
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Friday, June 2, 1989. 

The House met at 10 a.m. 

PRAYERS 

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 

PRESENTING PETITIONS 

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): M r. Speaker, I beg to 
present the petition of Harry Hansen , L i l l ian Hansen, 
Viola Poersch and others cal l ing upon the Legislature 
of the Province of Manitoba to respond to unjustified 
d rug price escalations by i ntervening in  the court 
challenge by the Manitoba Society of Seniors and 
supporting their claim that Bill C-22 is unconstitutional .  

The petition of the u ndersigned of the Province of 
Manitoba, humbly sheweth: 

That u nti l  1987 Canada enjoyed pharmaceutical drug 
prices among the lowest in  the world which resulted 
fro m  compet i t i o n  between man ufactu rers; b ut 
a m e n d m ents t o  t h e  Patent Act i n it i ated cert a i n  
measures which reduced competition a n d  increased 
d ru g  prices at rates considerably above i nf lat ion ,  
contrary to federal Government assurances. 

That h igh users of pharmaceutical drugs such as 
seniors, the d isabled and persons with chronic health 
difficulties are often among the poorest Manitobans, 
and wil l  therefore experience hardship as drug price 
i ncreases outpace income growth. 

Wherefore your petitioners humbly pray that the 
Legislature of the Province of M anitoba may be pl13_!ised 
to respond to unjustified d rug price escalations by 
intervening in the court challenge by the Manitoba 
Society of Seniors and support their claim that federal 
Bil l  C-22 is unconstitutional. 

And as in  duty bound your petitioners wil l  ever pray. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TABLING OF REPORTS 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General): M r. Speaker, I am p leased to present the 
Annual Report of the Publ ic Trustee for 1987-88. 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

Mr. Speaker: Prior to oral questions, may I d i rect 
H onourable Members' attention to the gal lery where 
we have from the Winnipeg Beach School ,  seventeen 
Grade 6 students under the d irection of Larry Moore. 
Th is  schoo l  i s  l ocated i n  the  const ituency o f  the  
Honourable Member for  G im l i  (Mr. Helwer). 

Also this morning we have from the Ochre R iver 
School, twenty-five Grade 9 students under the direction 
of Mr. Arnold Tokaryk and Debra Dupley. This school 
is located in  the constituency of the Honourable Member 
for Dauphin ( M r. Plohman). 

On behalf of al l  Honourable Members, we welcome 
you here this morning. 

303 

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

Ladco Land Development Deal 
Cash Distribution 

Mrs.  Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Official  
Opposition): M r. Speaker, my question is for the 
Min ister of Housing (Mr. Ducharme). The Minister has 
been repeatedly saying that the Ladco proposal was 
superior to al l  others he received. Yes, when you look 
at the agreement-and we have had a number of 
lawyers do exactly that-the deal is  heavily stacked in 
favour of Ladco. I would like to draw the Min ister's 
attention to Paragraph 7 . 1 of the agreement. The 
agreement provides that M H RC is only entitled to 
receive a cash d istribution in  the first f ive years from 
the date the first tender contract is awarded , and after 
that five-year period is not entitled to any d istr ibution 
until Ladco receives $6.9 mi l l ion.  

M r. Speaker, can the Minister explain to the H ouse 
this morning why he believes it is such a good deal 
when all the development costs will take place in the 
first five years and then Ladco kicks in  and gets 1 00 
percent of the revenue? 

* ( 1 005) 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): First 
of a l l ,  again the Member opposite is not reading the 
agreement correctly. That is probably one of the reasons 
why I called a meeting for next Tuesday, 8 a.m. 

H owever, at t h i s  t i m e  to make sure t h at t hey 
understand, I wi l l  file the working papers with the House 
to both critics. My offer is sti l l  open for my staff to 
meet them at 8 a.m. ,  and maybe the critic  from the 
Liberals wi l l  explain that is not correct, that they do 
not receive their $6 mil l ion. I f  she would read that again ,  
that paragraph 7. 1 ,  she wi l l  f ind that i f  we receive 
noth ing,  they receive nothing. 

Mrs. Carstairs: The Minister of Housing cannot read 
the agreement correctly, because the agreement says 
that in the first five years we, as representatives in  
M H RC,  receive 75 percent and Ladco receives 25 
percent, but after that five-year period Ladco receives 
1 00 percent. 

Wi l l  the Min ister explain why the lawyers with whom 
we h ave consulted indicate that this is a bad deal for 
M H RC? 

Mr. Ducharme: M r. Speaker, I am fi l ing the working 
papers and maybe I can g ive an example of where she 
is incorrect. Ladco only receives the $6 mi l l ion in the 
event M H RC receives the $5.25 mil l ion in the first five 
years. If M H RC receives nil in the first five years, Ladco 
receives nil i n  that period of t ime after five. 

However, the ratio of the land proportion will take 
over on the profits after that five-year period and that 
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is the way it reads. We negotiated it in the working 
documents and in  the agreement. That is the way it  
shows, so go to the meeting on Tuesday. I extend it 
to the Leader of the Opposition.  She can also come 
to the meeting on Tuesday. 

Proposals 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
With a supplementary question to the Minister of 
Housing (Mr. Ducharme), yet once again the Minister 
says we can have working papers, the ones in  which 
he has put a political spin .  Wil l  the Minister agree today 
to file the original proposals from al l  the developers 
so that when we attend the meeting,  through our 
representative on Tuesday, we wil l  have the specifics 
of a l l  three offers? 

An Honourable Member: Hear, hear! 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): M r. 
Speaker, I wil l  go over al l  the working papers on Tuesday. 
It wil l  show what I have been repeating for the last five 
days. This is the best deal for Manitoba by a case of 
$5 mil l ion. She mentions it had a political spin .  She 
wil l  a lso see in  those working papers a conclusion and 
a paragraph that provides that whatever scenario my 
staff looked at, Ladco proposal was the best for 
Manitobans and I am tabling that. 

The proposals from the other two groups have 
suggested they do not want to file the proposals. We 
wi l l  file the work ing papers of t h ose p arti c u l a r  
agreements. 

Mrs. Carstairs: Working papers, Tory working papers
Mr. Speaker, we want the unadulterated proposals. That 
is what we want.  

Start-up Date 

Nlrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
Wit h  a n ew q uestion  t o  the Minister of H o u si n g ,  
according t o  the deal ,  Ladco alone wil l  determine when 
the development will start. Wood Gundy, a firm for which 
I know this Government has great respect- after al l ,  
they have actually chosen their candidates from among 
the ranks of Wood Gundy employees. Wood Gundy 
confirmed yesterday that the housing market faces a 
major slump. The timing of this development could be 
crucial for the Manitoba economy. Yet ,  M r. Speaker, 
Ladco has complete control as to the start-up date. 

My question to the Minister is, what guarantees has 
the Minister obtained from Ladco that they wil l  not stall 
the project until the market is right for them rather 
than for the people of the Province of Manitoba? 

* ( 1 010) 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): Mr. 
Speaker, it is-

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh !  

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease. I have recognized the 
Honourable Minister of  Housing. 
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Mr. Ducharme: - getting worse. If she would again 
read the agreement, we have two members who sit on 
that particular proposal board. We are suggesting t hat 
approximately 1 20 homes a year over a 1 5-year period 
and we have not been overly optimistic in that. We are 
encouraged , we are optimistic in this province that we 
wi l l  be a b l e  to accommodate  1 20 h o u ses in t his 
particu lar area. It is ludicrous to suggest that the housing 
market is going to drop, that you cannot get rid of 1 20 
lots in that particular area. 

Housing Market 
Declining Demand 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
But they gave away control to Ladco. Can the Minister 
tell t his House how he intends to address the problem 
of a projected 17  percent slump in the market and 
h ow, if there is that slump, we are going to get any 
m oney out of this particular project? 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): I guess 
I can only say to that, Mr. Speaker, my staff, when they 
looked at the scenarios from al l  the proposals, did the 
scenarios on what they felt the market conditions would 
be. That is how we worked it out. Regardless of the 
scenario, it is sti l l  the best deal for Manitoba on any 
of the proposals that we received.  

Ladco Land Development Deal 
Proposals 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
Knowing that I may test your patience just a little bit ,  
wil l  the  Minister of  Housing, today, table the  proposals 
so that we can have the opportunity over the weekend 
to study the specific proposa l s  su bmitted by the 
development companies and not  the arrangements that 
they have taken and they have worked and put t heir 
political spin on? 

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. S peaker, t h e  Leader of t h e  O p p osit ion 
acknowledged in her preamble that she would be 
stretching your patience and the Rules of  this H ouse 
with her question in  being repetitive. The Honourable 
Leader of the Opposition has been here as long as I 
have and knows the rules about repetitive questions. 

Mr. Speaker: I would  like to thank the Honourable 
Government H ouse Leader. The Honourable Leader of 
the Official Opposit ion, would you kindly rephrase your 
question, please? 

Mrs. Carstairs: Okay, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The simple question is, why wil l  he not table the 
proposals? 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): Mr. 
Speaker, because t h e  people  w h o  m ad e  t he 
presentations and the proposals have asked- and that 
is normal in practice from those people-that their 
proposals not be submitted. If she would l ike to maybe 
go to Genstar and maybe go to the other group, fine, 
she can go to them and ask .  
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However, the working papers that were devised by 
our staff at M H RC show in no uncertain words that 
was the best deal for Manitoba to the tune of $5 million 
difference between the first and second parties. 

Housing Market 
Declining Market 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
We are awaiting the tabling of those documents. We 
are also awaiting the tabling of the contributions to all 
political Parties. 

M r. Speaker, my question is to the same Minister. 
We have a situation where Winnipeg is the only city in 
Canada under Tory administration where the values of 
average houses have gone down over the last year. My 
question to the Minister, given the fact that every 
average homeowner in the City of Winnipeg has lost 
$ 1 ,000 on their  home in terms of equity in the City of 
Winnipeg , what research and background material did 
he have, and impact study material does he have, to 
justify increasing the housing market in a dramatic way 
with the developer friends in south St. Boniface and 
Fort Osborne Barracks? Why is he expanding the 
market, which wil l  lower the value of every average 
Manitoban 's housing in the City of Winnipeg? 

Some Honourable Members: Oh,  oh!  

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): M r. 
Speaker, we have one Opposition Leader saying,  bui ld 
and do not worry about the market situation. We have 
another Opposition Leader who says, we are worried 
about the flux of 1 20 to 1 30 lots a year coming on the 
market. We looked at the market situation and it shows 
in t hat particular area. That is why we worked it over 
1 5  years. We were not overly optimistic on 1 20 lots a 
year coming on stream. 

* ( 1 0 1 5) 

Impact Study 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
Mr. Speaker, my question to the Minister is, does he 
have an impact study that he can table in this Chamber 
to j ustify to the people of Winnipeg whose houses have 
gone down in value-unlike previous years when we 
were in Government, they have lost $ 1 ,000 under this 
administration in the average price of their  house. Does 
he have an impact study to show what effect the new 
housing,  the up-scale housing, the compatible housing 
for the rich,  d oes he have an impact study of what that 
wil l  do to the average price in the City of Winnipeg, 
given his devastating performance in the last year in 
terms of housing prices? 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): M r. 
Speaker, this side of the House, un like the other side 
of the H ouse who are negative every day, we are 
optimistic and wil l  show that when we introduce our 
Budget on Monday. 

305 

Budget 
Economic Development 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
My question then is to the First Minister (Mr. Filmon). 
What wil l  be in the Budget to return the equity that 
people have lost in their houses in the City of Winnipeg 
over the last year? What wil l  be in the Budget to deal 
with the situation of hundreds of workers losing their 
jobs through plant closing, like Lipton's yesterday, under 
the Free Trade Agreement that he supports- Ogilvie's,  
Molson 's,  Lipton's? What wil l  be in the Budget to deal 
with the fact that Winnipeg has an unemployment rate 
half a percent off of St. John's,  Newfoundland? 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Mr. Doer: What is this Government going to do about 
it? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): There were at least four 
or five separate and distinct questions there. I hope I 
wil l  be given the opportunity to answer them. 

Mr. Speaker, firstly, this Leader of the New Democratic 
Party (Mr. Doer) on the one hand says he is in favour 
of more affordable housing. He criticizes us for only 
having spent $73 million on housing programs to create 
affordable housing,  and then he says we are creating 
a situation in which the housing is too affordable. I t  is 
bizarre, absolutely bizarre. 

