin Act and The 
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Judgment Interest and Discount Act . The Replevin Act 
establishes a procedure whereby a plaintiff can reclaim 
property that the plaintiff claims is being wrongful ly 
held by the defendant. Once the property is returned 
to the plaintiff, the action proceeds. The Judgment 
Interest and Discount Act establishes rules for awarding 
prejudgment interest and for the calculation of lump
sum damages. These are provisions which can and 
should be included in The Queen 's Bench Act. 

I d raw the attention of Honourable Members to the 
following matters of principle which represent significant 
changes from past practice and which are, I submit, 
sign ificant improvements which deserve the support of 
the House. 

The Bill contains provisions which wi l l  permit a court , 
on notice to the Attorney-General, to order that a person 
who persistently and without reasonable grounds brings 
proceedings be prohibited from bringing any further 
proceedings except with leave of a judge. 

This is borrowed from Ontario legislation and is 
intended to deal  with a person who uses the court 
process to harass other individuals. Under existing 
legislation, the defendant in  a vexatious proceeding 
may bring a motion in the court to have the proceeding 
struck out. However, the defendant is normally required 
to spend money to retain a lawyer, and he or she is 
unl ikely to recoup all of the costs of retaining that lawyer. 
Here again ,  I think we are talking about people's 
legislation, and I think it is good. 

M oreover, the plaintiff may immediately begin another 
action and force the defendant once again to go to 
court to try to have the second action struck out as 
a vexatious proceeding.  This can go on with action 
after action, and it is an abuse of the court process. 

Of course, judges are reluctant to strike out a 
plaintiff's claim as being vexatious. Quite rightly, they 
bel ieve that a plaintiff should be entitled to h is  or her 
day in  court. Accordingly, this new provision in  the Act 
safeguards the right of the plaintiff since the order 
cannot be made without notice to the Attorney-General . 
As the department charged with the administration of 
just ice in the province,  it is appropr iate t hat the 
Attorney-General 's Department receive notice of  these 
matters so that they can be reviewed . 

M oreover, a plaintiff does not lose forever the right 
to br ing  p roceed i n g s  agai nst that d efendant .  The 
p la int i ff may always seek to br ing another  act i o n  
forward , b u t  h e  wil l  first have t o  obtain leave o f  a judge. 
The judge wil l  have to be satisfied that this t ime the 
plaintiff has a reasonable cause of act ion.  

S i r, the second major change in  the Act is the change 
in the ru le-making power. Unti l  now, rules have been 
made by the Judges alone but the operat ion of the 
Rules Revision Committee since 1 985 has indicated the 
value of participation in the rule-making process by 
pract is ing  lawyers and mem bers of the Attorney
General 's  Department. According ly, Bil l 10 calls for 
establishing a Rules Committee composed of six judges, 
two persons appointed by the Attorney-General and 
t h ree l awyers appoi nted by the Law S o c iety of  
Manitoba. There is sti l l  a majority of  judges, but there 



Thursday, August 4, 1988 

is now p rov is ion  to ensure  t h at mem bers of the  
practising Bar w i l l  have an  adequate opportunity to  
contribute to the  elaboration of  new rules. 

The new rules and the new Queen's  Bench Act are 
a package, Mr. Speaker. They wil l  only work wel l  if they 
are both in place. The Law Society has already begun 
t o  e laborate cont i n u i n g  educat ion  p rograms t o  
fami l iarize t h e  profession with t h e  new Act a n d  the 
rules. Bil l  10 is to come into force on proclamation, 
and if it  is  passed by this Legislature that proclamation 
date wil l  be worked out with the Law Society and the 
judges so that we can be assured that the profession 
is prepared to deal with the changes. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with a g reat deal of pleasure once 
again that I recommend Bi l l  10 to the House for its 
consideration and passage. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Mr. Speaker, I move, 
seconded by the Honourable Member for St. Norbert 
( M r. Angus) ,  t hat debate o n t h i s ,  B i l l  N o .  1 0 ,  be 
adjourned. 

NOTION presented and carried. 

* (1540) 

Hon. C layton Manness (Honourable Minister of 
Finance): Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the 
Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae), that M r. Speaker now 
leave the chair and the House go into Committee of 
Supply. 

MOTION presented and carried a n d  t h e  H o u se 
resolved itself into a Committee of Supply to consider 
of the Supply to be g ranted to Her Majesty with the 
H onourable Member for Seven Oaks (Mr. M inenko) in 
the Chair. 

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY 

SUPPLY - INTERIM SUPPLY 

Mr. Chairman, Mark Minenko: The Committee of 
Supply wi l l  now come to order, p lease. The question 
before the committee is the following resolution: 

RESOLVED that a sum not exceeding $2,626,07 4,640, 
being 70 percent of the total sums voted as set forth 
in The Appropriation Act, 1 987, be granted to Her 
Majesty for the fiscal year ending the 3 1 st day of March 
1 989. 

Does the M i n ister of F inance have an open ing  
comment? 

Hon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Finance): lt  is a 
delight to have an opportunity to rise once again in 
the beginning of a new Legislature, this being the 34th .  
I came in  with the young gentleman from the r id ing of 
Fl in Flon in 1981  and of course I watched h im grow in 
that period of  t ime.  He has probably watched me grow. 
Mr. Chairman, with your indulgence and the indulgence 
of other Members of the House, I would l ike to take 
a few moments, if I cou ld ,  g iven that I did not have an 
opportunity to debate the Throne Speech, I would l ike 
to make a few comments at this particular t ime. 
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I wou l d  l ike to ,  f i rst of  a l l ,  beg i n  by offe r i n g  
congratulations to t h e  Speaker. A s  you would know, 
M r. Chairman, indeed as every Member of this H ouse 
would know, that his role is so important to the 
proceedings of this House. As a matter of fact, this 
House cannot do its business without his involvement. 
Indeed, if there is not respect for role as the Speaker, 
we cannot function; we cannot do the business of the 
people. So I congratulate him. This may be moving into 
the realm of impropriety, but I can remember the 
Speaker, when he was seek ing  nominat i o n  in h i s  
particular riding-that great riding o f  Turtle Mountain
t h e  large n u m ber of people who were t here i n  
attendance i n  1 986 and how i t  was that h e  presented 
h imself to the people of that r iding; those people who 
ult imately supported h im in  a political fashion and 
therefore from that point was able to bring forward the 
support of the constituents by way of general election 
now two t imes in the last three years. He, that night,  
struck me as an individual who was a friend to al l .  He 
was spirited ; he was also concil iatory and he brings 
those very same elements and facets into the House. 
That is why I th ink unanimously we put him in  this p lace 
as the Speaker of our H ouse. Thank you .  (Applause) 
I thank the Member for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie) for that 
pol ite applause. 

I would l ike to also thank the voters of Morris. I had 
the opportunity to present myself to them on three 
occasions, 1 98 1 ,  1 986 and 1 988. They have decided 
to favour me with their support. I must tell you that 
the constituency of Morris is the rural r iding that 
basically borders Winnipeg to the south and to the 
west. lt is agricultural for the most part although a 
larger number of people today are moving into those 
hamlets and communities that are within commuting 
distance of the City of Winnipeg to enjoy the amenit ies 
of  rura l  l i v i n g ,  and  I say welcome to t h e m .  The 
constituency of  Morris is taking on a l ittle b i t  d ifferent 
perspective and a d ifferent flavour over the ensuing 
years. 

Let me say, I also welcome new Members. I can 
remember in  1 982 when I first came into this House 
on my first occasion, my fi rst Throne Speech,  and the 
great honour that I felt in  being here. I apologize for 
not being able to hear al l  of the presentations of new 
Members on our side, and of course the many new 
Members opposite, but as I read your comments and 
as I wi l l  have an opportunity in  the future to l isten to 
you speak, I wil l  probably sit in judgment of your growth, 
as indeed you wil l  sit in  judgment of my performance. 
11 seems to be a continuing dynamism that occurs within 
this House. We watch each other very closely. I dare 
say, through it, you can see those people that want to 
grow, you can see it occur from event to event, from 
speaking occasion, from speaking to occasions. So I 
welcome the opportunity to sit in judgment, if I can 
use that term.  

I must say, so far I have been very impressed with 
the new House. There is a wide d iversity of people that 
have come here as representatives of the people. There 
is a wide array of talents. However, I would l ike to say 
to those Members who are no longer here, those who 
retired voluntari ly, those who reti red with the wil l  of the 
people, I say well done. I do not think at t imes the 
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publ ic fully understands how it is or what it is that we 
do. New Members at this point may not fully understand 
what it is we do but I am sure in short order they wil l  
come to real ize and have a new appreciation for what 
it is to be not only a representative of the people but 
what it is in  terms of making commitments of time to 
that role. Believe me, if one does that duty well and 
carries out that responsibi l ity and d ischarges that 
responsibi l ity, they wil l  realize it is at least a full-time 
occupation. 

I ,  however, would l ike to take issue with the Leader 
of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs), not in anything that 
she has said over the course of the new Session,  but 
something that she said previous to the swearing in of 
the new Cabinet. 

The Leader of the Opposit ion,  the Member for River 
Heights ( M rs.  Carstairs), said -and I have to be careful 
here, maybe she did not say this, but it has been 
p u rported she sa id  certa i n  t h i n g s  a b o u t  certain 
Members on th is s ide of the House. She was speculating 
as to who m ight be put i nto Cabinet and to wt'lat roles 
certain individuals might have. Supposedly the Leader 
of the Opposition said ,  and if I am paraphrasing 
incorrectly I wil l  expect her to explain more fully, and 
I quote, "the Filmon's minority G overnment could be 
in  trouble if the new Premier picks the wrong people 
for Cabinet jobs. " Going on, she said she is opposed 
to two key Tory M LA's receiving Cabinet appointments 
related to their previous responsibi l ities as Opposition 
critics. She named primarily the M LA for Pembina (Mr. 
Orchard) and, indeed, the M LA for Morris (Mr. Manness). 
Again she was purported to have said that both M LAs 
are in the rural right wing of the caucus and both have 
been identified with the faction that opposed M r. Filmon 
as Leader. 

She went on more specifically, and I wi l l  let the M LA 
for Pembina defend h imself. I th ink he can do that. 
Although he has been characterized in some quarters 
as being almost a pussy cat, I wi l l  let h im defend his 
own honour in  this case. 

* ( 1 550) 

There is an important epilogue to what the Leader 
of the Opposition said as she was purported to have 
said,  and I quote, "she does not want Manness, referring 
to myself, to become Finance Minister because of his 
earlier suggestion that the N D P  should trim about $ 1 34 
m il l ion from Government spending."  

Now there are two points here and I have to make 
them. Firstly, when the Leader of the Opposition decides 
to label myself in particular as a right wing rural 
representative, of course she is trying to conjur up in 
the publ ic mind set that we represent those of us that 
are rural , particularly those of us who are deemed to 
be right wing, again by her label l ing,  indeed some other 
people's label l ing. She is trying to conjur  up the image, 
or at least she was then, that we were going to do 
d rastic things in  the area of spending,  that there were 
going to be major reductions in areas of needed services 
to Manitobans. 

I personally can accept that. I do not agree with what 
she said but I can accept the criticism. I am a pol itician 
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and I have no i l lusions. I d id  not delude myself for  one 
moment before I came into this Legislature what the 
role of a politician would be and what criticisms I could 
expect from time to t ime. So that comes as no surprise. 
There is no h u rt att ached to that .  There is h u rt 
associated with that comment, not to me, but to my 
constituents, and who the Leader of the Opposition 
slandered when she made the comment saying, in 
essence, that I was not fit to be in this very important 
role as the Min ister of Finance. Who she slandered was 
not me. She slandered the people of the constituency 
of Morris who in  large number decided for the third 
time that I should be their representative in this hallowed 
institution. 

Now the Leader said they did not pass judgment as 
to whether or not I should be the Finance Minister. 
What were they saying? They were saying in essence, 
we want the representat ive of the  Progressive 
Conservative Party, i .e . ,  Mr. Manness, to be their 
representative, and I am sure what they were saying 
also is that whatever role is the most important to 
Government, we would l ike h im to be in  that place, as 
I am sure the electorate from the constituency of River 
Heights said to the M LA for that r iding. I am sure they 
wanted her to be the Premier and if they d id not, why 
did they vote for her? 

If the Leader of the Opposition feels she has slandered 
me, I do not feel that, but I say to her she slandered 
the people of Morris, and I dare say she slandered to 
some degree the people from Pembina, and indeed all 
of rural Manitoba. Do you not notice, cannot one notice, 
Members of the House, when you look over at the 
Opposition benches, how many rural Members sit 
thereon? How many pure rural members? -(lnterjection)
Oh, I am careful ,  I am very careful .  I choose my words 
carefully, I say to the Opposition Deputy House Leaders. 
The only point I am trying to make is that it  becomes 
so easy to put labels on people, but what we forget is 
when we do it in this forum ,  or indeed outside of this 
fo r u m ,  i s  t hat we also l abel  the  peop le  who p u t  
representatives into t h i s  institution. 

I would l ike to make one final comment about this 
place called the Legislature. lt is something that I wil l  
repeat , and I cannot repeat it wel l ,  but I was at the 
induction of Justice Lyon , when he was inducted to the 
Appeal Court. He talked about the high call ings, about 
the high cal l ing of being named to that Court of Appeal , 
but what he said was this, paraphrasing, that the highest 
cal l ing that any of us can have is to be a representative 
of the people. There can be no h igher cal l ing,  and even 
though there would be those in our m idst, indeed some 
of us ourselves, but those in our midst ,  particularly 
sometimes those people who report on our activities, 
would lead people to believe that politicians really are 
not to be highly regarded , that the esteem associated 
with them is something other than that which should 
be given to a high cal l ing.  That troubles me very much 
because I say and because I believe that as the esteem 
of politicians falls, and I wonder how much lower it can 
really fal l ,  the love of democracy and the freedom t hat 
we have fought for so hard for also continues to fal l .  