No. 2, Mr. Speaker, I have indicated to him -the 
figures are available from the Conference Board -our 
unemployment rate is expected to continue to go down 
this year. There are 7,000 more people employed in  
ful l-time employment in Manitoba today than were 
employed when the NOP were in Government. Things 
are far better than when he was in  Government. 

Third ly, he refers to the closure of Thomas Lipton, 
and the officials of Thomas Lipton indicate very clearly 
it has absolutely nothing to do with ,  as he says, the 
Free Trade Agreement. They said that their  entire 
market is Canadian. Their competition is Canadian. He 
is wrong on every count and I wil l  be g lad to have 
somebody else ask a question who makes more sense. 

Mr. Doer: M r. Speaker, the Members opposite think 
it is funny. I f  they think it is funny, go tel l  the workers 
and families at Ogilvie's. Go tell the workers and families 
of Molson's. Go tel l  the workers and families at Canada 
Packer Egg Processing.  

My question to the First Minister (Mr. Filmon), has 
he got a strategy and wil l  he be presenting a strategy 
in  the Budget to deal with the fact that Winnipeg now 
has an unemployment rate half a percent off of St. 
John's, Newfoundland? It is going up every month under 
this do-nothing Govern ment. Is he going to come in 
with a strategy on Monday to deal with the real 
economic challenges facing working people and their  
families in this province? 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, firstly, Canada Packers closed 
u n d e r  his administrati o n .  Get t h e  facts strai g h t .  
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Second ly, the I nvestment Dealers'  Associat ion of 
Canada have ind icated in their report that was released 
just 10 days ago that we are projected to have the 
largest increase in  private business capital investment 
in the entire country, 1 2.5 percent after inflation. The 
Conference Board says that our growth rate wil l  be 
well above the national average at 4 percent in 1 989. 
They indicate that our unemployment rate wil l  continue 
to decline in 1 989 and, of course, Statistics Canada 
reported l ast m o n t h  t h at t here were 7 , 000 more 
Manitobans in ful l-time employment than there were 
a year ago when we took office from that failed 
administration that he represented. Those are the facts. 

Infill Housing Program 
Statistics 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux ( lnkater): I have a question for 
the Minister of Housing (Mr. Ducharme). Last year, the 
Minister made a commitment to build 38 infi l l  houses. 
The other day in the hallway, the Minister was making 
comments regarding the infi l l  housing program and 
suggested that I was not being truthful. He said the 
Government did not cut back on infil l  housing, but rather 
could not find the lots for the program. 

* ( 1 020) 

M r. Speaker, I have been informed by the Western 
Revitalization Board that they have been suggesting 
lots for over a year. I have been sent a letter that 
suggests 1 8  lots, one of which has been boarded up 
for over the past year from M H RC. Wil l  the Min ister 
today tell this Chamber why not one infi l l  house was 
built in the fiscal year of '88-89, and tell me who is 
being truthfu l  and who is not? I am wil l ing to table the 
letter, and it is dated January 1 6 ,  1 989. Who is being 
truthful? 

· 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): M aybe 
t h e  M e m ber from across t h e  way o bserved my 
frustrations when his  Leader, the same day, had to be 
corrected by an individual on public television that she 
had made an incorrect statement on this floor. However, 
I must inform the Member that if he looks at his Weston 
Group, we committed to 10 inf i l l  housing. There are 
lots available, sure, but the lots, unfortunately, that have 
been coming forward,  the people are coming forward , 
are up substantially from what they were the last couple 
of years. The infi l l  program has been so popular that 
the pr ices of the lots are going up. We are working,  
our staff is working, and we wi l l  have inf i l l  housing,  the 
same as all our al locations when the Budget comes 
forward next week. 

Mr. Speaker: The H onourable Member for lnkster; with 
a supplementary question. 

Mr. Lamoureux: The Revita l izat ion  Program has 
suggested they would be more than happy to help in  
acquiring the purchasing of some of  these lots so that 
the Government C:ould put inf i l l  housing there. 
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Budget 
Infill Housing Commitment 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (lnkster):  Because of t h i s  
Government's dismal fai lure to construct one infil l  house 
i n  '88-89, wi l l  th is  M in ister assure this House that 
Monday's Budget wi l l  include last year's commitment 
of 38 infi l l  houses, in addition? 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): When 
I am ready to submit ,  with al l  my allocations of al l  my 
un its for '89-and the Member must realize that infi l l  
housing for '88 and the proposals that came forward 
from the year previous were the '88 commitments of 
the previous administration who d id not f i le at that t ime 
t hose particular inf i l l  housing. 

Housing Minister 
Apology Request 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for lnkster, with 
a final supplementary question. 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux ( lnkster):  The Min ister of 
Housing (Mr. Ducharme) also called me a l iar regarding 
the proposal call the other day i n  the hallway and the 
manner in which it went out. 

Mr. Speaker: Would the Honourable Member kindly 
put his question? 

Mr. Lamoureux: Okay. The evidence confirms that the 
accuracy of my statements are correct. If there was a 
lie, it was not I. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease; order, p lease. 

The H onourable Member wil l  kindly put his question 
now. 

Mr. Lamoureux: Will the Honourable Min ister stand 
up today and apologize for his remarks the other day 
in the hal lway? 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!  

Mr. Speaker:  Order, p lease; order, p lease. The 
Honourable M in ister of Housing. 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): M r. 
Speaker, it is unfortunate that the Member across the 
way, the crit ic, and his Leader of the Opposition (Mrs. 
Carstairs) came forward in this particu lar House and 
said that there was no notification sent out in  regard 
to proposals. They were wrong. Wil l  they apologize for 
that one? 

Also, they said there was no proposal received by 
one of the consortiums, and that ind ividual had to get 
ori publ ic television and apologize on her behalf saying,  
yes, ·he had given a proposal. Wi l l  they apologize? 
Apologize. 

An Honourable Member: You apologize. 
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Child Care 
Legislative Requirements 

Ms. Avis Gray (Ellice): As of October 1 988,  staff 
trained as Chi ld Care Worker l l l ' s  were requ ired in the 
Province of Manitoba to be in the day cares. We are 
not meeting that legislative requirement,  M r. Speaker. 
The Universities Grants Commission has just rejected 
the funding for the Chi ld Care Worker I l l  Program 
through the Faculty of H uman Ecology. 

My question is to the M i nister of Education (Mr. 
Derkach). How is th is Min ister going to ensure that 
those legislative requ i rements are met which the N O P  
administration failed to meet a n d  which t h i s  Government 
is not meeting? 

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Training): Our priority in terms of funding or supporting 
education programs with regard to chi ld care are i n  
that w e  want t o  see a s  many a s  possible trained chi ld 
care workers out in  the f ield to f i l l  those vacancies that 
are out there. M r. Speaker, in  order to do that, we have 
to support the programs that are now in existence. 

With regard to the degree program at the University 
of Manitoba, the Universities Grants Commission has 
indeed g iven a fairly substantial amount of support to 
the universities this year. I t  is up to the u niversity to 
determine what priorities they place in  programming 
and how they are going to spend those dol lars. I am 
not going to impose my wi l l  on the u niversity and 
demand that they offer one or another program. That 
is up to the university to priorize. 

.. ( 1 025) 

Ms. Gray: This Minister indicates that they support 
increased c h i l d  care spaces. S u rely t h e  M i n i ster 
recognizes that in  order to train Chi ld Care Worker I 's  
and l l 's  at  the community col lege level ,  you require 
Chi ld Care Worker l l l ' s  from the university to provide 
the teaching. Can the Minister ind icate to us today 
what steps he has taken to ensure that the legislative 
requirements wil l be met in regard to Child Care Worker 
I l l ?  Can he indicate today if in fact he wi l l  ensure that 
that Chi ld Care Worker I l l  Program wi l l  go ahead i n  
September, because they have to know with in two 
weeks or it  wi l l  not go ahead? Can he ensure in the 
House today that that wi l l  go ahead? 

Mr. Derkach: My department, through the Universities 
Grants Commission, is responsible for allocating funding 
to the u niversities. M r. Speaker, the universities are 
respons ib le  for pr ior iz ing t h e i r  progra m m i n g  and 
providing the kind of programming that they see is  
important and that they see a demand for. As I indicated 
before, I am not going to i ntervene in the process and 
short circuit the Universities G rants Commission by 
going around them and demanding that the U niversity 
of Winnipeg or the U niversity of Manitoba, in fact, 
impose certain courses when they have made a decision 
otherwise. 
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Child Care Workers 
Standards 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for El l ice (Ms. 
Gray), with a f inal supplementary question. 

Ms. Avis Gray (Ellice): With a final supplementary to 
the Min ister of Family Services (Mrs. Oleson), can the 
Min ister of Family Services indicate to this House today 
if indeed her Government plans to change the legislative 
requirements and lower the standards since there are 
not enough trained chi ld care workers in the province 
today? Could she ind icate that to us? 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Family Services): 
No. 

Plant Closures 
Layoff Protection 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson):  My question is to the 
Min ister of Labour ( M rs. Hammond). I would l ike to 
first of all extend my congratulations to the M inister 
on her new appointment. I hope, M r. Speaker, the new 
Minister of Labour wi l l  turn her back on the anti-labour, 
anti-worker tack of the previous M inister of Labour and 
bring about some fairness for working people. 

Since the beginning of this year, there have been no 
fewer then 22 layoffs and p lant closures in this province 
ranging from Ogilvie M i l ls ,  Wescott Fashions, a variety 
of major layoffs and plant closures to the point where 
yesterday we heard of another  one  affect i n g  29 
employees of the Lipton factory here in Manitoba. Under 
current legislation , there is  no protection for people 
affected by a layoff of that nature. In this case of 29 
long-term employees, an average service of 12 years, 
there is no protection in legislat ion. 

I would l ike to ask the Min ister of Labour (Mrs. 
Hammond) ,  wi l l  she now commit herself and t h i s  
Government to passing t h e  type o f  legislation that was 
introduced by the New Democratic Party to provide 
stronger protection for laid-off workers affected by 
major layoffs and plant closures in this province? 

An Honourable Member: Hear, hear! 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond (Minister of Labour): Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the H onourable Member for his kind 
words at first. First of all, I would like to say that I 
certainly do not accept the premise of his first remarks 
about the former Min ister being anti-labour in any way. 

We certainly plan to continue to be even-handed with 
labour and management. As far as the Member's B i l l  
is  concerned , we wil l  deal with that Bi l l  when it is  up 
for  debate. Certainly we feel very strongly for the people 
who have been laid off. Our department is doing 
everything and our Government is  doing everything 
possible that they can to he lp  them to adjust to new 
areas of work and to help them in any way that we 
can. 

Mr. Ashton: Mr. Speaker, I am not sure if the workers 
at plants such as the Lipton plant can wait unt i l  the 
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Bi l l  is d iscussed. I hope the Min ister wi l l  take a stand 
before then. H opefu l ly, its stand is different from the 
L iberal Party which has categorically refused to support 
improved plant closure leg islation in th is province. 

* ( 1 030) 

Unemployed Help Centres 
Funding Restoration 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): If  the M inister is 
concerned about the pl ight of the laid-off workers, I 
would l ike to ask , is she wi l l ing to intervene with her 
colleague, the Minister for Family Services (Mrs. Oleson), 
to get funding reinstated for the two U nemployed Help 
Centres in  this province, funding that was cut by this 
Government last year, funding that should be reinstated 
g iven the fact that we have such a greatly increased 
problem with unemployment in this province right now? 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond (Minister of Labour): Mr. 
Speaker, to the Member's question on that issue, we 
believe that is a federally funded program, that it should 
be dealt with through the federal G overnment. We wi l l  
d o  everything in  our power to help workers to get 
adjusted , to get new jobs. We help them in every way 
with training that we can through our own departments. 
There is just no way that we will not g ive as much help 
as we can. So we are very much concerned with the 
workers. We just feel that there is a better way to use 
those funds. 

Unemployment Insurance 
Benefit Reforms 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): This Govern ment wi l l  
n ot pass leg islation to protect laid-off workers. It  wi l l  
not reinstate fund ing for the Unemployed Help Centre. 
Will this M inister at least demand that the federal 
Government remove its proposed changes to the U IC 
that wi l l  hurt workers la id  off i n  p lants such as th is  
plant dramatical ly throug h  increased requirements for 
U IC? Will this Min ister act to at least ensure that there 
wil l  not be U IC taken away from these workers? 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond (Minister of Labour): We wil l  
do everything in  our power to help the workers in  
Manitoba get a fair shake from the federal Government. 

An Honourable Member: Hear, hear! 

Riverbank Housing Development 
Government Support 

Mr. James Carr ( Fort Rouge):  M r. S peaker, my 
question is for  the Min ister of Housing (Mr. Ducharme). 
A developer told city counci l lors this M in ister had 
p r o m ised $ 5  m i l l i o n  t owards the c o m merc ia l  
development of  h ighrise condominiums on the  banks 
of the Assin iboine River along Portage Avenue. Instead 
of preserving the city's riverbanks, th is project wi l l  
clutter them i n  al l  k inds of ways with a retai l  office 
bui ld ing and a highrise. 

Th i s  Government  m akes grand speeches about  
preserving and protecting our  riverbanks for public use. 
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Did the Min ister of H ousing (Mr. Ducharme) promise 
$5 mil l ion towards that development which would make 
a mockery of the grandiose and lofty language this 
Government uses to protect Winn ipeg's riverbank ?  

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister o f  Housing): Could 
you name the project? What was the name of the 
project? Which project? I f  it is the one you are replying 
to, the one recent ly in  community committee, the one 
that has gone up,  I think it  is at the Rotary Club. The 
Rotary Club did talk to me. H owever, as I said to them, 
they make the proposal call the same as everybody 
else, and there were no promises made to anyone. 

Historical Study 

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): With a supplementary 
quest ion to the M i n i ster of C u lture ,  H eritage and 
Recreation ( M rs.  M itchelson), on May 1 0  of th is  year, 
an official with the H istoric Resources Branch of the 
Minister's department wrote to t he developer who is 
p r o p o s i n g  t h i s  p r oject . The o ff ic ia l  i nformed the  
developer that the  land  in  question has  historical 
significance, both for Manitoba's Native peoples and 
for English settlers. 

The M inister of Culture, Heritage and Recreation has 
the power to force the developer to carry out an i mpact 
study to make sure that these h istoric lands are not 
lost. Has the M inister taken any action whatsoever to 
ensure that these lands are not lost to the citizens of 
Winn ipeg? 

Hon. Bonnie Mitchelson (Minister of Culture, Heritage 
and Recreation): M r. Speaker, I wi l l  take the specifics 
of that question as notice and get back to the H ouse. 

Noise Level 

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): M r. Speaker, with a 
f i n a l  s u p p l e m e n t ary quest i o n  to the  M i n ister of 
Transportation (Mr. Albert Driedger), another area of 
concern in  this project is safety and noise level because 
of its proximity to the Winnipeg I nternational Airport ,  
which has come under  fire from,  among others, the 
Winn ipeg Chamber of Commerce and a petition signed 
by hundreds of cit izens of the area. Is  the M inister 
concerned that th is development will have an adverse 
impact on the qual ity of l i fe in  that neighbourhood, and 
in  particular because of its proximity to the Winnipeg 
International Airport? 

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of Highways and 
Transportation): Mr. Speaker, I would  l ike to ind icate 
to the Member that a committee has been formed that 
is looking at that aspect of it ,  and appointments have 
been made both from the Liberal Party as wel l  as from 
Government. They are looking at the impact of the 
noise level ,  the total impact of the air transportation 
system, and the impact it wi l l  have on a housing 
development of this nature. So al l  I can ind icate to the 
Member is that they have as much input into it as I 
wi l l  have because the members are appointed from at 
large. 
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Private Schools-Funding 
Audit Request 

Mr. Jerrie Storie (Flin Flon): Yesterday, I tabled a letter 
to the Provincial Auditor in which I requested the 
Provincial Auditor to involve himself in reviewing the 
circumstances surrounding the special needs grants, 
which were provided by the Minister of Education (Mr. 
Derkac h )  to p rivate schools ,  without  appropriate 
precautions being taken for the accounting of that 
funding. 

I would like to ask the Minister of Education and 
Training whether he wil l  be supporting my request to 
the Provincial Auditor to have him involved in this 
review, or  at least will the Minister now accept the 
premise that the Provincial Auditor should be on the 
c o m mittee that is reviewi n g  the accou n t a bi l i ty 
procedures that need to be put in place with respect 
to funding going to private schools? 

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Training):  M r. Speaker, no, I am not going to be in 
agreement with  the Member for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie), 
because his action of course has been provoked by 
r u m o u r  and hearsay. Accordi n g  to what he said 
yesterday, he has heard rumours about the funds not 
being used appropriately and , therefore, he has jumped 
to the conclusion that now he should write a letter to 
the Provincial Auditor. 

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, that is not quite the way we do 
busi ness i n  the  department .  O u r  department wi l l  
investigate t h e  matter first and, i f  action i s  required to 
be taken, we wil l  take that action. 

Mr. Storie: Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I am not going on rumour. 
I tabled the letter which I think was quite clear that 
funds were being used to reduce a deficit when they 
were supposed to be used for the special needs of 
children in the province. 

Special Needs Children 
Funding-Accountability 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): M r. Speaker, given the 
admission of the Minister of Education (Mr. Derkach) 
yesterday that private schools are not required to file 
individual education plans for the students attending 
their institutions, given his acknowledgement of that 
fact, wil l  the Minister now ensure that private schools 
that receive public funding for special needs students 
fol low the same procedures, are required to account 
for the funding of special needs students in the same 
way that public schools are, so that the taxpayers of 
Manitoba can be assured that money is being spent 
in the way that it was intended ? 

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Training): Wel l ,  once again ,  M r. Speaker, the Member 
for Flin Flon is wrong, because in fact before any funding 
is allowed to flow with regard to special needs students, 
the Department of Child Care and Development staff 
do, together with the school co-ordinator, go through 
each student  and  ascertai n  whether i n  fact t h at 
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particular student's level of disability qualifies for any 
level of funding. 

At the present time, Mr. Speaker, we have 35 students 
at the Laureate Academy who are presently being taught 
under the special needs area. At the present time, these 
students are being reviewed by the Child Care and 
Development Branch to see whether or not they qualify 
for any of the special level funding that is available to 
students in the special needs area. 

Mr. Storie: I am not incorrect. The Minister is in  fact 
incorrect . The application for low-incident support is 
fi led by the individual private institutions but there is 
no individual educational plan put in place. I have a 
letter from a parent requesting an individual education 
plan. It was denied , and I wil l  share that with the Minister. 

Public Schools 
Funding Level 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): My question to the Minister 
further is, wil l  the Minister of Education and Training 
(Mr. Derkach) explain why he has announced a 6 percent 
increase in support to the public school system, which 
incidentally is largely through taxation on property and 
none of which is targeted for special needs, why that 
6 percent announcement has been made, and yet he 
is keeping the public in the dark about his decision to 
increase private school funding by 30 percent? 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Minister 
of Education and Training (Mr. Derkach). 

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Training): M r. Speaker, the Member for Flin Flon (Mr. 
Storie) has been hammering away at this same topic 
now for two or three days. It has become very evident 
that his bias and his anti-independent school attitude 
is flowing over into the House. I have to tell you the 
support that was given to public schools this year was 
far more generous than was ever made under his 
administration. Besides that, M r. Speaker, it was more 
equitably shared by the province than was ever done 
under his administration as wel l .  

Even though o u r  support to public schools was higher 
than under his administration, t his Government was 
sti l l  able to provide support to independent schools to 
give those parents who wish to send their chi ldren there 
the f lexibility to do so. 

* ( 1 040) 

Native Education 
Post-Secondary Funding 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition):  
M r. Speaker, with a question to the First Minister ( M r. 
Filmon),  the First Minister I know is going to attend a 
rally later this morning,  as wel l as the Leader of the 
New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer). 

Can the First Minister tell us today exactly what his 
position is with regard to the funding of post-secondary 
education for the Native people in  this country and the 
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contribution which the federal Government has chosen 
to cut back upon? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I am very 
happy to te l l  the  Leader of the  Oppositio n  ( M rs .  
Carstairs) and Members of  the Legislature and members 
of the community at large that my Government has 
expressed its strong support for the position of the 
aboriginal people of Manitoba who wil l ,  I believe, unfairly 
have to deal with potential cutbacks in education 
funding for people in post-secondary level .  I have said 
always the investment we make in education is the best 
investment that we make as a Government and as a 
people. I am very committed to that. 

I might say that letters have been written to the federal 
G overnment stating that position on behalf of our 
G overnment by the two Ministers who speak for the 
G overnment on Native and educational issues, namely, 
the Minister of Native Affairs, the Honourable James 
Downey; n a m e l y, t h e  Minister  of  E d u cati o n ,  t h e  
H onourable Len Derkach. 

Mr. Downey wrote as early as November 25,  1 988, 
to the federal Government, and al l  of that information 
has been made available to our aboriginal people in 
M anitoba. He has spoken at ral lies. We have indicated 
publ icly our strong support for their position, our desire 
to ensure that the education funding that they need 
for the post-secondary education of their people is 
indeed made avai lable by the federal Government of 
Canada. 

Some Honourable Members: Hear, hear! 

Mrs. Carstairs: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Liberal 
Party and I am sure on behalf of the New Democratic 
Party, I thank the Premier (Mr. Filmon)  for taking a 
leadership  role in this particular issue. 

AH-Party Resolution 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
Wil l  the Premier confirm today then the wil lingness of 
his Party, as I am committing my Party, that the Member 
for Rupertsland's  (Mr. Harper) resolution wil l  be moved 
to No. 1 on Private Members' Hour so that we can 
send a joint al l-Party statement to Ottawa indicating 
our ful l  support for the funding of post-secondary 
education? 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, speaking for the Government Caucus, I 
can say t h at whenever an o p p o r t u nity arises for 
Members on this side of the House to assist in making 
the case for aboriginal people in this country, for their 
educational rights and requirements, we wil l  be available 
and we wil l  be wil ling to use every opportunity to state 
that case. 

Fort Garry Hotel Casino 
Gaming/Security System 

Ms. Maureen Hemphill (Logan): Mr. Speaker, my 
question is for the Minister responsible fer Lotteries 
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(Mrs. Mitchelson). Last week, I began a question in this 
House and I think was cut off by the ending of Question 
Period. I hope that does not happen again,  but I was 
asking about the study that had been done by the 
Government to determine the type of gaming and 
security that would be done for the casino that is going 
to be set up in  Fort Garry. The Minister indicated to 
me that there would be the best security system in 
place and that we would be very pleased with it. 

I wonder if the Minister can give us a little bit more 
information on what investigations they undertook to 
come to the conclusions that they did ,  both on the 
gaming and security question and perhaps on the issue 
of dress code. Having sent a number of staff away to 
Las Vegas- I  think one member to Las Vegas for 1 0  
days and three members o f  the administration t o  
Monaco for three weeks-is there a report that has 
come out of those trips that have helped you make 
the decisions for gaming and security? Could you share 
the results of that trip by those administrative people 
and the report, if there is one? 

Hon. Bonnie Mitchelson (Minister charged with the 
administration of The Manitoba Lotteries Foundation 
Act): The decision was made by this Government that 
we clean up the mess that existed at the Convention 
Centre and the casino by moving it to the Fort Garry 
Hotel with a better atmosphere, good security and not 
the eyesore that existed in the past. Mr. Speaker, we 
were not in  favour of that and we made a commitment 
to move that and to change that, and we have done 
that. 

M r. Speaker, there were people from the Lotteries 
Foundation who did go over to Monaco to look at the 
European-style casino that we were proposing to set 
up at the Fort Garry Hotel, not like the Las Vegas type 
of  casi n o  b u t  l ike  t h e  m ore re laxed E u ropean 
atmosphere that existed. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The time for oral q uestions 
has expired. 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

Mr. Speaker: Prior to delivering my ruling, I would like 
to d raw H o n o u rab le  M e m bers '  attention to the  
Speaker's gallery where we have with us this morning 
Chief Louis Stevenson, the leader of the Assembly of 
M anitoba Chiefs; Phi l  Fontaine,  Assembly of First 
Nations vice president; Chief Pascal Bighetty from 
Pukatawagan; Chief Jerry Fontaine from Fort Alexander; 
Chief Ron Cook from Shoal River; and Chief Harvey 
Nepinak from Waterhen. 