So I say to Members opposite, I say to Members of 
this side, this is a hal lowed institution. We are d u ly 



Thursday, August 4, 1 988 

elected; we have a major, an important role to play, if 
indeed we cherish democracy at all. I am glad to be 
here. 

I would l ike to say a few comments with respect to 
the election. This Province, Man itoba, is unique in  so 
many ways. lt is hard to read political ly. I would hesitate 
to say, not terribly easy to govern. I do not make that 
judgment on the basis of being in Government for 
approximately three months. I make that after having 
watched, particularly the former administration, try and 
deal with issues of the day, and also Governments 
before that. This is not an easy province to govern. 

Nevertheless, the commitment that we made to the 
people  of  the p rovince is very basic and very 
straightforward. We said that we would provide better 
management ,  we would provide better efficiency, that 
we would provide greater accountabil ity. I say to you 
that is why we are on this side of the House today, 
because I honestly sense that Manitobans feel that there 
is not a magic solution to the i l ls in which we find 
ourself, but what they are expecting is that the people 
who make u p  the Government, who sit on this side of 
the Speaker, br ing  forward h onest ,  open ,  s incere 
Government. That was our watchword throughout the 
election.  That is why we are here today, and I fully 
expect that after we have been here for a number of 
years that we will be g iven our credit for having not 
only demonstrated that, but i ndeed providing that type 
of openness. 

I say then that th is will be an open Government. 
There will not be ruling by decree. There will not be 
ruling by warrant. That is then what takes us right into 
this I nterim Supply, because we had an opportunity, 
probably to pass another month of Special Warrant 
and hold off Interim Supply for some period of t ime. 
The precedent was in  place. But I honestly believe there 
is no higher and g reater responsibi l ity than each and 
every one of us, as representative of the people, to 
make sure that those hard-earned tax dol lars, which 
we at t imes talk about so g l ibly, which we at times pass 
over so hastily in  consideration as to how they wil l  be 
spent, there can be no greater expectation than that 
we deal forthrightly as to how they should be spent. 
Mr. Chairman, this becomes the first process towards 
making sure that they are spent properly. 

I would also l ike to indicate at this t ime the Budget 
will be coming down August 8 at 2:30 p .m.  We would 
expect there may be cause for a slight recess in  the 
period of t ime between the Question Period and the 
formal start of the Budget. With it wi l l  also come the 
Quarterly Report, the final Quarterly Report ind icating 
the finances for the fiscal year ending '87-88, and also 
the outside auditor's report , outside professionals who 
h ave a strong u n d erstan d i ng of  p u b l i c  secto r  
accounting; people who wil l  b e  passing judgment as 
to the accounting pol icies that should be brought in  
as this whole process of publ ic  sector accounting is  
very much evolutionary. 

I, at this point, am not going to lay blame on the 
former administration, the former policies in  place with 
respect to accounting.  What I am saying is that this 
area is evolutionary and there is a common mind set 
as to how Governments should be constantly reviewing 
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the accounting policies in  place and how it is  they should 
be reporting to the people. 

So, M r. Chairman, with those few remarks, I welcome 
Members to a very complicated process. Now, as we 
move into the Committee of Supply, there will be a lot 
of shuffl ing around as we ult imately move toward Bi l l  
No. 7 - The Interim Supply Act. Thank you. 

* ( 1 600) 

Mr. Chairman: Does any other Member wish to speak 
to this Resolution? 

Mr. Richard Kozak (Transcona): M r. Chairman, we in 
the Official Opposition know that the Government needs 
money to conduct its business during the current fiscal 
year. We also know that the Budget Debate next week 
wil l  provide our Members with ample opportunity to 
address the Government's revenue and expenditure 
plans. 

Therefore, M r. Chairman, it is not our intention to 
obstruct passage of this I nterim Supply Bi l l  in any way. 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Fiin Flon): The comments made by 
the Member for Transcona (Mr. Kozak), I th ink,  are 
appropriate. Everyone recognizes that I nterim Supply 
has been a part of the process of Government on 
occasion for many decades and there is certainly no 
intention to be obstructionist in  the passage of this 
legislation. 

However, I believe that as time goes by, and before 
Bi l l  No. 7 actually is passed , there may be a number 
of questions that I have and that my col leagues have 
that we will address to the Minister of Finance. Before 
I get to some of the specific questions that I have, I 
want to take this opportunity as well to commend and 
g ive recognition to the new Minister of Finance (Mr. 
Manness). 

The Member for Morris (Mr. Manness) made the 
observance that we were elected and are col leagues, 
in  a sense, and have been since 1 98 1 ,  since our election 
at that time. My knowledge and fami l iarity with the 
Member for Morris has led me to garner a great deal 
of respect for that ind ividual as a Member and as a 
human being, and I know that he wil l  conduct h imself 
in  a manner -( Interjection)- The Member for Pembina 
(Mr. Orchard) may consider that the kiss of death.  
However, I am going to continue. 

The M e m ber for M orr is  has gai ned h i m se l f  a 
reputation for being a person with a great deal of 
integrity, also common sense. I look forward to the 
Budget that he wi l l  del iver to this House. You can 
reciprocate those kind of comments any time you wish , 
to the Mem ber for Morris. I look forward to the Budget 
on August 8. lt is certainly going to be a challenge. 

The Minister waxed phi losophic about the role that 
we al l  play as representatives of the people and, I th ink,  
touched on some appropriate and poignant points that 
we sometimes forget. Certainly those who observe us 
in this Chamber are wont to forget . That is that, despite 
the antics from time to t ime, we are here to fulfi l !  an 
important role in the functioning of democracy. No one, 
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I do not believe on either side of this House representing 
any Party, comes here and treats their obl igations in 
anything but a serious manner. From time to time 
because of the nature of the process, it becomes 
theatre, but that d oes not belie the fact that it is an 
important p rocess. Parap hrasing perhaps Winston 
Churchi l l ,  it is not a very good process but it is the 
only one that works. 

I guess the Minister of Finance indicated that he did 
not l i k e  the n o m  de p l u m e ,  r i g ht-wi n g  r u ral  
representative. Perhaps I am being naive here, but I 
do not expect a Budget which is unduly severe. I do 
not  th ink  that the right-wing instincts in the Tory 
caucus-and I woul d  not deny that they are there
are going to surface on this particular occasion. I say 
that because I th ink that the Government is somewhat 
p rag mat ic  a n d  recog n izes t h e  real i ty of t he 
c i rcumstances t h ey are i n .  They are a m i n or i ty  
Government. I th ink that it is reasonable to assume 
that their natural instincts are going to be contained 
by circumstance. We are certainly hoping that wi l l  be 
the case. Manitobans did not g ive the Conservative 
Government a majority because they were concerned 
about the real agenda of some Members or perhaps 
most of the Members on that side. 

One of the d ifficult tasks facing the Minister of Finance 
i s  g o i n g  to be t h e  preparat i o n  of a B u d get ,  t h e  
presentation o f  a Budget which is understandable, 
honest and straightforward. I said in  passing to the 
M inister of Finance in the hal l  and , in  fact, I also said 
it across the floor of the Chamber that the Minister 
was busy cooking the books. He took some u mbrage 
at those comments. I said it not facetiously. The fact 
is that the process of changing Governments, the 
changing of the guard , if you wil l ,  al lows for certain 
changes in  practice, in  report ing.  

I want the publ ic to know, and this is my occasion 
to put these comments on the record , that what we 
are going to see in  the Budget introduced by the 
Member is  a change in  practice from previous years 
in all l ikel ihood. We are going to see some add itional 
debt charged t o  the p revio u s  year, leav ing m o re 
flexib i l ity for the M inister of Finance (Mr. Manness) i n  
the  current year. We are go ing  to see a number of-
1 was going to say questionable, but I do not want to 
impugn the motives of the M inister of Finance. There 
are going to be changes that are going to and are 
i ntended t o  ref lect negat ively o n  the f i n an c i a l  
circumstances o f  t h e  province. The Minister o f  Finance 
wi l l  certainly, in the first 50 percent of his speech,  be 
spending time denouncing the previous Government, 
denouncing the financial circumstances of the province 
at this t ime and trying to prepare people for his new 
agenda. 

I think that it woul d  be useful to put on the record 
the financial circumstances of the province. We have 
a l l  noted , or some of us have noted , that the fourth 
quarter report has not been tabled in  this Legislature, 
and there is a very good reason for that.  I wi l l  leave 
i t  for each individual Member to speculate as to why 
the fourth quarter resu lts have not been tabled, because 
I believe there are going to be substantial changes to 
t hat fourth quarter report from the Estimates that were 
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provided by the then-Premier, the Honourable Howard 
Pawley, and the Minister of Finance, M r. Kostyra, whom 
I th ink also had a reputation for integrity and honesty, 
and there are going to be substantial changes. 

But I want to put on the record for the new Members 
of this Chamber that, despite the diatribe that we heard 
yesterday from the Member for Pembina (Mr. Orchard) 
who talked about the tremendous debt the province 
has accumulated as a result of the NDP admin istrat ion,  
he neglected to suggest to Members or to tel l  Members 
that, if you want to compare on a provincial basis, 
actually the net per capita debt in  the province reduced 
in comparison to other provinces. In provinces l ike 
Saskatchewan where we have a good , and I use that 
term loosely, Conservative administration, the deficit 
has outpaced M an itoba's  def ic i t .  Their  efforts at 
reduction,  I do not think,  have been as successful  as 
the previous administration's. 

So what is the record? As of May 6 when the then
First Min ister made his final report to the people of 
Manitoba, he said that the provincial deficit for the year 
1 987-88 was not going to be the $4 1 5  mi l l ion which 
we had projected in  our first Estimates and in  the 1 987-
88 Budget, projected . l t  was actually going to be 
reduced to some $229 mi l l ion or $228 mi l l ion.  

* ( 1 6 1 0) 

M r. Chairman, that reduction is sign ificant. I th ink 
the Min ister of Finance took some t ime to out l ine the 
reasons for that tremendous reduction during the 
course of that fiscal year. I th ink the Minister at that 
t ime also pointed out that the operating budget of the 
province would reach a surplus situation in  1 987-88, 
and they were estimating a surplus of some $2 1 .6 
mi l l ion.  

S i nce t h at t ime,  the f inancia l  c i rcumstances of 
Manitoba and the world have changed . The financial 
circumstances vis-a-vis the federal Government have 
changed . I th ink it is important that we get on the 
record , and perhaps ask the M in ister of Finance (Mr. 
Manness) to put on the record , how those changes are 
going to affect the Budget that he is going to introduce 
on August 8. 

lt was the opinion of the Department of Finance, the 
same people who are advising the current Min ister of 
Finance (Mr. Manness), that in  the year 1 988-89 the 
new Budget that the now-Minister of Finance wi l l  be 
introducing,  it was estimated that the deficit, the net 
budgetary requirement of the Province of Manitoba 
would be in  the neighbourhood of $260 mil l ion, and 
that again ,  for the second year, we would have an 
operat ing surplus of approximately $8 mi l l ion.  I remind 
people that the objectives were set out by the First 
Min ister and the Min ister of Finance of the Government 
of the Day to reduce the operating deficit by the year 
1 990-9 1 .  

I n  fact , because of the increases i n  revenues and 
other circumstances, we were actually able to achieve 
that earlier. The Min ister of Finance is quite correct 
when he said that part of the reason that the New 
Democratic lost Government in the 1 988 election was 
the perception that somehow the affairs of the province 
had been mismanaged . 
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I h ave i n d icated on m a n y  occas i o ns and I a m  
prepared t o  debate any Member o f  t h i s  Chamber in  
any forum that, i n  comparison to other provinces, we 
managed very wel l ,  not only in budgetary terms but in  
terms of economic  po l icy. The facts support t h at 
contention. That statement wil l  be corroborated by not 
th ings that I have said or the M inister of Finance or 
the previous Minister of Finance, but by published 
reports that come to us from the Conference Board 
of Canada, by Royal Bank reports, Bank of Montreal 
reports, Dominion Securities and many others. 

Our efforts at reducing the deficit from a high in the 
1 986-87 year -(Interjection)- The Member for Arthur 
(Mr. Downey) unfortunately has let  h is tongue go, which 
I guess allows us to understate h is  ignorance on the 
matter of the financial circumstances of the province. 

The deficit i n  the fiscal year 1 986-87 was some $589 
mill ion. l t  was reduced to $4 1 5  mi l l ion in  the 1 987-88 
year, and there was a further reduction in the 1 988 
Budget which would have meant a 37 percent reduction 
in  the deficit i n  the Province of M anitoba. When you 
compare that to what we were led to believe were very 
aggressive efforts on the part of the federal Government 
to reduce the deficit, their miniscule reduction of 
approximately 5.4 percent in the same time period 
i l lustrates that what we were trying to do we were 
achieving. The fact that we achieved an operating 
surplus in  1 987-88 and were projecting an operating 
surplus in  1 988-89 also indicates that we were on the 
correct path. Just so the record is clear, I felt it important 
to  put those points on the official record of th is 
Legislature. 

I would also now like to ask the Minister of Finance 
(Mr. Manness) a number of questions relating to the 
current financial circumstances of the Government. My 
f irst specific question is that ,  given the strengthening 
of the Canadian dol lar in  the last six to eight months, 
can the Minister indicate how much that improvement 
is going to save the province in  terms of debt costs? 
Are we talking about $50 mi l l ion or $30 mil l ion? Could 
the Minister g ive us an estimate of the saving to the 
province as a result of the improvement in  the strength 
of the Canadian dollar? 

Mr. Manness: Before I answer the question, and I wi l l  
say it r ight  from the beginning,  I am not going to g ive 
a definit ive answer to that question. That wil l  be 
presented in living colour, so to speak, on Monday next. 