On behalf of all Honourable Members, we welcome 
you here this morning .  

SPEAKER'S RULING 

Mr. Speaker: I have a ruling for the House but, before 
delivering it, I wish. to inform the House that in my 
rulings from now on, references to Beauchesne's wil l  
be  to the  Sixth Edition, unless otherwise indicated. 

On May 1 9 , 1989, the Honourable Member for St. 
Norbert (Mr. Angus) rose on an al leged matter of 
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privi lege respecting, "the events which occurred during, 
subsequent to and related to the May 1, 1 989 meeting 
of the Standing Committee on Economic Development."  

As is required by our practices, the Honourable 
Member did raise this matter at the earliest opportunity. 

As I understand the matter raised by the Honourable 
Member, it  consists of three principal elements: 

1 .  t h e  a l l eged contem pt  of t h e  Stan d i ng 
Committee on Economic Development by its 
Government Members who rose and left the 
meeting i mmediately following the defeat of 
an adjournment motion; 

2. the al leged contempt of the same committee 
by the Chairman who recessed the meeting 
in  the early hours of May 2 and did not resume 
or reconvene i t; and 

3.  the fai lure of the Government Members of 
the committee and of the Chairman to comply 
with Manitoba Rule 1 1  which requires the 
attendance of Members in  the service of the 
H ouse and its committees unless granted 
leave of absence by the House. 

As al l  Honourable Members know, privilege and 
contempt are very serious matters. This particular case 
is one  w h i c h  m ay be w i thout  p recedent in t h e  
Commonwealth. Therefore, I have reviewed with special 
care the advice provided by Honourable Members on 
May 19. I have had extensive research and consultation 
undertaken with respect to our own practices and those 
of the House of Commons of Canada. Consultation has 
also been undertaken with the Ontario Legislative 
Assembly. Because this is a very serious matter, my 
ruling is somewhat longer than usual, and I hope that 
Honourable Members wil l  bear with me. 

Fo l low ing  est a b l i shed M a n i t o b a  pract ice, t h e  
H onourable Member raised this matter stating, " I  rise 
on a matter of privilege. " In  his remarks, he al leged 
that the Government Members and the Chairman had 
acted in contempt of the Standing Committee. 

* ( 1 050) 

Although privilege and contempt are closely related 
and are generally raised and considered in  an identical 
manner and often, at least in  this House, under the 
heading of privilege, there are certain d ifferences. 
M aingot's "Parliamentary Privilege in Canada " explains 
that privi leges are enumerated and known, whereas 
contempts are not. Privi lege is defined by Beauchesne 
Citation 24 as, "the sum of the peculiar rights enjoyed 
by each H ouse collectively as a constituent part of the 
High Court of Parliament, and by Members of each 
H ouse i n d i v i d u a l l y, w i thout  wh ich  t h ey c o u l d  n o t  
d ischarge their functions. " The same citation also points 
out that "the privi leges of Parliament are rights which 
are absolutely necessary for the due execution of its 
powers. " The principal privileges of a Legislature are: 
the freedom of speech; the freedom from arrest; the 
power to d iscipline; the r ight to have the attendance 
and service of Members; and the right to regulate its 
internal affairs. Erskine May, on page 1 43,  defines 
contempt i n  the following words, "Any Act or omission 

311 

which obstructs or impedes either House of Parl iament 
in the performance of its functions, or which obstructs 
or impedes any Member or officer of such H ouse in 
the d ischarge of his duty, or which has a tendency, 
d i rectly or ind irectly, to produce such results may be 
t reated as a contempt  even t h o u g h  there is no 
precedent of the offense."  To state it  more simply, 
Speaker Brand of the U n ited K ingdom H o use of 
Commons ruled on July 25,  1 877 that, "any Member 
wilful ly and persistently obstructing publ ic business, 
wi thout  just  and reasonab le  cause, is g u i l ty  of a 
contempt of this House." 

There are certain matters regarding the references 
by Honourable Members to Manitoba Rule 1 1 , and to 
the privi lege of a Legislature to have the attendance 
and service of its Members, which I would l ike to point 
out to the House. Research has ind icated that our Rule 
1 1  has generally fal len into d isuse. Our records do not 
identify any matter of privilege in  this House as having 
been based o n  a cont ravent ion  of R u l e  1 1 . The 
corresponding Canadian House of Commons provision, 
Standing Order No. 1 5, has not been applied since 
1 878 and is generally considered to be obsolete. 
Speakers of that House in  more recent t imes have 
generally d iscouraged any reference to this provision. 

Both the Honourable Member for St. Norbert (Mr. 
Angus) and the Honourable Government House Leader 
(Mr. Mccrae) addressed some of their remarks to a 
question of order, in that the matter was being raised 
d i rectly in the House instead of by a report from the 
committee. First of al l ,  I believe that as Speaker I have 
an obl igation to point out to the House that u nder our 
rules, the Speaker is required to at all t imes "enforce 
the rules " and "decide all questions of order " .  Our 
own r u les, j u st refer red to, are rei nforced by 
Beauchesne Citation 17 1 ,  which states in  part that "the 
Speaker has the duty to maintain an orderly conduct 
of debate by repressing d isorder when it arises, by 
refusing to propose the q uestion upon motions and 
amendments which are i rregular . . . . " 

The Honou rable Government House Leader (Mr. 
Mccrae) supported his contention that the matter was 
improperly before the House by reference to certain 
citations in Beauchesne's  Fifth Edition and to specific 
Speakers' ru l ings in Manitoba and in Ottawa. The 
research which was undertaken revealed the following 
additional references relevant to the question of whether 
or not th is matter is properly before the H ouse. Erskine 
May on page 235 states that "the opinion of the Speaker 
cannot be sought in the House about any matter arising 
or l ikely to arise in a committee. " Beauchesne Citation 
760(3) reads "the Speaker has ruled on many occasions 
that it is not competent for the Speaker to exercise 
procedural control over the committees. Committees 
are and must remain masters of their own procedure. " 
Beauchesne Citation 107 states, in part, that " breaches 
of privi lege in Committee may be dealt with only by 
the House itself and on report from the Committee. " 
A review of the relevant pages in Erskine May indicates 
that the Canadian practice outl ined in  Beauchesne 
Ci tat ion 1 07 also appl ies to the U n ited Kingdom 
Parliament. On November 26, 1 987, Speaker Fraser of 
the Canadian House of Commons ruled on an alleged 
matter of privi lege, which had not been brought to the 
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attention of the House by a report , respecting the 
impeding of a committee, "that there is no prima facie 
case of privilege as committees are in control of their 
own procedure and it is not competent for the Speaker 
to exercise procedural control over the committees." 

When this matter was raised in the House, the 
committee had not met since it was recessed on May 
1 and therefore had had no opportunity to consider 
and agree upon a report to·the House. Understandably, 
the Honourable Member for St Norbert (Mr. Angus) 
may have been concerned that raising the issue in the 
procedurally correct manner could lead to a decision 
that the matter had not been raised at the earliest 
opportunity and therefore could not be considered. 

In  conclusion,  firstly, there is no doubt that the 
charges which have been brought before the House 
are very serious ones. Secondly, I do understand the 
circu mstances which led to  the Honourable Member 
for St. Norbert to believe that proceeding in  the manner 
in  which he d id may have been the only course open 
to him if the matter was to be brought to the attention 
of the House and given the consideration which he felt 
necessary. 

Nevertheless, based on the authorities to which I 
have referred earlier and the specific extracts which I 
have quoted , it is my opinion that to be handled in 
accordance with l o ng-esta b l ished p ract ices and 
procedures, this issue woul d  have to be brought to the 
attention of this House by a report considered and 
agreed upon by the Standing Committee on Economic 
Deve lopmen t  and p resented to  the H ouse. To do 
otherwise would run the risk of establishing a precedent 
wh ich could lead to an increasing involvement of the 
H ouse in the affairs of the committees which must, as 
indicated by the authorities, be masters of their own 
procedure. 

The Standing Committee is now able to meet and 
could  be cal led , at which time it could consider the 
matter raised by the Honourable Member for St. Norbert 
and could decide whether or not to report the matter 
to the House. That, however, is something which only 
the committee is competent to address and which it 
may wish to examine. 

With great respect to the H onourable Mem ber for 
St. Norbert and to all Honourable Members, my rul ing,  
based on the precedents and authorities cited , is that 
the matter is out of order as a matter of privi lege. This 
does not preclude the matter from being raised in 
another manner. 

MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 
IMPORTANCE 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
Yes, I move a matter of urgent publ ic importance, moved 
and seconded by the Member of Rupertsland (Mr. 
Harper). 

W H E R EAS successive Li beral and Conservat ive 
federal Governments over the past 20 years have 
offloaded theii- responsibi l it ies onto Ind ian bands and 
prov i n c i a l  Gove r n m e n ts wi thout  adeq u ate 
compensation; and 

WHEREAS the refusal of the federal Government to 
acknowledge the effects of their changes to the funding 
of post-secondary education for aboriginal students is 
creating a serious situation for hundreds of students 
in  Manitoba; and 

WHEREAS the change in post-secondary education 
p o l i cy was u n i l atera l ly  i m posed by the federal  
Government; and 

W H EREAS this new pol icy is a d irect attack on 
aboriginal and Treaty Rights; and 

WHEREAS,  desp i te  repeated req uests for a 
moratorium of at least one year, the Minister has refused 
to agree to a moratorium; and 

WHEREAS with rising youth u nemployment and a 
decl in ing provincial economy, aboriginal students are 
f inding it even more difficult to obtain employment th is 
year; and 

W HE REAS hundreds of Manitoba aboriginal students 
now risk losing their chance for further education and 
train ing; and 

WHEREAS the provincial Government has refused 
to ensure that no qualified Manitoba aboriginal students 
will be denied post-secondary education and tra in ing 
because of the federal policy; and 

W H EREAS the provincial Government could organize 
and head a delegation to Ottawa to oppose the changes 
to post-secondary education funding; and 

W H E R EAS the Asse m b l y  of C h i efs has j ust  
announced a Fast for  Learning to protest the changes 
to post-secondary education funding; and 

WHEREAS the nat ional caravan on post-secondary 
education has now arrived in Winnipeg; 

THEREFORE I move, seconded by the Honourable 
Member for Rupertsland (Mr. Harper, that u nder Rule 
No. 27, that the ordinary business of this House be set 
aside to d iscuss a matter of urgent publ ic i mportance, 
namel y, t h e  effect of change in f u n d i n g  of post
secondary education and the need for immediate action 
by the provincial Government. 

Mr. Speaker: Before determining whether the motion 
meets the requirements of our Rule 27, the H onourable 
Member for Concord ia (Mr. Doer) has five minutes to 
state his case for urgency of debate on this matter. A 
spokesperson for each of the other Parties wi l l  also 
have five minutes to address the position of their Party 
respecting the urgency of the matter. 

Mr. Doer: Under the rules, the motion has been 
appropriately g iven notice in terms of the Rules of this 

. House. We bel ieve that this is an absolutely urgent 
matter and a matter that all Members in this Chamber, 
we bel ieve, should rise as one to speak with Manitoba's 
aboriginal people in  terms of the devastating effect on 
the change in education funding,  in post-secondary 
education funding in this province. 
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We think it is tragic, Mr. Speaker, that people, our 
aboriginal people, have to fast and protest in  such a 
way that wil l  cause even further hardship on their people 
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and the people who wil l  fast with them.  That is why it 
is urgent today that we go on record , as one, with the 
a n n o u n cement  of t h i s  fast to  show t h at there i s  
partnership with o u r  aboriginal people in  this Chamber 
to deal with this very, very serious situation. 

* ( 1 1 00) 

I was encouraged , M r. Speaker, by the words of the 
Attorney General who said that we will be available 
and wil l ing to use every opportunity to d iscuss this 
resolution or this emergency debate. I believe the words 
of the Attorney General show that our rules do allow 
us to speak on urgent public matters when the priorities 
of our Manitoba people are the priorities indeed of this 
Chamber. 

M r. Speaker, I have had the opportunity in the last 
number  of m o n t h s  to t rave l i n t o  a number  of  
communities in  the  province, and the  words of  the  chief 
and the words of the bands and the words of the people 
in the communities are one. The grave injustice of the 
change in the federal funding has been i l lustrated by 
youth,  by adults, by chiefs, by elders, by members of 
the band councils,  by a unanimous voice about the 
wronging of aboriginal people and the changing of the 
policy. 

Many times, I have heard the statement that we 
entered into agreements and Treaties years ago on our 
word, and we were told that as long as the sun shines, 
the g rass grows and the rivers and the streams run 
that these Treaties would be enforced by the federal 
Government. Part of those implicit Treaties and explicit 
Treaties, Mr Speaker, was the right to post-secondary 
education. So this is not an issue of education financing 
and funding and capping and countercapping.  This is 
an issue of principle, and that is why, as an issue of 
principle, we have to stand as one in this emergency 
debate. 

Mr. Speaker, the way of opportunity for our aboriginal 
people-this land was probably, definitely, land that 
our aboriginal people first settled and developed in our 
country and we have strong obligations. The way to 
do it is for us to work in  partnership with the aboriginal 
people, to not only stand outside in  the legislative 
Chambers and give speeches in the Convention Centre 
and give speeches in  front of the people who wil l  be 
assembled here today, but to stand as one in th is 
Legislative Assembly and al l  of us urge,  as strongly as 
possible, that the federal Government return the Treaty 
rights of our Native and aboriginal people. I u rge al l  
Members to support this emergency resolution .  Thank 
you very much. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, when I first announced my intention back 
in  January of 1 985 to get involved in  politics, I cited 
at that time my reasons for wanting to get involved in 
politics. The key reason was that there was another 
generation following ours, a generation which would  
be the generation to provide leadership to our country 
in the future, a generation that is going to need to have 
decisions made now which wil l  be proper decisions and 
decisions which wil l  make provisions for their  future 
and for our future as we g row older. 
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For that reason, it is important today that the matter 
being raised by the Honourable Leader of the New 
Democratic Party (Mr. Doer) be discussed today and 
be d iscu ssed at other  opportu n i t i es when t h ose 
opportunities present themselves. We are talking about 
financing for education for the original people of this 
country as they attempt to play their role in our society 
now and into the future. We expect them to play their 
role. We must also g ive them the tools they need to 
play their role in the economic and in the social l ife of 
our country. 

The Honourable Leader of the New Democratic Party 
(Mr. Doer) says this is a matter of principle. I cannot 
argue that point nor would I want to argue that point. 
It is a very important matter of principle regarding 
participation by al l  Canadians including,  of course, 
original Canadians in our economic and social l ife. As 
I sa i d ,  e d ucat ion is t h e  key to t h at successfu l 
participation. 

I do not want to take issue with the Leader of the 
New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer) today about the 
niceties of the Rules of this House. I believe that the 
issues are two for you to decide, M r. Speaker, those 
being the requirement of notice, which I have no reason 
to think would not have been met, and the requirement 
of urgency. As Government House Leader, it is my 
responsibi lity to ensure that the rules, to the best of 
my abi l ity, of this place are followed and properly 
fol lowed . 

There is a way today for us properly to fol low the 
rules that we have for ourselves. That is, M r. S peaker, 
to waive the rules today to allow us to have a debate 
on this tremendously important matter because the 
Government of Manitoba supports original peoples in  
their  struggle to obtain the kind of justice they need 
for the future of their people and for the future of al l  
Canadians, because the Minister responsible for Native 
Affairs (Mr. Downey), the Minister of Education for 
Manitoba (Mr. Derkach) have made clear not only to 
original peoples but also to the federal Government 
the position of the Government of M anitoba in support 
of a quest for justice and for opportunity for al l  peoples 
in this country. This Government would agree today to 
waive whatever rules might stand in the way of a debate 
on this tremendously important issue, not only for today 
but for future generations of all Canadians. 

On that basis, Mr. Speaker, whatever the rules happen 
to say, I would  join with the Leader of the New 
Democratic Party and ask t h e  remainder  of the  
Members of  th is  House to join with  us in agreeing to  
waive the  rules so  that the  debate being sought by  the 
Leader of the New Democratic Party ( M r. Doer) and 
being sought by original peoples in  this provin ce and 
across this country, so that debate can go forward 
today. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Leader of the Official 
Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) also has five minutes. 

Mrs . Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
Education-what is it? Education is the opportunity to 
advance oneself in  one's society. I t  is for most the only 
opportunity. We already know that people in this country 
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are not born equally because they are not born with 
equal opportunit ies. Nowhere is  that more grave and 
nowhere does it affect more people than with the 
aboriginal peoples of Canada, because those chi ldren 
frequently do not maximize their potential because 
those chi ldren have not had the same opportunit ies for 
education. 

M r. Speaker, i n  some of my early teaching days, I 
saw and talked to the chi ldren off of the Sarcee Reserve 
in Calgary. It was so hard to keep those young women, 
because it was a g i rls' school ,  in h igh school .  It was 
d ifficult because of the racism that existed withi n  the 
school system .  I t  was so hard for them daily to go to 
school because of what they had to cope with .  Very 
few , if any of t h e m ,  ever got  to post-second ary 
education-very few. 

What we have before us now, regrettably, is a federal 
Government that at the very moment when education 
has become so crit ical ,  at the moment when our 
aboriginal peoples are preparing themselves for self
government, at a t ime when they are getting ready to 
take over their own affairs, when they are wi l l ing to 
stand ta l l  a n d  r u n  t he i r  own l ives,  t h at a sane 
Government would deny them the opportunity to be 
fu l ly  ed ucate d ,  to take contro l  of the i r  l ives and 
maximize that potential. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a rule i n  this House about 
emergency debate. We have a rule which says that the 
Speaker may on occasion take into account the general 
wish of the H ouse to have a debate. I believe it is the 
general will of this H ouse to have a debate and I urge 
you, S ir, to take into account that rule and g ive us the 
opportunity, as legislators in  M anitoba, to stand up for 
our aboriginal  peoples, to stand up to our federal 
Government who has denied our aborig inal peoples 
and to g ive our aboriginal peoples justice. 

SPEAKER'S RULING 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Concordia 
(Mr. Doer) did provide me with the required notice. 

I have l istened with care to the comments of the 
H on o u r a b l e  Mem bers respect i n g  the u rgency of 
debating th is matter today. I thank them for their  advice. 

Our Rule 27(5)(d) stipulates that this type of motion 
must not anticipate a matter with reference to which 
a Notice of Motion has previously been g iven and not 
withdrawn.  Pr ivate Mem bers'  Reso lut ion  No .  20 ,  
appearing on the Order Paper in  the name of  the 
Honourable Member for Rupertsland (Mr. Harper), in  
my view, does address the same subject. 

* ( 1 1 1 0) 

Beauchesne Citation 387 requires that the subject 
m atter of s u c h  a mot i o n  m ust be w it h i n  the  
a d m i n istrat i ve com petence of the  provi nc ia l  
Government. I can appreciate that the  subject matter 
of this motion is of great concern to all Members, but 
it  is not a matter which is within the admin istrative 
competence of the provincial Government. There must 
also be no other reasonable opportun ity to debate this 
m atter. In t h i s  i n stance,  t h e re are several  other  
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opportun ities, such as the Budget Debate, consideration 
of the relevant department Estimates and grievances. 

Despite the procedural shortcomings, which I have 
pointed out to the House, I note that there appears to 
be a general desire of Members to debate this matter 
today. Therefore,  in accordance with Beauchesne 
Citation 387,  the question before the H ouse is, shal l  
the debate proceed? (Agreed) 

MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 
IMPORTANCE {Cont'd) 

M r. El i jah Harper (Rupertsland) :  thank  t h e  
Honourable Members in  t h i s  House for allowing this 
debate to proceed . 

I brought this attention to my colleagues and also 
brought  t h i s  atten t i o n  to  t h e  House ,  the e lected 
representat ives of the Prov ince of Man i toba ,  to 
denounce and also to support the aboriginal people i n  
their quest for post-secondary education, and also to 
support aboriginal people for self-government. 

It is certainly an urgent matter because when you 
have unemployment in  many of the reserves well over 
90 percent, and also when you have suicide rates higher, 
maybe four t imes, than the national rate, it is certainly 
an urgent matter. 

I f  this problem were to exist in many of the white 
communities, you can very well be assured that many 
of the white pol iticians would jump up and say this is 
a publ ic urgent matter, and that is why today I brought 
t h i s  issue up in respect to  the c o n d i t i o n s  of the 
aboriginal people. We need a way out  so that we do 
not need to depend on the welfare and the handouts 
of the federal Government. The key to that process is 
education,  an education which has been denied to us 
in  terms of funding and also as a Treaty right. 

The federal Government would l ike us to believe that 
aboriginal people are asking for un l imited funding,  and 
also the federal Government would l ike us to appear 
that we are asking the taxpayer, the citizens of this 
province, to pay for Indian education. I would l ike to 
point out that this is not true. The aboriginal people 
have paid for their education in  return for the lands 
and resources that they gave up. 

It  is about time that the federal Government l ived 
up to its Treaty promises and obl igations, and I would 
l ike this House to support the aborig inal people and 
also to support self-government for aboriginal people. 
It is we who have to control our destiny. It is we who 
have to provide that leadership,  but we need some 
assistance, we need the support of the rest of the 
Canadian general publ ic. 

I hope that this Government, the Leader of the 
Conservative Party, the Premier of this province (Mr. 
Fi lmon) would  also take the cause of the aboriginal 
people in a way, in a manner that he has l ifted up the 
cause for the people in  Portage la Prairie. This is  not 
to belittle the fact of the problems in  Portage la Prairie, 
but we also have aboriginal people in  this province and 
their concerns have to be heard . 

I know many of the Members in this House want to 
put things on record and I th ink they know my position. 
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I know the aboriginal people in my communities and 
also in the Province of Manitoba know where my 
p r i n c i p les stand and also where my pos i t ion  on 
education stands. 

At this time, I would just l ike to maybe adjourn my 
debate and g ive the others opportun ities to express 
themselves on behalf of the aboriginal people. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. Before recogn izing the 
Honourable Minister of Northern and Native Affairs (Mr. 
Downey), I would l ike to draw to the attention of the 
publ ic who are with us this morning in  the gal lery that 
it is not proper to participate or applaud in any manner 
from the gallery. 

Hon. James Downey (Minister responsible for Native 
Affairs): Mr. Speaker, I somewhat feel that I am being 
d iscriminated against, as we have had all the other 
opportun it ies for those people to applaud and now I 
am not going to have that opportunity. 

H owever, I do appreciate and respect your judgment 
and wil l  continue to put before you the case of the 
prov inc ia l  G overn m e n t  and the Prog ressive 
Conservative Party as it relates to the Province of 
Manitoba. Let me first of al l  thank my col league, the 
Attorney General (Mr. Mccrae), for h is comments and 
support in  getting this issue on the floor of the Manitoba 
Legislature, the Leader of the Liberal Party (Mrs. 
Carstairs) and the Leader of the New Democratic Party 
(Mr. Doer) and my friend and legislative col league, the 
Member for Rupertsland (Mr. Harper). 

Let me first of al l  explain to this House and to the 
people of Manitoba how much I have come to appreciate 
over the past year the pride and the respect and the 
determination of the aboriginal, the Native people of 
the Province of Manitoba. It has been expressed in 
several ways, and I feel very fortunate of having the 
opportun ity to  h ave v is i ted with many of t hose 
individuals. 

First of al l ,  the love and the respect that the Native 
community have for their Creator is above question. 
The respect that they have for their elders, for their 
chi ldren and for the fami ly l ife, the rest of society could 
take many lessons from them. 

That takes me to the next area, that being of how 
fairly-and the respect that we have had as a society 
for those aspirations and for their ful l  i nvolvement in  
Canada as  Canadians-as Canada, as  Canadians
and I want that to stick very clearly. I say it was 
recognized many years ago by a leader in this country, 
Mr. John Diefenbaker, when he said to the Native people, 
it  is your right, your opportunity, to express who you 
want to lead this country by giving them the opportunity 
in legislation, the opportunity to vote and express 
themselves. That, Mr. Speaker, I think was a tremendous 
respect for them. 