Let me say, I thank the Member for his kind words. 
A lot of the matter that he leaves on the record with 
respect to where this new G overnment finds itself, i n  
a fiscal sense, has  a large element of  truth associated 
with it. There is no doubt that there were some windfalls 
that were coming down -and I say windfal ls in a 
revenue sense-that were flowing into the province 
primarily in the area of equal ization and in tax revenue, 
part icu lar ly on the personal s ide ,  t h at the former 
G overnment had not est imated for in  the Budget of 
'87-88 which was passed , and of course in the defeated 
Budget of '88-89. So there is an element of truth to 
that. 

Let me say, with respect to his insinuation, that maybe 
we are going to try and cast the former administration 
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in  a bad l ight to make our position look better. That 
is not true. I can say quite openly and honestly that 
we are accepting and receiving and bui lding into the 
n ew p o l ic ies ,  the new accou n t i n g  p o l i c ies ,  the  
recommendations complete of  the  outside Auditors. 
They are not being in any way picked-and choose. 
I must say that within a number of areas adjustments 
are made that favour the former admin istration to the 
detriment, I might say, of the budgeting exercise that 
we are going through right now. That will be apparent. 

I honestly believe, next week sometime, the Minister 
is going to rise in  his place and is going to say for the 
record that the new accounting pol icies that are being 
considered are fair, they have not cast great provisions 
for expenditures back into another year to unfairly 
represent  the f iscal act iv it ies of the G overnment 
previous. So I would expect that he wi l l  stand in h is  
place and make that acknowledgment. 

Specific to the q uestion, Mr. Chairman, certainly the 
dol lar strengthening has helped and does help the 
statutory public debt figure. That figure wil l be presented 
again ,  wi l l  be provided to the people of Manitoba on 
Monday next. 

Mr. Storie: Respecting the confidentiality of the Budget 
information, I d id  not expect the Min ister to give me 
precise information. I was hoping that he would perhaps 
be able to offer us a ballpark figure on what savings 
there might be as a result, not of any particular action 
o n  the part of the n ew Government  or p revi o u s  
Government, b u t  because o f  t h e  dol lar strengthening. 

* ( 1 620) 

I had a couple of other questions which arose as a 
res u l t  of comments  made by t h e  M i n ister i n  h is 
response. One of them was who is providing the audit 
advice? Is it the Provincial Auditor or are contract 
aud i tors  provi d i n g  add i t iona l  advice on the  
establishment of  protocol for presenting the  Budget, 
No. 1 ;  and No. 2, wil l  the changes in categorization, 
for example, of capital versus operating, be noted 
somewhere in the Budget document? 

Mr. Manness: First of al l ,  with respect to the Budget 
protocol ,  I must say that because the Budget is a 
polit ical document, it is solely the responsibi l ity of the 
G over n m e n t .  That d oes n ot need any g reater 
explanation. lt is the highest ranking polit ical document 
that the Government can lay before the people. We 
take full responsibil ity of it. There are not outside forces 
that are saying that we should do it this way or that 
way or any way. I mean we wil l  take ful l  responsibi lity 
for it .  I f  we do not present the fiscal standing of the 
province in a proper way, of course, not only wil l  the 
Opposition Members draw attention to that, but simi larly 
will the Provincial Aud itors, servant of all of us and the 
peoples' representative in  this matter. That is the fine 
l ine we walk .  

I say to t h e  Member opposite that what w e  wil l  be 
presenting on Monday wil l  be a method of present ing 
financial figures to the people of Manitoba. That for 
the most part, in  which we will take full responsibi l ity 
for, are those that have been recommended to us by 
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outside auditors, but-and I stress this-which the 
Provincial Auditor is  most cognizant of throughout a 
lot of the Steering Committee, through a lot of the 
areas that were delved into, we included the Provincial 
Auditor for one reason only. Because as a Provincial 
Auditor, that on so many year-end reviews, his own 
personal reviews, d rew to the attention of Members 
opposite is that he wanted to see some action with in .  
We even included h im specifically in  those areas where 
he had concern. So I am del ightful with the method 
that we have used , and again I say to the Member 
opposite he will find it acceptable. 

Mr. Storie: I would  really like to determine whether in 
fact I am delighted until August 8.  My question -
( Interjection)- I am glad to hear the assurances from 
all M e m bers oppos i te  t h at I w i l l  be  d e l i g hted . I 
nonetheless reserve the right to be delighted on my 
own time. 

I want to indicate for the record that the M inister 
did confirm that the advice they are getting with respect 
to presentation of the Budget d id  come from outside 
sources. I am assuming that I can also i nfer from that 
the outside advice is on a contract basis. 

A further question to the Minister of Finance (Mr. 
Manness): Can the Minister advise what the percentage 
increase in revenue was for the year- 1  should clarify 
that. Could the Min ister indicate what percentage 
increase above original projections was experienced 
for the 1 987-88 year, and coul d  the Min ister g ive us 
some indication of what percentage increase he is 
anticipat ing for the coming year? 

Mr. Manness: Let me say for the coming year, that is 
the essence-

Mr. Storie: Own source, own source. 

Mr. Manness: -those are al l  matters that are of the 
essence of the Budget that in fairness have to be 
provided to all Members of this House on the same 
occasion, the same hour on Monday. 

I wi l l  though scoop one part of the '87-88 report and 
tel l  him that Government expend itures, the former 
Government's expenditures i n  '87-88, were some 3 
percent greater than the budgeted amount that we had 
given acceptance ratification i n  this House a year-and
some months ago. 

Mr. Storie: The M i nister may wish he had not scooped 
himself. Of course that begs the question of what 
additional expenditures were added, perhaps-well ,  the 
M inister is smi l ing.  I know that we will have some of 
that detai led. Perhaps he does not want to get into 
what additional expenditures were added after the 
change of Government or as a result of it .  However, 
I wi l l  leave that question as a rhetorical one for the 
time being and ask the M inister whether he can indicate 
what the increase in equal ization payments is expected 
for the '87-88 year from the federal Government. What 
increase in equal ization alone is expected from the 
federal Government? 

Mr. Manness: M r. Chairman, that is almost nearly a 
matter of record. lt seems to me equal ization was 
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roughly in the  area of  $ 1 50 mi l l ion.  lt was a sign ificant 
increase and the Member and his Government knew 
that in leaving office. lt was a significant windfal l .  I ndeed , 
it was the only reason, that plus some 1 05 or some 
large number within the income tax area that provided 
the former Premier upon leaving office to make the 
statement that they felt that the deficit at the year end 
would be $229 mi l l ion.  

Mr. Storie: Perhaps the Minister wi l l  confirm that in 
the 1 987-88 year our own source revenues increased 
somewhere in the neighbourhood of 6.8 percent. I 
presume we can make some projections about the 
l ikel ihood of that continuing into the 1 988 year. 

A final q uestion-the Minister may choose not to 
answer this and keep us in suspense unti l  Budget night 
as wel l - but could the Minister put on record the 
amount of revenue that it is anticipated the province 
wil l gain from the additional 1 percent of the net income 
tax which was imposed in  the 1 987 Budget? 

Mr. Manness: M r. Chairman, the Member is  r ight, I 
wi l l  be happy to provide that number in greater detail 
next week. Let me say for the edification of al l  Members 
that everywhere we go there is an outcry with respect 
to that tax. So there is no doubt it is going to represent 
some additional source of income, but it also represents 
a major concern to Manitobans across the width and 
the breadth of this province. 

Mr. Storie: A final question to the M inister of Finance 
(Mr. Manness). The Bi l l  references 70 percent of the 
expected expend itures of the province. Could the 
Minister ind icate how that number was arrived at? 
Obviously because of the unusual ci rcumstances of the 
Session in  J uly, requires some change to the norm. 
How was that figure arrived at? 

Mr. Manness: I can do it one of two ways. Usually I 
have that detail and I would present it on second 
reading.  Suffice to say that we have taken 70 percent 
of the '87-88 budgeted amount. So when I say 70 
percent of a certain figure, I nterim Supply does not 
deal on the basis of 70 percent of the Budget now 
because of course it has no power. lt  is 70 percent of 
the year previous. 

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill) :  My question is to the 
Min ister of Highways and Transportation ( M r. Albert 
Driedger). 

I would briefly l ike the Minister to take this opportunity 
to update al l  Members of this House who I k now share 
a common interest in the developments, or the lack 
of developments as the case may be, at the Port of 
Churchi l l  th is year. I would l ike h im to indicate if  any 
news has been forthcom i n g  from e i t h er h i s  
conversations with h i s  federal colleagues o r  t h e  much
touted conversation of the First M inister with the Prime 
Min ister of over a week ago. 

* ( 1 630) 

Hon. Albert D riedger (Minister of Highways and 
Transportation): I thank the Member for the q uest ion.  
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I have to ind icate that I am experiencing some very 
frustrating times at the present t ime regard ing the Port 
of Churchi l l .  Unfortunately, I cannot make a definit ive 
commitment in terms of the amount of g rain that wi l l  
be moving through there or if any is moving through 
this coming shipping season at this t ime. 

I would  l ike to indicate, though, that a lot of effort 
has gone in almost since the t ime that I first got 
appointed as the Minister of H ighways & Transportation 
in terms of what was going to be happening i n  the Port 
of Churchi l l  th is year. Maybe I should just g ive some 
background to what has happened . I had answered 
some of that in  q uestion period already. 

One of the first moves that I made I had ind icated 
earlier was to fly d own to the Port of Churchi l l  to visit 
w i t h  the peo p l e .  They at t h at t i m e  a l ready were 
expressing some concern about whether there was 
going to be any grain movement or not, because 
normally when you get grain moving through the Port 
of Churchi l l  the activity starts well in advance. The 
shipping season is  relatively short as we well know and 
so t here was some anx iety at that t i m e  a l ready. 
Subsequent to that, rumours started flying around that 
there would be no grain movement through the Port 
of Churchi l l  at al l .  

Subsequent to that,  we immediately tr ied to arrange 
a meeting with the federal M i nister of Transport, the 
H onourable Benoit Bouchard , as wel l  as the Min ister 
Responsible for the Wheat Board, Charlie Mayer. The 
meeting took place, as I indicated earlier as wel l ,  on 
Wednesday, just before the opening of the House. I felt 
I had a good audience and I thought I had raised al l  
the pertinent information that was required,  not that 
they d i d  not know it .  Certainly the Member for Dauph in  
(Mr. Plohman) knows some of the problems that are 
involved in trying to get a fair shake for the Port of 
Churchi l l .  

Coming back from my tr ip there I had hoped that 
m aybe somet h i n g  wou l d  start b e i n g  mot ivate d .  
Subsequent to that, our Premier got involved and had 
conversations with both the M i nister responsible for 
the Wheat Board, Charlie Mayer, as well as with the 
Prime Minister. That d ialogue is  sti l l  continuing at th is 
present time and,  hopeful ly, even though t ime is t icking 
away, we sti l l  can come up with some kind of a 
commitment at this stage of the game to indicate that 
grain wi l l  be moving through the Port of Churchi l l .  

Mr. Cowan: I just have to put  something on the record 
that I heard the Member for Arthur (Mr. Downey) say 
from his seat and that is that the flow of grain to the 
Port of Churchi l l  starts on the farm. If  there is no grain 
on the farm then there is no shipping through the Port 
of Churchi l l .  

That leads me to ask the M inister of Highways and 
Transportation (Mr. Albert Driedger) if he can confirm 
that there is i n  fact quite a bit of grain being moved 
from the normal Churchi l l  catchment area and that grain 
is  not being shipped through the Port of Churchi l l ,  but 
i t  is  being moved either to West Coast ports or to the 
Port of Thunder Bay. 

Mr. Albert Driedger: I do not have the specific numbers 
in terms of what is happening in the catchment area 
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for the Churchil l  shipping route, exactly how much grain 
would  possibly be there or how much is moving. I know 
there is grain movement taking place and it is not going 
through the Port of Churchi l l .  lt is going through the 
Lakehead , and I am very concerned about that. 

I had the occasion to talk with the chairman of the 
Wheat Board today and ind icated my concern to h im .  
The on ly  commitment, if you could call it that ,  that I 
could get was that they are sti l l  trying to get contracts 
and buyers to move through the Port of Church i l l .  

I n d ications are that the barley stock i n  the farms is  
relatively low at  this stage of  the game; however, it has 
only been the last two or three years where it was 
predominantly barley that was shipped through the Port 
of Church i l l .  Prior to that I th ink wheat was being 
shipped and I can only indicate that we are putting on 
al l  the pressure that we can in terms of trying to get 
some commitment made. 

I did not feel that terribly encouraged after speaking 
with the chairman of the Wheat Board . I certainly did 
not get a commitment and I am sti l l  hoping that 
somewhere along the l ine the powers to be are going 
to have an influence and maybe encourage or put 
stronger pressure on the Wheat Board to try and get 
m ovement of grain through the Port of Churchi l l .  

Mr. Cowan: When d iscussing this matter with my 
constituents in Churchi l l  and trying to address their 
concerns, I always tel l them that it is a fight every year 
to ensure that we have a successful shipping season 
out of the Port of Churchi l l .  Every year since I have 
been involved , and I am certain that those who were 
involved before me can confirm that for many years 
previous to that it has been a struggle, a fight to ensure 
that the Port of Churchi l l  received shipments at a l l ,  
and in  fact we never d id  reach our goal  that we thought 
was a fair goal of 3 percent of the export shipments 
moving through the port of Churchi l l  on an annual basis, 
but we came closer and closer year by year- not to 
say that there were not some years that we sl ipped 
back. I th ink the general trend in  the last couple of 
years was moving closer towards that goal . 

Every year it is a fight, but in this year it is a particularly 
hard fight. lt is a particularly hard fight because I believe 
there are some excuses out there that are being 
propagated by those who would wish not to see the 
Port of Churchi l l  uti l ized fully or to the extent possible. 
One is that there is no grain flowing. We heard the 
Member for Arthur (Mr. Downey) reference that .  

I get  qu ite concerned every t ime I stand up in  this 
House to speak on the Port of Churchi l l  and I hear the 
excuses that I hear so often from the Wheat Board and 
from the enemies of Churchi l l  being mouthed by the 
Member for Arthur. The fact is that there is grain in 
the catchment area. The fact is that grain is now being 
s h i p pe d ,  t h at the t ra ins  are mov ing  through  t h e  
catchment area, stopping in the catchment area, picking 
up grain and by-passing Churchi l l .  The fact is that grain 
could go to Church i l l .  The fact is-and the Mem ber 
for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) wil l  deal with the supply of 
barley-that barley is not the problem that some say 
it to be. Or it could be said that barley is not the problem 
that some would have us believe. 
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But even if barley were a problem, the fact is that 
up unt i l  the last couple of years, as the M i nister of 
Highways and Transportation (Mr. Albert Driedger) 
referenced, barley has not been the main commodity 
being shipped through the Port, but it was wheat , and 
it can be wheat again .  

lt is a choice of those who uti l ize the Port as to what 
wil l  be shipped through it ,  and if there is not enough 
barley, if that excuse were to hold true, then let us ship 
wheat through the Port of Churchi l l .  Let us ship whatever 
we can through the Port of Churchi l l  because the 
situation this year, un l ike those other years where it 
was just a hard fight, a hard struggle, the situation this 
year is  a crisis,  and it is  a crisis of proportions that we 
have not seen - 1  can note by experience for at least 
the last dozen years, and I would expect others to 
confirm that we have not seen that for the last number 
of generations. 

Never before have we been i n  a position where it 
was possible that the Port of Churchi l l  would not 
experience any grain shipments whatsoever. So it i s  a 
crisis of serious and unprecedented proportions. But 
the excuses that there is  no grain don't hold true. As 
well ,  and I have referenced this before when the Member 
for Arthur (Mr. Downey) said that the grain shipments 
are down because of the drought, as wel l ,  the Port of 
Churchill normally works off of last year's shipments. 

Last year was a record year for export, if I understand 
t h e  stat ist ics  correct ly. I l o o k  to t h e  M i n ister  of 
Agriculture (Mr. Findlay). I th ink he can confirm that 
with a nod of the head that last year was a record year. 
If last year was a record year, and Churchi l l  works off 
of last year, Churchi l l  is not working off of a d rought 
year. l t  wi l l  be working off of a drought year next year 
and I wi l l  come to that point a bit later, but Churchi l l  
is working off of a record year, and there should be 
grain available to be shipped .- ( Interjection)- Churchi l l  
is d i fferent i n  terms of-yes, it is, but the excuse that 
there is no grain just d oes not hold true. The grain 
could be shipped through the Port of Church i l l .  As a 
matter of fact, it was i nteresting, just d riving i n  this 
morning I heard a commentary about the Leader of 
the Government in Ontario, the Premier there was 
saying he was concerned about grain not being shipped 
through Thunder Bay to the extent that it had been in 
the past. 

Wel l ,  I can empathize with h im,  but at least grain is 
being shipped through the Port of Thunder Bay and 
no grain is  being shipped through the Port of Churchi l l .  
I f  we wait too much longer-and if you ask me, we 
have waited a week too long already. We could have 
had the matter dealt with by way of an emergency 
resolution previously. But if we wait too much longer, 
then we are not going to have a shipping season no 
matter how much we attempt to get commitments, no 
matter how much we plead , no matter how much we 
get d own on our knees and beg -and if that were 
necessary, I believe every Member in this Legislature 
would  do that to get grain through the Port of Churchi l l .  

* ( 1 640) 

No matter how much we cajole, there is not going 
to be the opportunity to move grain through the Port 
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of Churchi l l .  If we do not move grain through the Port 
of Churchi l l  this year, I can tell you we wi l l  have a much 
more d ifficult t ime, if not an impossible t ime. But I do 
not want to say that. l t  g ives solace to anyone who 
th inks that by not moving grain through the Port of 
Churchi l l  this year, we will not have a season next year, 
but it would be much more d ifficult, if not impossible, 
to get grain moving through the port next year. 

That is why we ask for an all-party delegation to go 
to Churchi l l .  In the past, the Government has been able 
to, a long  w i th  other  i n d i v i d u a l s  because of the  
circumstances, go and  put  the  pressure on the  federal 
Government and its agencies, on its own. 

lt is not l ike me to be non-polit ical , but I am going 
to be as non-political as I can in  this next statement. 

I do not intend this as a reflection on the Government 
at this time, that they have not been able to convince 
the federal Government and its agencies to ship grain 
through the Port of Churchi l l .  I will be much more harsh 
in  my criticism if we are standing up here two weeks 
from now and talking about the same thing.  I th ink 
now is the t ime for a partisan, non-polit ical approach 
to the Port of Churchi l l ,  and I want to do everything 
in  my power to ensure that this Legislature operates 
in that way. 

So my question to the Minister of H ighways and 
Transportation ( M r. Albert Driedger): G iven that he has 
tried his hardest , and I respect his efforts, given that 
h is Premier has said that he has tried , g iven that he 
stands here today and cannot give us any commitments, 
is  he prepared now to commit to sending an all-Party 
delegation to Ottawa to lobby the federal Government 
and to lobby its agencies on behalf of the Port of 
Church i l l  and include in  that al l-Party delegation, not 
only Members of each of the Parties of this House, but 
members of the general public and organizations who 
have always spoken out strongly on behalf of Churchi l l  
in  the past? 

There is the Hudson Bay Route Association, there 
is the Churchi l l  Chamber of Commerce, there is the 
railway unions, there is the port unions, there is the 
Chamber of Commerce in  Gil lam. As a matter of fact, 
I th ink he would  find every Chamber of Commerce in 
the province supporting the Port of Church i l l  because 
it has value to all of us; there are the municipalities 
and their representatives. 

Churchi l l  has a lot of friends. Churchi l l  needs every 
friend it can have right now. I th ink if we were able to 
lead that delegation forward , and we could put aside 
our partisanship just for the purpose of that delegation, 
because we are partisan beings, being in this Chamber 
in the way in which we are, but if we could put aside 
that part isansh i p  just  for the p u r p oses of t h at 
delegation, I th ink we could have a very powerful effect 
on Ottawa. I th ink we could  have a very powerful effect 
on those who would take some glee out of the fact 
that Churchi l l  is not getting its fair share this year- it 
does not appear to be getting its fair share. 

We can show them t hat when req u i re d ,  when 
necessary, Man itobans stand toget her shou lder  to 
shoulder in support of the Port of  Churchi l l  because 
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we recogn ize the value that i t  plays in our economy 
and we recognize the value that it plays in  the country 
as a whole. 

Is the Minister prepared to commit now to leading 
that all- Party delegation? If i t  means that those of us 
who attend ,  and I know there would be many who would 
want to attend from al l  the Parties in  this Chamber, 
have to take money out of our own pocket to attend ,  
we are prepared t o  do that. I f  i t  i s  a matter o f  money, 
we wil l  do that. If we have to help subsid ize some of 
the others who do not have the money to attend, we 
are prepared to do that as wel l ,  as I know every Member 
here would be prepared to chip in .  

Let us put  aside the partisanship.  Let us put  aside 
the excuses. Let us go ahead and commit now to a 
delegation that wi l l  go immediately to Ottawa to lobby 
on behalf of Church i l l ,  and speak in a strong united 
voice that perhaps has never been heard in such fashion 
i n  this Legislature before, but a strong united voice 
that is so dearly needed and requ i red when one of our 
communit ies and one of our most valuable assets is 
facing the crisis i t  is today. 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs): 
I am not going to take a long t ime. I know that the 
Member for Churchi l l  (Mr. Cowan) asked d irectly a 
question of the M inister of H ighways and Transportation 
(Mr. Albert Driedger). But I d o  want to make it very 
clear because he made some reference to me about 
arguments or comments that I was making. I do not 
think that the publ ic of Manitoba, and particularly the 
North or rural M anitoba that depend on Churchi l l  to 
some extent, No. 1 ,  as an insu rance factor and , No.  
2 ,  as a part of t h e  whole M an i t o b a  a g r i c u l t u ra l  
community. 1t i s  considered , as I have said many t imes, 
as important to the community of Churchi l l  and the 
elevator that unloads the grain onto the boats is equally 
as important as an elevator in a small community. That 
i s  really what a lot of the community is built around.  

The comment I make about gra in  I th ink,  and it has 
been talked about here in  this Legislature, that farm 
people, when the price is  going up and if  you have got 
a d rought i n  the field ,  even though you are working 
off last year's stocks that may have been identified, 
there is some reluctance to market those to the elevator 
system. For the Member for Church i l l  (Mr. Cowan), they 
may be there but -(Interjection)- he says, use wheat . 
There is sti l l  a reluctance to move wheat if you have 
not got i t  in your bin .  Farmers, thank God, have been 
trad itionally conservative people. They want to make 
sure that they have got some backup.  They have gone 
through tough t imes, and they do l i ke to have some 
reserves because you need those reserves for next 
year's seeding. You need those reserves to feed yourself. 

I th ink that is  the thing the Member for Churchi l l  has 
to appreciate. We are not talking in  a major partisan 
thing but I would appreciate if he tried to stop from 
saying that I, as a Member, am picking up the arguments 
of those people who are against Churchi l l .  My record 
is  very clear.- ( Interjection)- No, he again stepped into 
i t .  He has always got that habit of putting his foot in 
h is  mouth,  and he has done it again .  

Remember, i n  1 979, '77 to'8 1 ,  about '77-and he  
would appreciate th is ,  being a strong labour person 
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that he is-in 1 977, the workers of the Port of Church i l l  
decided to go on strike. What d id  we hear the Member 
for Churchi l l  say at that particular time? Not a word . 
Not one word , as far as the farm community sitting 
out there wanting to market the grain .  We did not hear 
one word from the Member for Churchi l l ,  and I want 
to make the record very clear. 

I was the M i nister of Agriculture who was extremely 
concerned about those farmers and the marketing of 
grain through Church i l l .  My colleague-and I give my 
col league from Lakeside (Mr. Enns) a lot of credit for 
some of the help that he gave me in the in it ial stages 
to tell me some of the th ings that he could see. We 
had a brief meeting on the Port of Churchi l l ,  he as the 
M i nister of Transportation and Highways. We met and, 
out of that meeting with that colleague of mine, I came 
forward and offered to the farm community, offered to 
the people of Manitoba the opportunity to send farmers 
to load grain at the Port of Churchi l l  on their own behalf. 

I tell you ,  there was tremendous reception from the 
farm community to load their own grain when the unions 
were strik ing to stop the loading of farmers' grain. I 
d id  not hear the Member for Churchi l l  ( M r. Cowan) 
standing up in defence of the Port of Church i l l  or 
supporting me. Do you know what one of the former 
Members of the New Democratic Party said at that 
particular t ime? I sti l l  laugh at it .  He said :  " Farmers 
would not know how to load grain ."  -( Interjection)- No,  
I d id  not say that. A Member of your Party said that. 
A Member of your Party said that a farmer would not 
know how to load grain. 

I want the record clear on my commitment, the 
Progressive Conservative Party's  commitment to the 
use of Church i l l .  When it came to a labour matter and 
his friends,  he would not get involved . He would not 
get involved to support the movement of farmers to 
move their g rain through the Port of Churchi l l  because 
it d id  not fit his phi losophical approach. 

I am not against him for saying this, and it is  an 
admirable position to put forward the argument he is 
on Churchi l l .  We are not arguing against it .  I can tell 
you , if some of the problems had not been developed 
by the former M in ister of Transportation, the Member 
for Dauphin ( M r. Plohman), we may have sti l l  had the 
support from Saskatchewan and Alberta when it came 
to the Port of Churchi l l  Development Board and the 
funding.  I do not know what soured the atmosphere 
but something d id .  Something soured the atmosphere. 
I am not criticizing h im.  All I am saying is: Why d id  
they stop fund ing? What d id he do to offend our  
colleagues in  western Canada that supported it? 

So I wi l l  conclude my comments with that, but I 
wanted the record clear for the Member for Churchi l l  
( M r. Cowan). I am absolutely and fu l ly  supportive of i t ,  
offered to send farmers, pay the ir  way, do everything 
we could during the strike. Now I am as prepared 
because I am sti l l  as much a believer in the farm 
community and I am still as much a believer in Churchi l l ,  
that I am going to continue to put the same strong 
support forward as I have done in  the past . Thank you , 
M r. Chairman. 

* ( 1 650) 
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Mr. Albert Driedger: My col league, the M in ister of 
Native and Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey), wanted to 
make some comments and he d id .  I think the record 
s hows over the per iod of t ime ,  regard less wh ich  
Government it was, that this was a non-political issue. 
I th ink everybody -(Interjection)- well at least in  this 
House, it i s  not a political issue. 

But I will tell you something,  I want to just correct 
the record a l itt le bit .  The Member for Churchi l l  (Mr. 
Cowan) indicated that, in the last years, they had been 
getting closer to the objective of what should be a fair 
shipment. I have the figures here where, in 1 977, 
807 ,000 tonnes  were s h i pped out  of the Port  of 
Churchi l l .  I n  1 984 and'85, we were down to 437,000 
and 359,000. So actually the problem that we have 
h a d ,  we h ave never had a defi n i te  fu l l  l o ng-term 
commitment by the Wheat Board or federal Government 
in  terms of shipping grain through the Port of Church i l l .  

When you consider the fact that less than 2 percent 
of the total exports, if it goes through Church i l l ,  would 
give us about 550,000 tonnes to 600,000 tonnes which 
then makes it a viable operat ion.  But it is less than 2 
percent right now, the total shipment. 

That basically amounts to one long weekend of 
shipping through the Thunder Bay process. Like one 
long weekend of shipping through Thunder Bay would  
be the equivalent of what is requ i red to put  through 
Churchil l  to keep it viable. 

I want to put it into the right perspective. There have 
been problems and, I will tel l  you something, I am sure 
that al l  Members of the House would want to look very 
closely in terms of trying get a more stable, long-term 
commitment from the federal Government in terms of 
getting the Port of Churchi l l ,  which the economics of 
i t  are very important to all Manitobans and I th ink it 
is very important. 