(Mr. Deputy Speaker, Will iam Chornopyski ,  in the 
Chair. )  

I know that this is a non-pol itical issue, and we do 
not want to make it that. We want to make it i n  the 
best interests for the people, the aborig inal people and 
particularly the young people. 
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Mr. Deputy Speaker, I want to clearly ind icate some 
of the reasons, what I want to put on the record , what 
it means to me. The Native people, and particularly 
those people living in  northern Manitoba, have a hard 
t ime understanding why we should be developing the 
hydro, the high l ines to produce hydro-electric power 
for the people of southern Manitoba and our highly 
populated areas when some of those northern Native 
communities cannot even tie i nto that resource. They 
sti l l  have to generate that power by electric d iesel 
generators, a clear lack of treating them respectfully 
with a resource that is  every much a part of theirs as 
it is the rest of society. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, it is very hard for those people 
to understand that they are not able to continue on 
with their traditional ways of hunting ,  to sell and trade 
furs, their l ivel ihood, because a group in society say 
that an animal's l ife has to be taken. It was the livelihood 
of those people. It was their way that they obtained 
their clothing,  their food , and yet society has changed 
to take that kind of support away from them, so it is 
incum bent upon society, each and every one of us, to 
make sure that in a changing society those Canadians, 
those Native Canadians, have the right to education 
so they can understand truly what is happening and 
what their future is. 

* ( 1 1 20) 

I bel ieve they have a tremendous future and I want 
to say to the leadership of the Native community, thank 
you for advancing this cause because it is  a tough fight. 
I can tell you on many issues we have a difficult time 
with the federal  Government ,  in eastern  Canada, 
whatever polit ical str ipe it is, that we do have to join 
together when it comes to a common cause. We are 
jo in ing together. 

Let me say as wel l ,  I know that each and every one 
of the Native community are ind ividuals, individual 
persons, peoples. Yes,  we have common causes, but 
they are individuals as well who want to maximize each 
and every one of their personal opportunities. We have 
to realize that. Let me say this, and I know we have 
just gone through a provincial jud icial inquiry dealing 
with Native justice. Let me put it very clearly on the 
recor d ,  I wou l d  far sooner have the Natives, the  
aboriginal people of  th is  province, being educated so 
that we do not  have to have those k inds of  activities, 
so they can be educated to be the lawyers rather than 
the people who are accused. That, I believe, is what 
our ambition has to be. 

We have tried and we have worked to encourage 
through many activities, whatever political stripe, and 
I can indicate that seriously. I do say that we are far 
better off today to say education is  the answer. We do 
not  want to  see anyone in our  society have less of  an  
opportun ity than the  next. There have been and it has 
been spelled out by agreement as to what the rights 
of the aboriginal and Native people are. It has been 
spelled out. 

One of the things, and this is no reflection on my 
col league, any Min ister of Education i n  the past, but 
I think it is a societal condemnation, if I may. Why have 
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we not in our educational system since the beginn ing 
of our educational systems in this province taught 
everyone, whether they are newcoming Canadians, 
white, black, brown, of whatever colour, why have we 
not taught Canadian h istory more extensively as to 
what the rights of our aboriginal  peoples are when it 
comes to Treaties and our h istory? We have lacked not 
o n l y  in the support  of  e d ucat ion  to o u r  N at ive 
community but we have lacked in  educating society as 
to what kind of a tragedy and kinds of shortfal ls  we 
have had between the two races of this country. 

So I say without any fear of anyone criticizing me 
and tak i n g  t h e  s u p port  t hat I am for o u r  N at ive 
community, I am fully endorsing this. I want the record 
to clearly state I had no hesitation because I met on 
the front steps of this Legislature, I believe it was on 
the 22nd of November - I  d o  not have the date exactly 
but it could have been the 25th- because I walked in 
from the steps of the Legislature to my office and 
i mmediately sat down on the 25th of November and 
wrote to the federal M inister responsible, ask ing for 
support for those people when it comes to this question 
of the interpretation of the Treaty and C-22 at the 
Federal level .  

So let there be no quest ion,  M r. Deputy Speaker. I 
and the Premier of this province, without q uestion, are 
ful ly supportive of this init iat ive and wi l l  continue not 
only to expect increased educational opportunit ies for 
o u r  N at ive peop le ,  b u t  as i m portant ly  are t h e  
educational needs o f  t h e  rest o f  society a s  to what the 
rights of our aboriginal people are in this country. Thank 
you, M r. Deputy Speaker. 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. Deputy Speaker, I rise today to ask a number of 
q uestions. Unfortunately, the federal Government is not 
here to answer them, but perhaps they wi l l  hear from 
the debates today the questions that I think al l  three 
Parties want them to answer. 

The first question has to be, why? Why do you want 
to deny the Native people of this country, our aboriginal 
peoples, our first peoples, why do you want to deny 
them their opportunity in  our society to make the most 
of themselves? Why do you want to do this? 

One has to ask the federal Government, is th is 
another way of saying that the provinces that centre 
around Ottawa are the only provinces that have any 
real  i mportance,  because d i s p ropor t ionate ly  the  
n u m bers of Nat ive peop les  are  fou n d  i n  western 
Canada? It is  western Canada where we need them 
most to maximize al l  of their strengths and abi l it ies. 
Yet they have conducted a study, they spent $6 mi l l ion 
on a study, which has not yet made its report to speak 
about the need for Native education in  Canada, to talk 
about the way in  which N ative education can be 
enhanced . Before they have even received the report, 
they decide that they are going to cap the funding.  
Surely they could have at least put a moratorium unt i l  
they received the report, unt i l  they understood the new 
d i rections that education may well be recommended 
to take under this report . 

No one is suggesting that the only way we should 
educate our Native people is through the university 
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complex. That is not the only kind of post-secondary 
education training that we need , it is simply one. I th ink 
one of the recommendations that may wel l  have come 
from this committee was a broadening of the base, a 
broadening of the post-secondary opportunities open 
to our Native and aboriginal peoples. 

That recommendation would have been a good one, 
M r. Deputy Speaker, because there is no point in  training 
someone in the un iversity if they would rather develop 
their talents in a trade school ,  or they would  rather go 
to a community college, or they would rather take an 
apprenticeship with someone in  business or industry, 
or they would rather do a train ing program which is 
provided by the private sector which might help them 
to give them the talents that they require in  order to 
help their own peoples grow with in  our society. 

That is exactly what this report was going to do.  It  
was evaluating al l  of the forms that post-secondary 
education could take and it was then going to reach 
out and say these are the programs that must be made 
available in the future, but before this report was 
c o m p l eted t h e  G overnment  acted , a n d  it acted 
un i lateral ly. It  acted without any consultation with our 
Native peoples, without any questioning of them as to 
their priorities, what were their needs. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, it does not bode wel l  for self
government and future self-government negotiations 
if our federal Government is unwil l ing to sit down with 
the people themselves and negotiate, to d iscuss, to 
come up with proposals. This is the unfortunate result 
of this particular Government 's  decision. 

There was a motion introduced in the House of 
Commons, Mr. Deputy Speaker, supported by the New 
Democratic Party and the Liberal Party, in the hope of 
gett ing the Prime M i nister of this country to change 
h is mind, but no, they voted - I  would l ike to think not 
with their hearts-along Party l ines and they said ,  no, 
they could not rethink or take a fresh look at this 
particular situation. 

I say that I do not think they voted with their hearts 
because I t h i n k  t h at m ost Canad i a n s ,  if not  a l l  
Canadians, bel ieve that there has been injustice to our 
Nat ive peoples and that we must not perpetuate that 
injustice. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, the best way for any human 
being in our society to grow is through education. That 
is the best way, whether it is,  as we have experienced 
at various t imes,  through the school of hard knocks 
or whether it is  through a formal education system. 
But it is Government's responsibi l ity to provide that 
formal education system. 

I was interested in the comments from the Min ister 
responsible for Native Affairs (Mr. Downey). He is qu ite 
r ight when he says that we have not done enough to 
teach Nat ive history, not enough to make our cit izens 
who are non-Native understand the importance of our 
Nat ives in the evolution of this nation of ours. 

* ( 1 1 30) 

That is one of the reasons why I asked the Min ister 
of Education (Mr. Derkach) yesterday when we were 
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going to get a human rights education program and 
when were we g o i n g  t o  make t hat component  
compulsory for al l  chi ldren i n  our school systems, 
because the on ly way that we are going to el iminate 
racism is for chi ldren to learn to treat other chi ldren 
with d ignity, no matter what their colour, no matter 
what their rel igious or spiritual beliefs. We have come 
a long way, M r. Deputy Speaker, and I think we would  
a l l  agree with that. We have come a long way, but we 
have a path sti l l  to travel .  When chi ldren l iving in a 
housing project in Winnipeg are subjected to verbal 
racism on a day-to-day basis, we have a long path sti l l  
yet to follow, M r. Deputy Speaker. 

That is what is so critical . You must handle it when 
they are young,  because that chi ld who is exposed to 
that kind of attack on the streets going back and forth 
to school is not going to l i ke school. If that chi ld does 
not like school, that chi ld is going to drop out. Then 
i t  d oes not m atter what k i n d  of post-sec o n d ary 
education opportunit ies we have avai lable, they wi l l  not 
be able to take advantage of those opportunities 
because they will not have the requ i rement to enter 
those post-secondary educational institutions. 

One of the issues that concerns me most about this 
new federal Government policy is that they are cutt ing 
students off. They say, wel l ,  you know, if they do not 
d o  wel l ,  they should not be al lowed to continue. Surely 
we must examine why they are not doing wel l .  Why do 
they fail i n  first and second year, many of them, in 
formal academic programs? Often they fail because of 
inadequate preparation. 

Surely they should not be penal ized from cont inu ing 
as long as they are making progress, as long as they 
are moving forward , when we real ize that many of them 
have suffered from d isadvantage i n  terms of their 
educational experience. M r. Deputy Speaker, I am glad 
we have al l  agreed to this debate and I hope we go 
with a un ited voice to Ottawa, giving one clear message 
that this is  not acceptable for Manitoba. 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): I am pleased to be able 
to  j o i n  t h i s  d ebate on a m atter of urgent  p u b l i c  
importance. M r. Deputy Speaker, I think that several 
of the speakers who preceded me identified the nature 
of the debate that we are having here this morning. 
This simply is not a question of a Government, a federal 
Government's decision to establish new guidel ines, the 
so-called E- 1 2  Guidel ines. This is a debate about the 
fundamental importance of education in a person 's l ife, 
in the l ife of a community, in the l i fe of a country. It  is 
about education. 

We have heard that the Members of both sides of 
t h i s  C h a m ber support  i n  p r i n c i p l e  the  i d e a  that 
education is a fundamental part of the development 
of ind ividual and community l ife. It  has to be. We also 
know that, at least in this Chamber, there is perhaps 
for the first time unanimous agreement that in principle 
the Treaty should be interpreted in such a way as to 
mean that post-secondary education is an aboriginal 
right. 

That is something that is not in  the vocabulary of 
many people and obviously the federal Government at 
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the present time. If this Chamber can say with one 
voice that aboriginal people have, as part of their Treaty 
entitlement, access to post-secondary education, we 
wi l l  have made a quantum leap for the people in 
Pukatawagan , in Shamattawa, in Brochet and the 
dozens of other communities across this province. 

It is, to my way of thinking, quite a unique and perhaps 
h istoric movement, in terms of the view that we have 
as M an i tobans  about  o u r  o b l i g at i o n s  to N at ive 
Canadians. So if the people who organized today's 
event, my colleague, the M LA for Rupertsland (Mr. 
Harper), have done nothing else, they have seemingly 
brought people together on the notion that,  in principle, 
educational rights, post-secondary educational rights, 
are a part of our Treaty obl igations. 

I think that is an important first step in  making sure 
that aboriginal people are able, have the resources to 
develop the ski l ls that they need and that they desire 
but, M r. Deputy Speaker, we should not kid ourselves 
that fighting in this Chamber or in other forums that 
the E- 1 2  Gu idel ines are sufficient. The E- 1 2  Gu idel ines 
form only a very small part of the j igsaw puzzle which 
is education i n  this province. 