I believe to some degree that the federal Government, 
when I look at the record of what has happened and 
I h ave al l  the in it iatives that have taken place-and 
many of them, I have to say, were in itiated by the 
Member for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) who has always 
been a strong supporter of Churchi l l  and working hard 
for it .  He has done some commendable th ings on it. 
M aybe to some degree sometimes, the question was 
raised by the Minister for Northern Affai rs ( M r. Downey) 
in terms of why t h e  f u n d i n g  stopped from 
Saskatchewan. Maybe it is not  a fair quest ion.  

I wou l d  j u st l i k e  to  i n d icate t h at I t h i n k  the 
commitment is there when you consider the mi l l ions 
of d o l lars  t hat have been put in by the federa l  
G overnment into the Port of  Churchi l l ,  even now, to  
get  it u p  to that stage. In  fact, when I raised it with 
the federal M inister of Transport, I just got a telegram 
today from the federal M inister. l t  did not say the th ings 
that I wanted it to say, but what he indicated -and I 
would l ike to read the telegram that the federal M inister, 
Benoit Bouchard, sent me today. 

" I  am pleased to inform you that I authorized funding 
for Ports Canada to proceed with phase one of the 
Dust Control Project at the Port of Churchi l l  to a 
maximum of $750,000 in 1 988-89, and $2.544 mi l l ion 
i n  1 989-90 ."  
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Now I have to also indicate that this is part of a 
subagreement that was worked out before, and what 
he is doing is reinstating the fact that they are prepared 
to honour that commitment, which means that they are 
not deserting necessarily the Port of Churchi l l .  Because, 
if I felt that they were deserting the Port of Church i l l ,  
then I would  get much more vehement about i t .  

He also ind icates: " In  addition, I have also authorized 
funding for Ports Canada to proceed with the heat 
plant conversion at the elevator to a maximum of 
$567,000 in  1 988-89. "  

S o ,  with those k i n d  o f  commitments that have been 
made, that are authorized to be made now and have 
been made in  the past, I do not th ink that the intent 
of the federal Government is to desert the Port of 
Church i l l .  

But  the  Mem ber for Church i l l  ( M r. Cowan ) has 
indicated the many opponents and supposedly enemies 
of the Port of Churchill and there is a long, long l ist 
and a very, very strong lobby that they can come forward 
with and that has been part of the problem. I th ink 
that we have to develop our own lobby in  a strong way 
and  get ,  as I i n d icated before,  t h at l ong-term 
commitment for  Churchi l l  so that we can do proper 
planning.  I hope it is not taken the wrong way, but I 
would  th ink that if either Ontario or Quebec had a port 
of this nature that we probably would have a booming 
business through there. I feel that we are not being 
treated fairly in  terms of the many enemies of the Port 
of Church i l l  that we are dealing with. 

I just want to indicate that I bel ieve the federal 
Government at this stage of the game, based on the 
comm itment they have out l i ned ,  t h at t h e  federal  
M in isters outl ined, are not talk ing of  shutting it down. 
I think the cost of the upstart, to get it ready for shipping 
season, is close to $2 mi l l ion, just getting it going up 
to the point where it is ready to rol l .  All we need is a 
grain movement through there and I do not know what 
can be done to force-wel l ,  I do not th ink they can 
force- but how we can encourage the Wheat Board 
to try and motivate their sales, when they talking of 
export sales, and how we can get them to take and 
promote the Port of Churchi l l  in  terms of their sales. 

The question was raised in terms of a delegation 
going to Ottawa. I personally have reservations whether 
that would be the right thing to do and I will indicate 
why. I do not know what a group, whether it is 10 or 
1 2 ,  who wi l l  take off from this place and fly to Ottawa 
and try and arrange a meeting with the various-1 
suppose we would want to meet with the Minister of  
Transport- Highways and Transport; we would want 
to meet with Charlie Mayer, the Min ister responsible 
for the Wheat Board . We would  probably want to try 
and meet with the Prime Min ister. 

Ladies and gentlemen, Members, we have already 
done these things and we have tried and normally, when 
you have Parties of the same colour as we are federally 
and provincially at this stage of the game, we have put 
forth every effort that we can at this stage of the game 
and I cannot see the percentage of people going to 
all kinds of cost and trouble flying to Ottawa. 

I wou l d  much  r at h e r  suggest t h at we str ike a 
committee here in this House and then let us have 
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these people-let us arrange a meet ing- meet here 
in Winn ipeg. Why are we going to go to Ottawa? We 
h ave the  C h a i r m a n  of t h e  W heat Board  r i g h t  i n  
Winnipeg. The Vice-Chairman of the C N R  i s  right in  
Winn ipeg. We can arrange the meeting here; we do not 
h ave to go to all k inds of expense and fly down to 
Ottawa with a group. I am suggesting that let us work 
i n  conjunction with each other. We are putt ing on 
everything we can. I feel it would be an effort i n  futi l ity 
to try and fly d own to Ottawa w i th  an a l l - Party 
committee going out  there. I th ink it would be a waste 
of time. I think there is  a better way that we can handle 
that.  

The Member for Churchi l l  ( M r. Cowan) has ind icated 
that with in  two weeks we have to have a commitment. 
I hope that we have a commitment sooner than that, 
and I am just saying by d ebating it now, we are 
highl ighting the fact and the concern that we have. I 
d o  not think that we can put on any more pressure at 
the present time by going down to Ottawa than we are 
doing at the present t ime. I would just l ike to indicate 
that every effort is  being made. A lot of effort is  being 
made on behalf of the Premier ( M r. Fi lmon), myself, 
and my Cabinet colleagues in  terms of trying to impress 
on the federal Government, on the Wheat Board, on 
CNR,  on the grain companies and everybody the 
importance of gett ing grain moving through the Port 
of Churchi l l .  

I have the same concern that if we do not get grain 
through there it  is  going to be harder to take and get 
i t  started again .  In  spite of the commitment of the 
mi l l ions of dol lars that are going to be spent by the 
federal Government, I think that we, once and for al l ,  
have to get a sort of commitment, as best we can, 
even if it is a percentage of the total exports that we 
are going to be shipping so that we can have a 
commitment over a period of t ime and that we know 
where we stand .  

Mr. Cowan: I am going to be very brief because the 
Member for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) wants to make a 
few comments on the agreement and what is being 
done this year. 

I just want to say a· couple of th ings in response to 
the Min ister. He said that Churchi l l  has a long, long 
l ist of enemies. That is  what we have been saying al l  
along. He said that they are a very powerful lobby group 
and, indeed, they are a very powerful lobby group. And 
why are they a powerful lobby group? Because they 
are a long, long l ist of some very important and 
i nfluential groups. What we are suggest ing-and he 
agreed with our strategy and then disagreed with the 
tactic. He said what we need to d o  is develop our own 
lobby. 

What our resolution called for and what we are going 
to be talking about, hopeful ly later today, is our own 
lobby and a long, long l ist of influential people, people 
who represent every political Party of significance in 
this province, at least numerical sign ificance in  this 
H ouse; a lobby of individuals who represent hundreds 
of thousands of Manitobans outside of this House 
through d ifferent organizations such as the municipality 
organizations, such as the Chambers of Commerce, 
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such as the unions, such as the residents of the 
community of Churchi l l  and the community of G i l lam 
and along the bayl ine. 

We have an opportunity today to put together that 
lobby to counter that very powerful lobby which the 
M in ister indicates exists. I f  we lose that opportunity, I 
am fearful we are going to lose the Port of Churchi l l  
in  the meantime. 

What do we have to lose by going to Ottawa to lobby? 
We have nothing to lose because the lobby efforts to 
date have been unsuccessful .  So please let us put aside 
the partisanship.  Let us work together. Let us bui ld the 
best resolution of this problem that we can , and let us 
go to Ottawa on behalf of Churchi l l  to ensure that they 
hear very strongly what al l  Manitobans have to say on 
this very important issue. 

* ( 1 700) 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin):  M r. Chairman, I d o  not 
want to take long -we only have a couple of minutes
but I would l ike to just comment on the statement made 
by the Minister of H ighways and Transportation (Mr. 
Albert Driedger) that he has been notified that the dust 
control equipment work was going to be going ahead. 

I want to remind the M inister that he should not take 
too great solace in that fact, that this ind icates some 
k ind of great comm itment by the federal Government. 
He should be reminded that this is the fifth year of a 
five-year agreement which called specifically for those 
investments to be made. I f  they d id  not honour that 
agreement,  they are v io lat ing a provinc ia l  federal  
agreement which they are legally bound to do,  to 
honour. 

I do not look at that as a new breath of fresh air, 
and I th ink we should not overplay that. I just ask the 
M i n ister to consider that is not a new development. lt 
is gratifying to hear that they are going to spend the 
money, but let us clearly remember that they have a 
commitment by agreement which they have to honour 
and that goes unti l  Apri l  of 1 989. That is one of the 
reasons why, of course, we are so very concerned that 
they are violating the spirit of that agreement with no 
shipping season this year up to this point. 

One question, I would ask the Minister if he could 
check with his staff to confirm that the Wheat Board 's 
own statistics, and they m ay have access to this, show 
that there is a greater amount of barley in the granaries 
out there now than there is in a normal year precisely 
because the price of barley was so low last year, $ 1  
a bushel, that farmers d id  not want t o  give it  away. A 
report that I have seen indicates that is the case. If 
that is the case, clearly there are no grounds for the 
arguments to be made that there is not sufficient grain 
to go to Churchi l l  from the Churchi l l  catchment area. 

I think the other point is, as made by the Member 
for Church i l l  (Mr. Cowan), that clearly other grain can 
be shipped through the port if, in fact, it was accurate. 
I understand it is not the fact and I would  ask the 
M in ister, if he cannot give us the answer today, to 
provide us with that information. 

Mr. Albert Driedger: M r. Chairman, I do not have the 
figures as to the amount of grain that is avai lable. I 
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get confl ict ing i nformation where some ind icate that 
there is a very small percentage of barley left in the 
bins in  the catchment area and others ind icate, as the 
Member for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) has, that there is  
a great amount of grain left there. I w i l l  try and establish 
some of these, and see whether we can have some 
figures that wi l l  indicate exactly what kind of grain is 
there. 

The other thing I just want to mention before I sit 
down is  the fact that there have to be sales made. 
There is no sense moving grain to Churchil l  if we do 
not have any sales, and that is where the Wheat Board 
has a responsib i l ity in  terms of sel l ing and promoting 
the use of Church i l l .  That is what is not happening 
because there is grain movement going now- I agree
out of that area through the Lakehead thing and that 
is where the problem stems from.  We have to have 
sales so that the people wil l  pick up the grain in  
Churchi l l ,  and that is  what we have been trying to 
encourage them to do.  

Mr. Chairman: lt is t ime for  Private Members' Hour. 
Call in the Speaker. 

IN SESSION 

The Chairman reported upon the Committee's 
deliberations to Mr. Speaker and requested leave 
to sit again .  

Mr. Mark Minenko (Seven Oaks): I move, seconded 
by the H o n o u r a b l e  M e m ber for  M i n nedosa ( M r. 
G i l leshammer), that the report of the committee be 
received. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

PRIVAT E M EM BERS' BUSINESS 

Mr. Speaker: The hour being five o 'clock, Private 
Members' Business, second reading on Bi l l  No. 2, the 
Honourable Member for Elmwood (Mr. Maloway). 

SECOND READING 

BILL NO. 2 - T H E  BUSINESS NAMES 
R EGISTRATION AM ENDMENT ACT 

Mr. Jim Maloway (Eimwood) presented Bi l l  No.  2, The 
Business Names Registration Amendment Act; Loi 
mod i f iant  la Loi sur l ' e n re g i strement  d es n o m s  
commerciaux, for second reading.  

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Maloway: M r. Speaker, I wanted to take a few 
minutes just to explain once again to Members of the 
H ouse as to why I feel this B i l l  is necessary and its 
cousin ,  Bil l No.  3 ,  which wi l l  come u p  later. The Bi l l  
comes about  because of B r i ck F ine F u r n i t u r e ,  a 
Winnipeg company of long standing.  M r. Brick and h is  
wife are obviously vict ims of a system. We feel that the 
system needs some i mprovement, and I feel it is  our 
duty to do whatever we can to assist in  this regard . 
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M r. Brick has been a small businessperson for 1 9  
years, start ing back in  1 969. A s  I had indicated , o n  h is 
birthday, September 1 1 ,  1 987 when he was 52 years 
old,  he received a letter from Brick Warehouse of 
Calgary ordering him to quit using his name. Brick 
Warehouse of Calgary started a federal action in Alberta. 
Mr. Brick was forced to defend the act ion there, and 
he has spent something l ike $65,000 to d ate. There is 
no end i n  s ight to his problem. 

Brick Warehouse of Alberta, on the other hand,  have 
been using their name since 1 976 and they are sti l l ,  
as  most of  you now know, not  properly registered i n  
the Province o f  Manitoba. They are o f  course, a s  you 
also know, violating a section of The Business Names 
Registration Act for some 81 days. In fact , they have 
now opened a sec o n d  store in Bran d o n ,  in t h e  
constituency o f  t h e  Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae), 
starting today. 

They h ave a lso i n u n d ated t h e  p rov ince w i t h  
advertising. Everytime I turn on t h e  t . v .  there is  a Brick 
Warehouse ad . I think their strategy seems to be that 
if they can operate for a certain period that they wi l l  
gain some sort of local acceptance and that i t  wi l l  be 
much more d ifficult to d islodge them. I n  fact, they are 
using teams of lawyers, I believe up to seven lawyers 
at a t ime to prolong proceedings. In fact, no court date 
has been set i n  the federal courts right now because 
of this legal finagl ing that the Brick Warehouse is u p  
to. 

Today some Members were suggesting that we were 
d iscouraging business from operating in M anitoba. We 
made it very clear all the way through that we are not 
discourag ing Brick Warehouse at al l from operating.  
We welcome them in  Manitoba. We welcome them to 
open as many stores as they want.  But we wish that 
they would use another name. They, in fact, own and 
operate 30 stores in Cal ifornia. Those stores are called 
Furn ishings 2000. How d ifficult wou ld  it be for them 
to s imply operate in M an itoba,  o ne-m i l l i on-person 
market, using the name Furnishings 2000? Why are 
they insistent that from sea to sea in  Canada, they have 
to be called Brick Warehouse? I am certainly going to 
make a few comments regarding developments in  the 
last 24 hours i n  a few minutes. 

I wanted to also read a couple of letters in  support 
that people have sent to the Brick's. In fact, Sterl ing 
Real Estate Investment Services of Winn ipeg wrote a 
letter, and I just want to read part of the letter to you . 
The letter is in respect to the current local controversy 
where an Al berta company, Brick Furniture Warehouse, 
is moving into Winn ipeg and taking the name of a local 
company, Brick's Fine Furniture, which has had an 
excellent reputation for 18 years. This is written by a 
Mr. Wil l iam Steele who is, I believe, the owner of Sterling 
Real Estate Investments. He is extremely upset because 
the same th ing happened to h im eight years ago. lt 
was also an Alberta company. He claims, to add insult 
to injury, h is  company had to take their telephone cal ls  
for  18 months to two years. 

Now these letters- how did the Brick family get these 
letters you m i g h t  ask? Because when the  federal 
Min ister was approached about this,  he told them that 
this is a one-in-a-mi l l ion happening.  This could not 
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happen to anyone else. The Chamber of Commerce 
got involved . The Chamber of Commerce sent out 
letters during the election. The letters asked tor people 
to sign the petitions and, as a result of all of those 
letters, people l ike M r. Steele from Sterl ing Real Estate 
I n vestment  Services wrote back desc r i b i n g  t h e  
problems that they were having or they h a d  h a d  in  the 
past. This letter is certainly available here for anyone 
in the Chamber who would like a copy of i t .  

* ( 1 7 10)  

Another company that wrote a letter to the Brick 
was Imperial Roadways Ltd. ,  who were faced with an 
action which was, I believe, settled last year, but for 
two or three years they had this hanging over their 
head, where Roadways of California tried to step in  to 
Canada and tell them that they should not be using 
their name. 

The president of the company, Marvin Krevesky, 
writes a letter in which he says, "Many months ago ,  
Imperial Roadways was presented with a writ from the 
Ontario Court pertain ing to our name and its use. 
Roadways Express I nc o r p o rated took  except i o n  
c l a i m i n g  that our  u t i l izat ion of o u r  name w a s  an 
infringement of  their  name. The cost of defending our 
name was in  the neighbourhood of $80,000.00. What 
small business in Manitoba can afford to put out that 
kind of money defending basically frivolous action on 
the part of intruding companies, whether they be from 
the United States or whether they be from other parts 
of Canada?" 

Another letter-and I am certainly not going to read 
al l  the letters I have got, I have got a half a d ozen
but one of the more interest ing ones is Advance TV. 
Advance TV you are al l  fami l iar. The letter that they 
wrote indicates that Advance Electronics is a Manitoba
based electron ics firm, staff of 1 20 people, in operation 
in the Cities of Winnipeg, Regina and Saskatoon since 
1 953. Yet in  February of 1 985,  Stereo Voice of Canada 
L imited , a Toronto-based e lectronics f i rm,  f i led in 
Ottawa for the registration of the name "Advance" as 
a federal trademark. After three years of legal haggl ing 
and several thousands of dol lars in  legal expenses, and 
he enclosed a copy of his latest bi l l ,  the issue remains 
u n resolved .  Needless to say, should Stereo Voice 
succeed, it would immediately proceed with plans to 
market electronic goods in  our respective markets using 
the name "Advance." 

Such a development would have a devastating effect 
on our abil ity to carry on, as it would force our company 
to compete against our own name." He goes on to say 
"that Brick's Fine Furniture, in business since '68, f inds 
itself in  a perilous situation and its future is in  serious 
jeopardy, and that dozens of Manitoba firms are rallying 
around M r. Brick's efforts to stave off the demise of 
his company. 

So, once again,  the federal M inister was proven 
wrong, there were many, many other examples. S ince 
these Bills have been made publ ic,  I have had no fewer 
than three law firms, two from Toronto, I believe, and 
one from Ottawa and one or two local firms as wel l ,  
contact me because they, too,  have ongoing cases 
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i nvolving situations l ike this. I would  l ike to know are 
we to recommend , is the M i nister to recommend to all 
the businesses in  Manitoba that they protect themselves 
by incurring legal costs now and go out and get federal 
trademarks? Is that what we are going to turn this 
situation i nto? 

M r. Speaker, it is  very clear to me that local t rade 
is a provincial matter. lt has been since the beginn ing 
of Confederation. I do  not know where the Leader of 
the Opposition ( M rs. Carstairs) got her constitutional 
advice, but the legal counsel who d rafted the B i l l  for 
me certainly d id  not d raft it without knowing that local 
trade was a provincial matter. I think that as provincial 
pol iticians, and we are right, but even if  there was a 
l itt le grey, I th ink as provincial politicians we should 
take the side of provincial r ights in  these matters and 
certainly not abrogate the responsibi l ity to regu late local 
trade. Since when are we going to say on a voluntary 
basis that local trade is now the purview of the federal 
Government. I do not th ink any of you, not one single 
M LA i n  here, would agree with that. 

I am certain when the Leader of the Opposition wi l l  
be speaking on this B i l l  and wi l l  certainly explain to us 
where this legal opinion comes from. I am not suggesting 
there could not be such an opinion; I am sure there 
may be. But our legal opinions say that we are certain ly 
constitutionally correct in trying to tighten up,  and that 
is al l  we are doing. We are not throwing out the Act 
as it exists right n ow; al l  we are doing is recommend ing 
changes in a couple of very important areas. 

Just before I conclude, M r. Speaker, on this particular 
Act, I did want to mention that, i n  the areas that we 
are looking at, we are looking at giving a judge under 
the Act to order cease and desist orders. Now there 
is nothing wrong with that. Under the current Act, the 
judge does not really have any real power. This particular 
clause, I th ink ,  will be supported widely because it wi l l  
give the judge the power to issue cease and desist 
orders, and at least make the Act something worth 
respecting.  

There is another part of  the Act that I should mention 
to you that has not had much d iscussion and that is 
the retroact iv ity c lause.  I d i d  some research a n d  
col lected a copy o f  a n  Act passed b y  t h e  Ontario 
Government, which was a retroactive Act passed with 
the consent of all th ree Parties, i n  the matter of a day, 
to deal with the apartment flips of Mr. Rosenberg some 
years ago, so if anyone here is somewhat reluctant to 
deal with the issue of retroactivity, I have tor you a 
copy of the Act that was passed at that t ime, and I 
wil l  certainly be happy to provide you with those copies. 

Finally, The Business Names Registration Amendment 
Act, the th i rd most important-there are many, but the 
third most i mportant one I think deals with the question 
of making certain that registration occur before a 
business opens its doors. Currently you have a situation 
where a business can operate for 30 days before they 
have to go in and register. That is why Brick Warehouse 
was able to open on April 14, I believe, and not start 
being in  contravention of the Act until M ay 14. The 8 1  
days i s  just being counted from May 1 4. S o  that i s  
another section that wi l l  b e  tightened up.  

I would l ike to commend the Act to you all and 
encourage speedy passage, and I would hope that we 
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could get the support of all Members in the House in  
that regard.  Thank you. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): I rise to ind icate to 
th is House that I have a confl ict of interest with respect 
to both this B i l l ,  being Bi l l  No. 2, and Bi l l  No. 3 being 
proposed by the Honourable Member for Elmwood. I 
wi l l  accordingly be exiting myself from the House 
pending debate and voting on both of those Bi l ls .  

Mr. James McCrae (Attorney-General): M r. Speaker, 
I m ove, seconded by the Honourable M i nister of Health 
( M r. Orchard), that the debate be adjourned on Bill No.  
2 .  

MOTION presented and carried. 

* ( 1 720) 

BILL NO. 3 - T HE CORPORATIONS 
A MENDMENT ACT 

Mr. Jim Maloway (Eimwood): presented Bi l l  No.  3 ,  
The Corporations Amendment Act; Lo i  modifiant la Loi 
sure les corporations, for second reading.  

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Maloway: This, as you may have guessed, is a 
companion piece of legislation to help deal with the 
problem. I did want to deal with a couple of points that 
occurred just in the last 24 hours when Brick Warehouse 
of A lberta, their PR person came to town and insisted , 
phoned the local media outlets and suggested that 
i nterviews might be in order. When one local radio 
station, CKRC, suggested to h im that perhaps I might  
be included i n  the debate he managed to not appear 
on that one. As a matter of fact, we are wait ing to see 
whether he wi l l  be showing up on tonight's show. When 
he has had the opportunity to be i nterviewed alone, 
he has certainly done it. 

Anyway, there are a couple of i nconsistencies here 
that have been reported i n  the paper. Today in  the 
Winn ipeg Sun the Brick Warehouse manager, M r. M ike 
Bel l ,  says that, "We d idn ' t  have any knowledge of Fred 
Brick or his operation and he may not have had any 
knowledge of us." He has made that statement both 
i n  the paper and i n  the TV coverage last evening on 
a couple of stations. 

I have here, and I wi l l  table a copy of it ,  in  the Federal 
Court of Canada Trial Division ,  this is an affidavit. lt is 
a cross-examination of Mr. Wil l iam H. Comrie who is 
the owner, not the local mouthpiece who has been sent 
here to deal with the press, but the president and, I 
bel ieve, the owner of this company, i n  federal Court, 
i n  a case of an affidavit-and I am going to table that, 
and the affidavit says: "Was this the fi rst time that 
you had heard of M r. and M rs .  Fred Brick?" He said :  
" No ."  The question was: "When had you previously 
heard of them?" The answer: "lt was-the exact date 
was-late August of 1 979." Nineteen seventy-nine. That 
is what? That is nine years ago ,  an affidavit in federal 
Court. Yet,  in  the press we have the manager saying 
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that they d id  not know anything about Fred Brick unt i l  
they got here. The next question was: "How do you 
fix that date?" The answer from M r. Comrie was: "We 
were trying to register in  the Provinces of Ontario ,  
Saskatchewa n ,  Man itoba and Br i t ish  C o l u m b i a . "  
Question:  "Yes. Trying to register what? Register your 
name?" Answer: " Right ."  

M r. Speaker:  O r der, p lease.  The H o n o u ra b l e  
Government House Leader. 

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General): I am nervous 
about the comments that the Honourable Member is 
making, in the sense that - 1  wonder i f  I could ask h is 
clarification as to exactly which Cause of Action it is 
from an affidavit related to which he is  reading.  I f  the 
aff idavit is related to the present Cause of Action,  I 
wou l d  h ave some concerns about the s u b  j u d ice 
convention. lt may be that I am off the track, and if  
the Honourable Member could clarify that for me, I 
would appreciate it .  

Mr. Maloway: I had promised to table it, and I th ink 
I have made the point  and -( Interjection)- The date on 
th is  is March 10 ,  1 988 and the-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Government House 
Leader. 

Mr. McCrae: The tabl ing of the document is not what 
is at issue. I f  the Honourable Member is d iscussing the 
present Cause of Action before the federal Court of 
Canada, I would caution him or ask Your  Honour to 
caut ion  h i m  about  that  because the  s u b  j u d ice 
convention is part of our system here for very good 
reason. 

I warned the Honourable Member about this matter 
during the Question Period this afternoon. I would hate 
to see anything prejudiced with regard to a case that 
is before the courts. I would also hate to see a possible 
resolution of this matter prejudiced by the Honourable 
Member's participation i n  this debate this afternoon.  

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): Mr. Speaker, on 
the point of order, perhaps you could check the Rules. 
My u nderstanding is that this matter the Honourable 
Attorney-General refers to, on a matter being discussed 
in the House while before the Courts, relates essential ly 
to criminal cases, not to civil cases. 

An Honourable Member: No, no.  

Mr. Leonard Evans: I stand to be corrected,  but my 
u n d erstan d i n g  i s  - ( i nterject i o n )- that you can  -
( I nterjection)- Wel l ,  maybe the Speaker should check 
this i n  the Rules, but my understanding is that you can 
d iscuss it provid ing it is not a cr iminal case. 

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Speaker, I am not sure I can g ive 
you the Citat ion on that. Yes, maybe I can . I th ink we 
are talking about Citation 338 and the sub-paragraph 
(3) refers to the application of the sub judice convention.  

I d id  not rise when the Honourable Member was 
i ntroducing his Bill because I believe that sub-paragraph 
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says that the sub judice convention does not apply to 
Bi l ls. But it d oes apply according to sub-rule (3) to 
references in debates. That is where I think the Member 
is  treading a l ittle closely here. I really wonder if he is 
doing any of the parties i n  this present situation any 
favours by discussing,  if he is indeed d iscussing the 
present Cause of Action i n  Ottawa, in this place. I believe 
that Your Honour should seriously consider this matter. 
I have tried as best I could earlier today to caution the 
H onourable Member about certain references in this 
particular matter, and that is  the danger we have, but 
I d id  not want to stop the H onourable Member from 
bringing forward his Bi l l .  

I believe all Honourable Members in  th is  House would 
like to see a successful resolution of this problem so 
that Brick's Fine Furniture can carry on the business 
it has carried on for so long in this city and in this 
province. I really d o  not l ike to interfere with an 
H onourable Member's right to speak and I should not 
d o  that,  but I d o  raise the question of the sub jud ice 
convention because I th ink i t  is there for a very good 
reason .  

Mr. Speaker: I would l i k e  t o  thank a l l  Honourable 
Members. Beauchesne, Citation 337(2): "In civi l cases 
the convention does not apply unti l  the matter has 
reached the trial stage. " I am unaware at this t ime at 
what stage we are in ,  but I would caution all Honourable 
Members with the sub jud ice. 