It is a very small part and I want to tell you that I 
have met with many of the people who are here 
part ic ipat i n g  in th is  demonstrat ion t h i s  morn ing ,  
including many of  the  chiefs. I know that people l ike 
Chief Bighetty from Pukatawagan and many of his 
counci l lors have raised the issue of education funding 
on the broader scope, on the broader level .  I know 
that ,  for example, the Department of Indian Affairs 
provides educational dol lars that are about half what 
the provincial Frontier School Division spends on a per 
pupil basis. 

Now, I do not care how good the education authorities 
are in  communities across northern Manitoba. They 
cannot function with inadequate resources. They are 
doing a remarkable job, g iven the fact that the federal 
Government gives them resources equal to only half 
w h at schoo ls  in other  c o m m u n it ies ,  ad jacent 
communities, are doing with twice the resources. It is 
not fair. 

The federal Government can talk about fighting 
i l l iteracy. It can say we are going to fight i l l iteracy, and 
I wi l l  tell you that the first place they should start is 
doubling the funding that is going to Ind ian schools 
across this country. That is the way to fight i l l i teracy, 
start today. So on the very basic level , on the level of 
giving qual ity publ ic school education to aboriginal 
peoples, we are fai l ing.  The federal Government is  
fai l ing.  Let there be  no mistake about that.  

We bel ieve that the changes to the E- 1 2  Guidelines 
are an abuse of federal authority when it comes to 
interpreting the Treaties. We believe, even if the federal 
Government wants to say, if they want to put on some 
bl inkers and say that the Treaties do not obl igate the 
federal Government to provide post-secondary funding,  
that they should provide them simply for the economic 
and social benefits that are going to accrue to Native 
people across Canada by that funding. They are short
changing themselves in  economic terms. 

We bel ieve, and the New Democratic Party has long 
bel ieved , in the primacy of our Treaty obl igations. They 
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i nc lude  educat ion  and heal th  and other services 
equivalent to Canadians i n  any part of the country. 
Even if there are some who say, wel l ,  that is a question 
for the courts or that is a q uestion for further pol it ical 
d ia logue ,  in econ o m i c  t e r m s  t h i s  is a foo l i s h ,  a 
destructive move for aborig inal people and for us as 
Canadians, and we should not accept it .  

The E- 1 2  Guidel ines are not simply going to l imit  the 
poss i b i l i t i es of h u n d re d s  of t h o u s a n d s  of N at ive 
M a n i tobans .  I t  i s  going t o  deny t h o u s a n d s  and 
thousands, over a period of  years, access to the future. 
M r. Deputy S peaker, we know that s i m ply  hav ing 
guidel ines in  p lace that al low Native people to attend 
post-secondary institutions is  not enough.  Again ,  many 
of the people who were in the gallery who are attending 
the demonstration have supported the concept of  a 
northern u niversity that is accessible, more accessible, 
a university that would be more in  tune with the l ifestyle, 
the aspirations of Native people. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, I do not want to turn this into 
a political exercise this morning.  I was pleased to hear 
many of the remarks that came from the Min ister of 
Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey), the M inister responsible 
for Native Affairs, but the fact is that the Northern 
Deve l opment  A greement , t h e  ag reement that  i s  
currently funding many, many Native students t o  attend 
post-secondary courses in  Thompson, The Pas, Red 
River C o m m u n i ty  Co l lege  a n d  t h e  U n i vers i ty  of 
Manitoba are going to be jeopardized by the fact that 
th is Min ister has not worked to sign a new Northern 
Development Agreement. 

We believe, and I believe, that we are sl id ing ever 
so quickly backwards when it  comes to Native and 
aboriginal education. If we have the i mposition of E-
1 2  Guidel ines as the way they are d rawn up today, 
without consultation with Native people I should say, 
then it is one nai l  in the coffin ,  one addit ional denial 
of rights and access to education.  If we do not see a 
renewal of Northern Development Agreements, half of 
the money from wh ich  goes to H u man Resou rce 
Development, goes towards training of nurses, social 
workers, c iv i l  technolog ists ,  resource people and 
doctors -( Interjection)- Yes,  I attended the graduation 
of the first Native doctor in  the Province of Manitoba. 
Then, that is  the second nai l ,  that is another step 
backwards. 

* ( 1 1 40) 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I was d isappointed . I want to 
say categorically when the Liberal Education Critic (Mrs.  
Yeo) said on Wednesday at the University of Winnipeg, 
no, the Liberals do not support a northern university. 
I want to tell you if the Leader of the Opposition (Mrs.  
Carstairs) bel ieves that post-secondary education is so 
i mportant to Native people, they have to have access 
to it. More i mportantly, they have to be a part of an 
institution where they have some say, where they have 
some power, where they are in power. That is part of 
the provincial responsibi l ity. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, we know that th is issue is not 
going to be won or lost based on the resolution of E-
1 2 ,  but we are cal l ing today for a moratorium on those 
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guidelines. When I say we, I hope we mean al l  Members 
of this Chamber. I hope that this debate will spark an 
interest, particularly on the Government's side, because 
t h ey h ave a l arge share of the  respons i b i l i ty  i n  
addressing the question of equal access t o  educational 
opportunities, whether it is  the public school or the 
elementary system or post-secondary. I hope it wi l l  open 
their eyes to the whole range of issues when it comes 
to train ing.  

The Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) was 
one of those who was critical of our inclusion of a 
northern preference for hir ing and train ing with respect 
to the Limestone project. They were critical of the 
northern preference. We have to give every possible 
avenue to Northerners, to northern Native people, to 
a b o r i g i n a l s ,  t o  educat ion  and t ra in i n g ,  not j ust  
u niversities, but col leges, train ing for  ski l ls ,  semi-ski l ls .  

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member's t ime 
has expired. 

M r. Storie: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I appreciate the 
opportunity and I hope that we can unanimously pass 
th is resolution. 

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Training): M r. Deputy Speaker, I am very pleased to 
be able to rise and participate in this debate this 
morning. Certain ly, I have to acknowledge that th is is  
not  a partisan political debate. Rather it is  a publ ic 
issue which needs to be addressed . I am happy that 
th is Cham ber has seen fit to address this in unison so 
that perhaps something positive can occur out of the 
efforts that are being made today by the Native people, 
who are d isplaying their frustration with regard to the 
cutbacks in  support to post-secondary education for 
Native Manitobans and Native Canadians. 

Aboriginal people or Native people are not asking 
for anything more than most of us would  want for 
ourselves and for our chi ldren. They want an opportunity 
to an education and they want that opportunity to an 
education so they can contribute fully to society, so 
they can become employed , so that they can become 
successfu l in  their communities and in Manitoba. They 
want to be equal partners, to share equally in the wealth 
and the opportunities of our province. They want to 
be able to be responsible and to be able to stand up 
with the rest of  us in  society and say that they are truly 
equal partners i n  the development of the resources of 
our province and in  the development of the society of 
Manitoba. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, how do they get there? Wel l ,  
certainly they can never get there if they are not 
provided the opportunity for an education. I l l iteracy 
has become an important issue in the Native community 
because it has always been there. It is there by a larger 
degree than it is in the rest of society. We must address 
that issue. We can only address that issue by making 
sure t h at program m i n g  i s  avai l a b l e  t o  those 
communities where that programming is needed. Much 
of th is programming is needed in the remote northern 
communities of our province. It  makes no sense to 
offer that programming where the people do  not l ive. 
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I, as a teacher, worked with the Native community 
some 16 years ago. Working in  a school setting where 
we had chi ldren from Kindergarten through Grade 9, 
I could  not help but notice that in  the Kindergarten, 
in  Grade 1 and in  the primary grades, those l ittle 
chi ldren, whether they were Native or whether they were 
non-Nat ive, d id  not d istinguish in the d ifferences. They 
woul d  roll around in the classroom ,  romp over one 
another, and it did not matter whether you were Native 
or whether you were white. 

But when you got to about the Grades 4 or 5 level ,  
there appeared to be d ifferences, M r. Deputy Speaker. 
The differences, as far as I could determine, resulted 
not because t here were vast d i fferences in t h ese 
chi ldren and their aspirations and their hopes and the 
things that they wanted to do,  but the difference was 
that these people, the Native people, came from a 
surrounding,  an environment, which d id not al low them 
to have the things that perhaps the non-Native chi ldren 
had. The reason they could n ot have these things, M r. 
Deputy Speaker, was because their parents were not 
g iven the opportunity to an education and to be able 
to contribute to society and, yes, take from society 
what society owed them. I feel there has been a g reat 
injustice done to the Native people of this province 
and of this country because they have not been able 
to participate fully i n  the opportunit ies that we should 
have afforded them. 

So, M r. Deputy Speaker, I support th is debate. I 
support the move by the Native people of this province 
in taking this caravan across the country and making 
sure that the federal Government begins to understand.  
I t  i s  not  just good enough to crit icize, regardless of  
what the stripe of  that federal Government is. I t  is  not  
good enough just to crit icize and say, wel l ,  why are 
they not doing this and why are they not provid ing this.  
I th ink it  i s  i mportant to make them understand why 
they shoul d  contribute, why they should support t hese 
programs. 

I attended an ACCESS graduation program two days 
ago where we had a handful of 1 8, only 1 8  students 
were be ing  honoured .  G raduates of the N at ive 
community were being honoured at the U niversity of 
Man itoba for their achievement. I t  was a beautiful 
occasion because we had the u niversity community 
come out and also give some expression of support 
and congratulations for the students who had achieved. 
The students themselves stood up and said a few words. 
Each one of them who spoke indicated how thankful 
they were because they were afforded the opportunity 
to get an education and now were going to be able to 
contribute and be able to bring their fami l ies along so 
that their fami l ies-there was a hope for their famil ies 
to be able to achieve the things that al l  of us want to 
achieve for our chi ldren. 

That is touching,  Mr. Deputy Speaker, because those 
l ittle chi ldren do not want any more but they should 
not have any less than any one of us want for our 
chi ldren. I spoke to the d irector, who is Native herself, 
and she expressed the tragedy that exists out there 
because they are only al lowed such a small number 
of people to enter the ACCESS program because of 
the funding.  Somehow we, as people of this province, 
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have to band together and ensure that the opportunities 
are afforded to these people, to the Native people of 
this province, so that down the road they wi l l  be able 
to be the doctors, the lawyers, the professionals, the 
businesspeople, the educators. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Chair. )  

One of the other sad things at that graduation was 
that the staff were introduced, M r. Speaker, at the 
ACCESS graduation. To my d ismay, the support staff, 
the academic counsellors, there were no Native people 
in those positions. The only Native person was the 
d irector. The rest were non-Native. It  is long past time 
that we began to employ those ind ividuals in those 
positions. 

We should not be creating separate l itt le un its for 
the educational opportunities for these people because, 
when these Nat ive people graduate, they should be 
standing side by side by the rest of us on that graduation 
stage, so that they receive their d iplomas together with 
the rest of society, so they are not segregated into 
separate schools, into separate organizations where 
t h ey are g iven a separate cert i f i cate for the i r  
achievement. 

They need the supports, it  is true, because they do 
not have the resources to be able to send their youth 
to the universities. So they need the additional supports. 
They need the  ad d it iona l  resources for, perhaps,  
upgrading because they have not had the opportunit ies 
of an educational program that many of us have had. 

* ( 1 1 50) 

Yes, M r. Speaker, I support this resolution and I 
encourage that others get up and support it as wel l .  
I thank  those who have lent their comments to th is 
debate today. I guess especially I have to acknowledge 
the comments that were made by the Member for 
Rupertsland (Mr. Harper), because he is  a member of 
that community and probably knows better than any 
of us  the anguish that his people feel because of the 
fact that they have not been g iven the opportunity. 

So I have to tell you that as the Minister of Education 
for th is Government, I fully support th is kind of move. 
We, as a Government, are going to do everything we 
can to make sure that we provide those opportunities 
for those people. We have begun ,  Mr. Speaker, I have 
to tell you this,  in that we are provid ing more training 
for the North, in the North ,  because that is  where it 
s h o u l d  be. We s h o u l d  n ot be tak i n g  t h e  people 
necessari ly out  of  northern Manitoba, plucking them 
out of their communit ies and bringing them into a city 
sett ing,  which is foreign to many of them, and trying 
to i mpose upon them the society values perhaps that 
they are not accustomed to. 