Mr. McCrae: I suppose we then get into a d iscussion,  
Sir, about what constitutes the tr ia l  stage and is an 
affidavit, which is part of the court record , the trial 
stage, that kind of discussion. I am just advising caution. 
I am not trying to stop the H onourable Member, I am 
just trying to caution h im.  That is all, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker: I would l ike to thank the Government 
H ouse Leader, and I would hope that the Honourable 
Member for Elmwood (Mr. M aloway) would take care 
in choosing his words. 

Mr. Maloway: The case has not been set down for trial 
yet, as far as I am aware, in federal court . 

Nevertheless, I was merely pointing out and wishing 
to correct the publ ic record,  the article i n  The Sun 
where Mike Bel l  of Br ick Warehouse f l ies into town and 
makes statements that he h ad no knowledge of Fred 
Brick. His boss, in federal court documents, an affidavit, 
says something totally different, that he was aware of 
i t  nine years ago. So I th ink the documents speak for 
themselves. 

I wanted to go on though and make further comments. 
Also in  the interviews, Mr. Bell of Brick Warehouse 
claims that there is no confusion. M r. Brick of Brick's 
Fine Furniture of course has a well-documented fi le of 
phone calls that he logs on a daily basis that he takes 
from consumers to ind icate that there is a lot of 
confusion. I have here copies of just two examples of 
invoices that have been mailed to the wrong place and 
things l ike that.  There is confusion among the suppliers. 
The people who are sending these businesses bi l ls ,  
people who are supplying them with furniture are driving 
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up with trucks of furniture to the wrong business. If 
that is not confusion ,  I do not know what is. 

* ( 1 730) 

I did want to conclude with just a couple of comments. 
I received some very positive comments from some 
Members of the House and I did want to remind 
Members that, dur ing  the election, the  Premier made 
some very favourable comments at the Chamber of 
Commerce breakfast, which I am told was wel l  attended , 
a packed house. He said he would do all that he could 
to help Brick's Fine Furniture. The Mem ber for River 
Heights, the Leader of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs), 
was in  a s imi lar position at the Chamber of Commerce 
Breakfast and is on record as being supportive of the 
local Brick 's  Fine Furniture. I applaud both of t hese 
Members for their publ ic declarations in the past , and 
would  hope that their support is given to these Bi l ls 
to achieve a speedy passage. 

I have also noted that the Member for Lac du Bonnet 
(Mr. Praznik)  has one or two, what I th ink,  are probably 
appropriate and very good amendments in  mind.  If we 
can pass this Bill onto committee, at the committee 
stage, the Member for Lac du Bonnet will be able to 
make good on those amendments that he proposed. 
The Mem ber for Springfield (Mr. Roch),  who has had 
business dealings with Mr. Brick over the years, I bel ieve 
wishes to speak on the Bi l l ,  as do a number of other 
Mem bers from our side of the House and perhaps from 
the Opposition as wel l .  

I j ust wanted to check my t ime,  Mr. Speaker. Do I 
have a lot of t ime left , because I have a lot of th ings 
to say? 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member has a couple 
of minutes left . 

Mr. Maloway: Thank you , Mr. Speaker. 

The Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae), I believe his 
intentions are honourable. I have spoken to h im many, 
many t imes on this matter. I sometimes feel that he is 
a victim of the bureaucracy in his department. I have 
run i nto h im on occasion . Being a non-lawyer, I was 
very hopefu l that he was going to be supportive of 
things l ike legal counsel at Land Titles, but then he 
talks to his department. I th ink they get h im in the back 
room and they work on h im and they turn h im- I th ink 
I br ing h im a long a l ittle bit and then,  a l l  of a sudden, 
I lose him. He is gone. 

Once again ,  I would l ike to simply conclude by urging 
speedy passage of this Legislation, and I would h ope 
that Mem bers from all sides of the House would vote 
to get the legislation into second read ing where they 
can make whatever amendments they l ike. Thank you . 

Mr. McCrae: I move, seconded by the Honourable 
Min ister of Mun icipal Affairs (Mr. Cummings), that the 
debate be adjourned . 

MOTION presented and carried. 

Mr. Herold Driedger (Niakwa): I ask leave of the House 
to bring Resolution No.  13 on the Order Paper to the 
top of the l ist, so we can d iscuss it at this moment. 

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member have 
leave? (Agreed) 
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RES. NO. 13 - PORT OF 
CHURCHILL GRAIN SHIPPING 

Mr. Herold Driedger (Niakwa): I move, seconded by 
the Member for Wolseley (Mr. Taylor), that 

W H EREAS the Government of Canada has fai led to 
consider the needs of the citizens of our North by fai l ing 
to take action to prevent delays in  the shipment of 
grain to the Port of Churchi l l ;  

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Legislative 
Assembly of Manitoba establish an al l  Party delegation 
which will go to Ottawa to put the urgent needs of 
northern Manitoba before the Government of Canada; 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the delegation 
be comprised of three Members of the Progressive 
Conservative Party, two Members of the Liberal Party, 
o n e  M e m ber  of t h e  New Democrat ic  Party, a n d  
Members to be chosen b y  their respective caucuses. 

So reads the resolution. In speaking to this resolution, 
I would  l ike to keep my remarks fairly short because 
I would  like speedy resolution of the matter. In order 
to d o  so, I think it would  be better served if I address 
the " be it  resolved" a l ittle bit because, in that section,  
it  would be better served if we had said that,  by stat ing 
that the Government of Canada has failed . . . . 

M r. S peaker: O r der, p lease. The  H o n ou rab le  
Government H ouse Leader. 

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, I apologize to the Honourable Member 
for interrupting,  but in order for his resolution properly 
to be before the House, I believe you, S i r, need to put 
i t  to  the H ouse. 

Mr. Speaker: I would  like to thank the Honourable 
Government House Leader. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Herold Driedger: We wil l  quickly learn.  

As I was saying earlier, the resolution woul d  be better 
served by stat ing that the Government of Canada has 
failed to engage with the Government of Manitoba in 
developing a detailed long-term economic development 
strategy for C h u rc h i l l  and Man i toba 's  North  and 
therefore, because of th is  fai lure, is allowing a vital, 
nat ional resource to decay because of neglect. 

The problems at Churchi l l  are of a long-stand i ng 
nature,  and we have heard the Member for Churchi l l  
(Mr. Cowan) earl ier speak at  great length and  very 
eloquently about some of these problems, and I wi l l  
summarize them very briefly. That there are movements 
and of people even at the Wheat Board in government 
in Ottawa, past and present, who favour a transportation 
system that focusses on the Great Lakes rather than 
on some other areas of Canada. To this end ,  they parade 
forth figures justifying  their positions. To them, the rai l  
l i ne to Churchi l l  is a branch l i ne that they would l i ke 
to see abandoned, and if it were not for the Government 
of Canada's stated commitment to shipping some grain 
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from the Port of Church i l l ,  these opponents to the bay 
l ine could probably engineer its abandonment forthwith . 

Now, a government committing to a certain act ion 
does not necessarily mean that this commitment is a 
decision favoured by al l .  So how do you subvert a 
commitment? You ship grain that proves to be probably 
outside of the catchment area so that it actually costs 
a l ittle bit more. 

For instance, just recently we heard talk about the 
fact that barley was shipped to Church i l l .  The barley 
comes from Peace River country, which is in  Alberta, 
not from the rail rate advantage area, which is  actually 
most in Manitoba and most of Saskatchewan. So 
basically to try and get a solution for Churchi l l  which 
wi l l  overcome some of these arguments particularly 
with respect to the interest of the lobby group who 
requ i re political wi l l .  This pol itical will is going to have 
to be quite substantial because these arguments are 
very weighty indeed . 

The Globe and Mai l  of August 3 reports that the 
Premier of Ontario is arguing with the Prime Minister 
of this country to have the seaway transportat ion 
authorities, Thunder Bay and points east, yet guarantees 
that the western grain wi l l  be shipped through their 
ports and through their system, rather than to the west. 
This is exactly actually what the Churchi l l  g roup wou ld  
l i ke  to have. They would l i ke  to have a simi lar k ind  of 
g uarantee. 

We had in the previous administrat ion cooperation 
with the federal Government to provide a detailed study 
for the Port of Churchi l l  which would look at extend ing 
the shipping season ,  look at  back hau l  prospects and 
look at  resupply. These studies, if you take a look at 
them, actually can if i nterpreted positively, would favour 
the extension of the shipping season, at the very least . 
In fact, if we extend the season to the min imum 
recommended which was 1 7  weeks and had the Port 
of Church i l l  tranship the amount of grain it actually 
could handle and, if we take in  roun d  numbers the 
f i g u re 7 5 , 000 t o n nes ,  C h u rch i l l  c o u l d  act u a l l y  -
( Interjection)- 60,000? -( Interjection)- 750,000 tonnes, 
a maximum of 82, I believe, but we could hit  a figu re 
of 1 ,275,000 tonnes per year with a 1 7-week shipping 
season. 

Now that number by itself is  not a g reat deal , but 
if we add to that the fact the market reality i ndicates 
that grains right now are being shipped to Pacific r im 
countries, the  Atlantic markets are going to decline and 
probably  cou ld  q u i te conceivably be sat isfied by 
Church i l l ,  if Churchi l l  was supported by al l people in 
this country. That is precisely what I would l ike to urge 
in  whatever way we can do.  Churchi l l  needs year-round 
activity, one that can be suppl ied with its bulk material 
by sea. Church i l l  has land and air l i nks. Addressing 
the needs of Churchi l l  will address the needs of northern 
Manitoba as wel l .  

Now the problems that face Church i l l ,  the p roblems 
that face northern Manitoba requ i re more than the few 
crumbs of charity involved by some g rain shipments 
that we d o  get. What this province needs to do is to 
make a d eterm i ne d  effort to l o b by the federa l  
Government to develop our North; then Churchi l l  w i l l  
be used and wi l l  probably be suppl ied with as wel l .  
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There is money out there. All we have to do is take 
a look at the money that went into the new development 
n ow with H ibernia. But when we talk about support ing 
money for Churchi l l  or development money for Churchi l l ,  
we are now actually competing with other lobby groups. 
This is the area that we have to address. We must not 
let this decl ine happen . We have to essential ly i n  one 
way or another convince Ottawa that our resolve is 
united and that is why we should endorse this resolution 
to develop this united effort to convince the people, 
the Wheat Board and Ottawa that they should not let 
this resource fai l due to their present neglect. 

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of Highways and 
Transportation): M r. Speaker, I wi l l  try and make my 
remarks relatively brief. The i mportance of the resolution 
that we have before us I th ink is indicated by the fact 
that we have changed H ouse Rules and allowed a 
resolution to come forward from the 1 3th place to the 
top. The fact that al l  Parties have agreed I th ink shows 
the concern that all Members of this House have 
regarding the resolution. 

In order for this resolution -and I do not happen to 
agree the way the resolution is set up and I intend to 
amend the resolution before my t ime is up.  I hope that 
i n  order for it to be effective that we can have the 
resolution passed today. Unfortunately there might not 
be as many people being able to speak to the resolution 
as would  want to maybe but,  if we are going to make 
it  effective in  terms of the u rgency, then I think that 
we have to get it passed so that it can be effective. 
Otherwise, the resolution, i f  we speak it  out, it will fall 
to the bottom and then we will have to go through the 
whole process again somewhere along the l ine.  

So I just want to indicate that, and prior to Private 
Members' Hour and the debate that we had , the 
Member for Churchi l l  ( M r. Cowan), the Member for 
Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) and myself, I have already 
i n dicated that I felt sending an all-Party d elegation to 
Ottawa was not the right th ing to do  and I want to 
explain a little bit why I feel that would not be the right 
thing to do so that we have an understanding with the 
time l imitations of what it is  al l  about. 

To do that, I just want to indicate what has happened 
in the last few months from the time that we started 
getting concerned about the possib i l ity of lack of 
shipment coming through the Port of Churchi l l .  We 
started activating it once it felt as if the people involved , 
the organizations involved , abused the fact that there 
is a poor  crop t h i s  yea r - an d  I do n ot want  to 
necessarily go through the whole scenario that this 
year's  crop does not necessarily have an effect on the 
Port of Church i l l  i n  terms of grain movement that 
d ramatically. lt has some effect but not that dramatical ly, 
because the catchment area by and large d id  not have 
that bad a crop. Grain is moving,  as ind icated before 
in our debate, out of the catchment area through the 
Thunder Bay system and not through the Churchi l l  
system. 

What we have done since it started appearing,  that 
t here was going to be concern about lack of movement 
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of grain through the Port of Churchi l l ,  I i nd icated before 
that when I went to Churchi l l  they were getting ready. 
I think they had spent upwards $ 1  mi l l ion already getting 
this system i n  place. I had the opportun ity to tour the 
whole site and everybody was sti l l  optimistic it was 
happening and that is when the troubles started . 
Rumours were that there might not be any movement. 

Subsequent to that, I arranged a meeting,  met with 
the federal M i n isters of Transportation and the M i nister 
responsible for the Wheat Board, laid out our concerns, 
al l of the concerns, had a good d iscussion . I thought 
the reception was good. I d id  not get a commitment. 
The Member for Churchi l l  (Mr. Cowan) has been asking 
on a daily basis whether we have a commitment. Further 
to that, the Premier ( M r. Fi lmon) got concerned and 
he h imself got involved and made contact with the Prime 
M i nister. 

We are sti l l  hopeful that even if we pass this resolution 
today, because I do  not anticipate setting up this k ind 
of a meeting that we are looking at .  I would suggest 
that we have it in Winn ipeg instead of us all truddl ing 
off to Ottawa because most of the people involved,  the 
main game players, are right here i n  Winn ipeg. If we 
can set this al l  up and have the meeting here it would 
be much more beneficial I th ink than trying to get  a 
group to go down to Ottawa. 

The fact that we are all agreed - I have no argument 
with the Member's resolution ind icating the allotment: 
three Members of the Conservative Party, two Members 
of the Liberal Party, one Member of the New Democratic 
Party. I do not care which way we set up the committee. 
We should strike a committee, move immed iately i n  
terms o f  trying to set up a meeting here, right here 
where it is important ,  because this is where we are 
effective -( I nterjection)- as soon as possible. A Member 
asked when. We sti l l  have not passed the resolution, 
so we wi l l  deal one step at a t ime. I th ink it is important 
that we understand how we are going to handle this 
process, and for it to be effective it has to be very 
soon. lt has to be very soon . 

Hopeful ly, the Prime M i n ister with his authority can 
poss i b l y  i n f l uence t h e  peop le  i nvo lved a n d  a 
commitment can be made before we even have to go 
through al l  this. I am sti l l  hoping that wi l l  happen.  But 
in  the event it does not happen, we can set the 
mechanism i n  place i n  terms of meeting and I th ink 
the Member who spoke ind icated that we have to look 
at the long-term th ing.  

Possibly, I might suggest that we form a committee 
of this nature, that this committee stay in place and 
continue to work for the betterment of the Port of 
Churchi l l ,  the development of it, the movement through 
there. it could encompass other things, not just grain. 
Maybe that committee could be set up officially as a 
legislative committee from the various Parties and work 
towards that. But the urgency of moving right now with 
this thing is of major concern and that has to be dealt 
with as fast as possible. 

As I ind icated, we can debate this at length i n  the 
House here. I coul d  have put realms of stuff on the 
record of what has happened in  the past, what we 
would l ike to see happen, the accomplishments so far, 
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the involvement of CN,  the attitudes of people, as we 
d iscussed before, and I do not l ike to rehash necessarily 
everything,  but we have a major challenge ahead of 
us. I f  this House and the people of Manitoba want to 
make their impact on the players in  the game- an d  
they are b i g  players-then w e  w i l l  have to have a very 
balanced,  wel l-organized,  wel l  thought-out approach i n  
t h i s  th ing.  

I just want to ind icate, M r. Speaker, before I move 
the amendment, that activity has not stopped just 
because the fact that the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) has made 
contact with the Prime Minister and we are hopefu l  
that something positive is going to come forward . I ,  
myself, am slated to meet with t h e  Wheat Board next 
week. 

I have also indicated that on the 1 8th of August my 
colleague, the Minister of Nat ive and Northern Affairs 
(Mr. Downey), and myself wil l  be flying to Saskatchewan 
and Alberta, meeting with the respective M inisters i n  
terms of getting t h e  funding reinstated by t h e  two 
provinces for the P ort of Churchi l l  Development Board.  

I would l ike to indicate that I have already made 
contact with some of the M inisters in  the other two 
provinces, because it  is important that we establish 
that funding for the simple reason, the fact that the 
two provinces must do their funding gave a perception 
that nobody cared anymore. I th ink that is  a thing they 
have to correct. 

I just want to indicate to everybody here that we wi l l  
be doing that.  I th ink they wi l l  be positive; I th ink we 
can be good salesmen. I th ink they are concerned that 
we wi l l  be able to get that funding reinstated and show 
the support that we need from Saskatchewan and 
Alberta because m ost of the grain comes out of those 
two areas. M ost of the grain out of Manitoba, as you 
all know, is going through the Thunder Bay route. 

So they are these kind of th ings, like I say, we could 
talk about endless th ings, but I th ink in  terms of the 
urgency that we are trying to establish today that we 
should  deal specifically with the shipping season. That 
could  actually be in place right now. 

Based on that, M r. Speaker, I was just checking things 
out here a l ittle bit because I was wondering whether 
I should speak for a long time and put al l  th is stuff on 
the record. But I think some of it has already been put 
on the record and I th ink that if we can establ ish this 
k i n d  of  a c o m m ittee;  and that c o m m ittee ,  my 
recommendation would  be that those people, however 
many we select as a legislative committee, that they 
meet and go through this whole process because it 
has never been a game of politics, necessarily, with 
this Port of Church i l l .  

I th ink we can a l l  s i t  down; there are realms of 
i nformation. We should get ourselves acquainted with 
it, then set up the subsequent meetings with the various 
people. But I still feel-and I will do so in  my amendment 
here-that we should be doing that right here because 
the people are from this area, the game players are 
here. We can ask the federal Members to come. We 
wil l  ask whomever that committee decides should be 
coming to this meeting and set it up right here where 
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we can have the attention and draw the media attention 
as wel l ,  because I th ink it is  a very important th ing.  

M r. Speaker, I move, seconded by the Min ister of 
Nat ive and Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey), 

THAT the resolution be amended by deleting all the 
words appearing after the word " has, "  in  the 1 st l ine 
thereof, and su bst i tu t ing  them with the  fo l lowi n g :  
" responsibi l ity for t h e  shipment o f  grain through the 
Port of Church i l l ;  

"THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Legislative 
Assembly of Manitoba establish an all-Party committee 
to meet appropriate officials of the Government of 
Canada, Canadian National Rai lways, Canadian Wheat 
Boar d ,  and the Gra in  Transportat ion  Authority i n  
Winn ipeg , respecting the shipment o f  grain t o  the Port 
of Churchi l l  for this shipping season." 

Mr. Speaker: The amendment is in  order. 

MOTION presented. 

* ( 1 750) 

Mr. Speaker: Is  it the pleasure of the House to adopt 
the amendment? 

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill): I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, 
I would l ike to speak to the amend ment. I wi l l  keep 
my comments short. 

I must say that it is  unfortunate that, when an issue 
as important as Churchi l l  comes before this House, 
there are many Members on all sides of the House who 
woul d  wish to speak to Church i l l ,  to g ive a very clear 
signal that we are u nified on Churchi l l  and that we are 
all support ive of C h u rc h i l l ,  who w i l l  not have the  
opportunity because of  the  way in which th is  debate 
is unfold ing.  

lt is a lso unfortunate that we cou ld  have resolved 
this issue one week ago, M r. Speaker. That week has 
been a very long week, not only for the Minister of 
H ighways (Mr. Albert Driedger)-and he said today that 
it has been, that he has been talking every day trying 
to get grain shipped to the Port of Churchi l l .  lt has 
been a very long week for myself  as representative for 
the area but, more important than that ,  a very long 
week for the residents of Churchi l l .  

I have had calls from ind ividuals who would  normally 
be working now. There would normally be 1 30 people 
working,  there are only 80. They want to know when 
some resolve to this problem is going to come about. 
I had a call from a small business person-and these 
Members opposite say they are the friends of the small 
b u s iness peo p l e - sayi n g ,  " S h o u l d  I expand my 
operation this year because I do not know what is going 
to happen with the Port of Church i l l ,  and if  I expand 
and the Port does not open, then there is going to be 
d ifficulties for that expanded operation . "  

I h a d  t o  tell them that w e  have been trying t o  press 
this issue on every occasion that we had the opportunity 
but we have not been able to resolve it yet. Certainly 
there are concerns for the railway workers along the 
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bay l ine.  There are concerns all throughout the North 
and all throughout the province, and I feel that those 
concerns should have been dealt with previously. 

I am pleased that we are finally taking some action 
on this and I can support the or ig inal  resolut ion. I would  
prefer to see it changed a bit because I thought it  was 
inappropriate in some areas in respect to the way in  
wh ich  the delegat ion  was structu red . I wou l d  be 
prepared to l ive with that because I know that one of  
our caucus is worth five of the other two when it comes 
to talk ing about the Port of Church i l l .  M r. Speaker, I 
do not want to in any way agitate any others in this 
Chamber. I have already spoken at length-

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease. 

Mr. Cowan: Any one of our caucus-to the Premier. 
The Premier asked which one of our caucus. Any one 
of our caucus is worth five of any of them, but that is 
an aside. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh !  

An Honourable Member: That is what the electorate 
taught you. That is  why they downgraded you to let 
you have more-

Mr. Cowan: They are just giving us an opportunity to 
practice more, that is al l ,  and we are using that 
opportunity to the best of our abil ity as I think Members 
in  this Chamber can testify. 

Not wishing to prolong this debate any more, I wish 
to move a subamend ment. The subamendment would 
read, and I move, seconded by the Member for Dauphin 
(Mr. Plohman), 

THAT the motion be further amended by adding the 
following words: 

BE IT F U RT H E R  R E S O LV E D  that  the a b ove 
referenced meetings take place with in  one ( 1 )  week. 

I bel ieve everyone can support that sense of urgency. 
I would prefer to see it take place by the weekend but 
I think with in one week gives us enough t ime to ensure 
that the committee can get together, and moving further 
on the motion I move that: 

BE IT F U RTH E R  R E S O LV E D  that  s h o u l d  t hese 
m eet i n g s  fa i l  t o  resu l t  in a f i r m  c o m m i t m e n t  for 
immediate grain shipments to the Port of Church i l l ,  
that the Government immediately lead an all-Party 
delegation to Ottawa; and 

BE IT F U RTH E R  R E S O LV E D  that t h i s  a l l - P arty 
delegation be comprised of representatives of each of 
the Parties i n  the Legislature and representatives of 
other interested groups are prepared to lobby the 
federal Government and its agencies to immediately 
com mence g r a i n  s h i pments  t h r o u g h  t h e  P o rt of 
Churchi l l .  

Mr. Speaker, that is the motion.  I want to speak very 
briefly on it and make one other suggestion. I believe 
the amendment bui lds upon the sentiments expressed 
in the motion by the Liberals and I see the Liberal 
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Leader and the Liberal House Leader suggest ing that 
that is the case and they can support it .  I believe the 
amendment bui lds upon what the Government tried to 
accompl ish,  and we acknowledge that we can work 
together here firstly, but if we fail to get that firm 
com mitment  for i m med iate s h i pment we h ave to 
immed iately go to Ottawa. We cannot wait any longer. 

I believe there is one other suggestion I wou ld add .  
There is a committee that is already in  place. Names 
have to be put to the committee by the striking 
committee, but that can be done relatively quickly. That 
is the Standing Committee of Agriculture in this House. 
lt could either be the Standing Committee on Agriculture 
or the Standing Committee on Economic Development. 
I think either of those would  serve the purpose very 
wel l ,  th is being both an agricultural and an economic 
development issue. So we have the structure in  place 
to have that committee in place right away. I support 
the amendment. I support the original resolution and 
I hope that we can vote on the sub-amend ment and 
the motion as amended at this t ime. 

Mr. McCrae: I appreciate the Member's concern and 
a concern which leads him to bring to this House this 
subamendment, but I suggest that the subamend ment 
would compel people outside of this place to do certain 
t h i n g s ,  and therefore , the s u bamen d m ent  is  n ot 
something that we can consider. 

For example, the fi rst part of the su bamend ment 
suggests that there be meetings in  one week. Now, 
what happens if it is  a week and one day? We may 
not be able to carry out the terms of such a th ing.  Of 
course, all the Parties i n  this House would ,  I am sure, 
bend every effort to see that such a meeting took place 
tomorrow if possible. The point is ,  I believe, and the 
third part of the resolution cal ls for a lobbying effort; 
and we do not know that we can compel others-

* ( 1 800) 

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease. 

Mr. McCrae: We do not know if we can compel others 
to get i nvolved in  that k ind  of exercise. 

Mr. Speaker: Is the Honourable Member speaking on 
a point of order or to the subamendment which I have 
not ruled on yet? 

Mr. McCrae: A point of order as to the admissib i l ity 
of the subamendment. 

Mr. Cowan: I would l ike leave that the House continue 
to sit unt i l  it has resolved consideration of this matter, 
g iven that we had an agreement by all Parties that we 
would attempt to resolve it and bring it to a vote th is 
afternoon.  

Mr. Speaker: Is it the wi l l  of  the House? (Agreed) 

Mr. McCrae: M r. Speaker, I th ink  we can agree that 
unt i l  we d iscover the admissib i l ity of the Honourable 
Member's subamendment and deal with the matter then 
without delay, other Honourable Members in  this House, 
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perhaps not myself, but other Honourable Members 
do have other commitments away from this House after 
six o'clock. I f  we cou ld  deal with this very exped itiously, 
we would agree. 

Mr. Cowan: Then, on the point of order, I just want 
to address one issue that the Attorney-General ( M r. 
McCrae) addressed . lt does n ot in fact compel anyone 
to do anything that they do not wish to do. As a matter 
of fact, I th ink there are hundreds, if  not thousands, 
of Manitobans who right now would want to join that 
delegation and lobby if they had the opportun ity. So 
I d o  not think that i s  a problem. 

The wording - and I am sorry that I do not have it 
i n  front of me because I only had t ime to scribble out 
the one copy of i t- but the wording,  I think you wil l  
f ind, M r. Speaker, says: " .  . . those groups which wish 
or who want to lobby on behalf of the Port of Churchi l l ."  
If they do not want to lobby o n  behalf of the Port of 
Churchi l l ,  then they are not compelled. But I believe 
there are enough out there who do wish to lobby on 

� behalf of the Port of Churchi l l  that we wi l l  have no , problem in that regard. 

Mr. Speaker: I wou ld  l ike to thank al l  Honourable 
Members for their words of wisdom. I have reviewed 
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quite carefu l ly the subamendment. I do have a problem 
with the d i recting of the Government to spend money. 

I f  the Honourable Mem ber would be prepared to 
insert, i n  the 5th l ine of your second "Be it further 
resolved , "  the words "THAT this Legislat ive Assembly 
recommend to the Government to lead an al l-Party 
delegation in Ottawa." (Agreed) 

With those changes, would the Honourable Members 
l ike me to read the subamendment? (Dispense) 

Is the H ouse ready for the question on the amendment 
to the amendment? Is it the p leasure of the House to 
adopt the amendment to the amendment? (Agreed) 

Now the question is on the amendment, as amended. 
Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the amendment? 
(Agreed) 

The question before the H ouse is the main motion,  
as amended . Is  it the p leasure of the House to adopt 
the main motion, as amended? (Agreed) 

The h o u r  b e i n g  s i x  o ' c l o c k ,  t h i s  H ouse is now 
adjourned and stands adjourned t i l l  1 0  a.m. tomorrow 
morning (Friday). 