For that reason, we have to find innovative ways, 
perhaps ways which have not been approached before 
to make sure of not just un iversity programming, but 
programming for un iversities, for community colleges. 
That is  why we have moved to ensure that ,  for example, 
the Keewatin  Community Col lege in The Pas, which 
has been there for some time and has not been used 
very effectively in the past, becomes ut i l ized more 
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effectively for provid ing programming not only to the 
people of The Pas but for the people in  Thompson and 
al l  the other northern Native communities that exist in 
northern Manitoba. 

So, Mr. Speaker, i n  conclusion I have to say, thank 
you for the opportunity i n  rising today and being able 
to contribute to this very i mportant debate, and I look 
forward to other comments which maybe led to this 
debate. Thank you .  

Mr. Herold Driedger (Niakwa): M r. Speaker, it  is also 
my- I do not wish to use the word "pleasure" because 
it  does not give me pleasure to speak on something 
whereby we are addressing a negative. Normal ly, you 
speak with pleasure when you are trying to praise 
something, and here we are dealing with an issue where 
an obligation that has been undertaken by the federal 
Government is one that is not being l ived up to anymore. 

I th ink it  does us wel l  for us to take a look at what 
this obligation actually means. When this obl igation
and we are talking now of the obl igation of offering 
education,  and that is the only term that was used in 
the Treaties, offering education to our Native people, 
to our aborigi nal people, when the Treaties were first 
d rawn up. Many of these agreements were d rawn up 
after, when western movement was coming across 
Canada from the people from Europe, that the federal 
Government felt it may come to agreements to make 
negotiations with the Native people l iving here. So the 
decisions were reached that by a negotiated agreement 
the Indians would move to one part of the country and 
basically give up part of the country to the federal 
Government and subsequently to the provinces. 

In t h i s  part i c u l a r  agreement  in t h e  o b l ig at i o n ,  
frequently the negotiators a t  hand would say one th ing 
to get the people who were gathered around them to 
say yes to the terms of the negotiations, to the terms 
of the agreements. Then these same negotiators would 
go back to Ottawa and say, wel l ,  th is is  what we said ,  
but  since there was no written record and since there 
were no people to defend ,  to state that what they 
actually said meant this or  meant that, the federal 
Government was able to look at those terms and say, 
well ,  that is not actually what we meant. 

I think what we have in this particular cutback of the 
p ost-secondary e d u cat io n ,  we h ave a federa l  
G overn ment  t h at says,  we l l ,  we n ever d id  mean 
u n i vers i ty  educat i o n .  We n ever d id  mean post
secondary educatio n .  We were o n ly ta lk ing about 
something else. I t  is this "something else" that we need 
to examine because t imes change. There was no way 
that the negotiator who sat d own with the people i n  
Manitoba-and it was not Manitoba a t  t h e  t ime-to 
say that we are going to provide in Treaty 1 and in  
Treaty 2 ,  we are going to make this provision for 
education. There was no concept of what electronic 
education would mean. There was no concept of instant 
communication and yet we have that today. 

There was an impl ication in  the term "education " 
that this was going to be extended to the whole meaning 
of the word in  the way it  was meant then, and that 
brings me to the point then , why do we actually offer 
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education to anyone? Why do we offer education to 
our own people? Why do we offer education to Third 
World countries? Why do we offer education to anyone? 
Why does a society value education? The answer is 
very simple. I t  is only through education, through the 
collective adoption of the rules by which we l ive, the 
collective adoption of the opportunities, the collective 
adoption of the curricula that we actually move forward 
together, not separately, but together. I t  is this which 
has its roots in  the very earliest t imes. 

I may m isspeak myself in  my knowledge of h istory 
but it seems to me that one of the first efforts at trying 
to include al l  of society in  an educational d rive was 
made by the Etruscans or perhaps the Romans with 
the publ ication of the 12 tablets in  the main square. 
Al l  these 1 2  tablets said were these are the rules and 
these are the th ings you are going to be judged by 
and, if everybody knew those, you could then l ive i n  
that society comfortably. You would b e  able t o  know 
what was right and what was wrong . 

Our society has gotten one heck of a lot more 
complicated, a heck of a lot more complex. We can 
no longer  p u b l i sh 1 2  s i m pl e  ru les or 1 2  s i m pl e  
statements. We now must include a whole host, a whole 
raft of things which we have to include in  an impl icit 
promise and an impl icit obligation. I go right back down 
to the Treaties. I have read them, where we have s imply 
stated the federal Government provides an education 
for the people, the people that they were deal ing with, 
the Indian people, and impl icit i n  that term is now today 
post-secondary education.  We need to take a look at 
why post-secondary education. 

It  was referenced here earl ier that the people who 
need to train the people need to be aware of some of 
the concerns. I think Mr. Speaker's own forum yesterday 
where we had disabled people speaking to the enabled, 
if I may use that term, tel l ing us that only a person 
who is truly d isabled can tell you what would be right 
for him or her, not wanting a person who does not 
understand the problems from having experienced them 
to deliver a program or del iver a solution. 

For the same reason ,  we want to have Ind ian people, 
Metis people, Inuit people, the whole gamut of what 
we include in the term "aboriginal people" involved in  
the delivery of  programs, i n  the del ivery of  educat ion,  
i n  the del ivery of law, i n  the delivery of medicine. In  
al l  aspects, we want to have these people involved and 
you cannot do that, Sir, if you are going to cut back 
on the obl igations, on the kinds or the numbers of 
people you wi l l  let through. 

We have reached a stage where we here, in  the 
mainstream society, have pretty wel l  grown used to the 
concept of universality of university education. I t  is  so 
easy, we can actually have restrictions. However, among 
t h e  N at i ve com m u n ity, u n iversal i ty  of u n i vers i ty  
education is nowhere near the level at  which we have 
it in mainstream society and , consequently, we need 
to bring this average up. 

There is a disproportionate number of representation 
of the aboriginal community in all k inds of society that 
we cons ider  negat ive,  i n  the pr isons ,  on we lfare,  
unemployment, in the d ifferent reg ions of the country, 
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in the different regions of the province, but nevertheless 
it  is th is d isproportional ity which is not recognized when 
we say there is a d isproportionate representation of 
these same people in our un iversity institutions, in  our 
post-secondary institutions. It  is  that aspect that the 
federal Government must accept its responsib i l ity to 
redress and to address, and which we here in  the 
provincial Legislature must address at the level at which 
we can and which we are empowered to do. 

• ( 1 200) 

We must go further. I th ink the Min ister of Northern 
Affairs (Mr. Downey) referenced the fact that we have 
not done enough in  society to even educate ourselves 
as to what our obl igations are. I t  is in th is instance 
that we must go back in  h istory and start teaching in 
our own schools for al l  people, everyone to know that 
there is a pre-history in this country that pre-dates 
1 492, that pre-dates when the written word came here, 
and that was European written word not the Nat ive 
wr i t ten word . There was a h istory, t h e re was a 
contribution to this country before the white man came, 
a n d  t h at even s u bsequent  to t h at there were 
contributions made by our aboriginal people, by our 
Melis people, even into our own province and to the 
fact that this province would not exist if the Metis people 
had not done what they had done under Riel and 
actually stood up to the federal Government, which is 
perhaps what Manitoba is doing again.  This is something 
that we need to do. We have to even go further than 
just simply participating in this emergency debate. 

I think we, in  this Legislature, need to go further and 
perhaps by addressing my comments to be Minister 
of Culture and Heritage (Mrs. M itchelson) I might be 
able to suggest that the Native people's contribution, 
the Metis people's contribution and the Indian people's 
contribution to our country and to our province should 
be recognized prominently in our Legislature by plaque, 
by statue, whatever, and not put in  the back of the 
bui lding hidden by a fence, but rather something we 
can al l  be proud of here in the front for al l  people to 
see, because I th ink it takes al l  people to l ive, to co
exist. 

With that, I wi l l  conclude my remarks and just simply 
urge this Legislature to support this resolution. Thank 
you very much, M r. Speaker. 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): Today I th ink was one 
of those days I wi l l  remember as a Member of the 
Legislature, the day when al l  three Parties put aside 
political differences to agree on a motion of major 
i mportance. As we did that, I was struck by just the 
ambiance of this Legislature, these figures that we see 
d ay i n  and day out  represent i n g  just ice ,  western 
civi l izat ion.  The Native people of this province coming 
here to this Chamber, as they have done to the H ouse 
of Commons seeking justice and f inding - if you look 
at history that t ime and time again they have been 
denied justice, that all the great precepts, the principles 
of western civil ization have failed. 

I was struck by that because I really bel ieve, at this 
point in  time on this issue, that this society has failed 
Native people. We are dealing with a situation where 
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Native people signed Treaties as First Nations with 
Canada, Treaties that included the right to education. 
We are f inding today that the federal Government 
despite all the developments we have seen and al l  the 
talk of self-government and aboriginal rights, is  denying 
the fact that includes post-secondary education. 

We talk about justice. Is that justice? I have looked 
at situations just this past few weeks that really make 
me question what justice we have in society, personal 
incidents that have affected people in our society today . 
Last week, a school group from my own community 
of Thompson coming to the Legislature, f inding out just 
the day before, here they were on their first trip to 
Winnipeg in many cases. They had gone to a shopping 
m a l l  i n  Winn i peg , been detained , been harassed ,  
subjected to  what I consider to  be  absolutely d isgusting 
t reatment and I believe because of the fact that they 
were Native students. Is there any just ice in  that? 

I have seen people over the last few weeks. I have 
talked to people who are putting their entire family into 
financial burden to support members of that family who 
are attempting to go through post-secondary education, 
who are being denied now the very rights they should 
have under Treaty obl igations as Nat ive people. They 
are seeing their fami l ies having to face that burden. Is 
there any just ice in that, Mr. Speaker? 

Is  there any justice in  a society where Native people 
today face a situation that only 20 percent finish Grade 
1 2. On reserves, 19 percent of houses have two families 
l iving in those reserves. The unemployment rate is over 
35 percent of the working age populat ion,  is as high 
as 90 percent. The death rate is between two and four 
t imes the rate for non-Native people, suicide is three 
and four times the national average, infant mortality 
up  to the age of four weeks is 60 percent higher than 
the national rate. 

(Mr. Deputy Speaker in the Chair. )  

H ow can there b e  any justice in  Canada s o  long as 
these conditions prevail? That is what is sad, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, is we sit here in this Legislature day in and 
day out surrounded by these figures from western 
civil ization, talking so much about j ustice as do the 
Members of the House of Commons in  very much the 
same sort of at m osphere ,  the same h istor ic  
surroundings as  they s i t  there day in  and day out. 

H ow can we have al lowed this to happen in  Canada? 
It is  I think a credit to Native people that given all this, 
given the injustice, g iven the conditions they face, they 
are fighting back . That is why I remember this morning,  
not for the Chamber or d ignified surroundings, the 
h i stor ic  background of t h i s  Cham ber. W h at I w i l l  
remember are the  Native people themselves coming 
to this Chamber, despite al l  that has happened , st i l l  
having some hopes, some faith ,  that somewhere the 
system wil l  correct these injustices and particularly on 
this issue. 

What I was struck by was the fact that there were 
all ages of people here today, particularly young people, 
who in very many ways, whose future we are determining 
by our actions today. That is what I am struck by, 
whenever I talk to Native people, is the i mportance they 
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attach to young people and particularly to education. 
I was at a class yesterday, Native students, single 
parents as part of a sing le-parent job train ing program. 
What struck me was, despite the personal  d ifficulties 
many of those students have faced, just the commitment 
they have to getting an education,  to getting train ing,  
to getting a job. It  is a commitment that is  based very 
much on their chi ldren. 

I have had the opportunity, as an instructor for Inter
Universities North, to teach both in  Thompson and in 
Cross Lake, and I have been struck once again by the 
commitment to educat ion.  I have seen in my own 
community that many people have moved to Thompson 
for no other reason than the fact that their chi ldren 
can get a better education.  That was the prime reason 
why they moved to the community of Thompson. I am 
convinced that when Native people say they want their 
ful l  Treaty r ights, i t  is not an academic or a legal or a 
political argument. It s imply and clearly is a matter of 
justice. 

To my mind,  when I look at what they are asking for, 
when I look at all the injustice that has taken place i n  
this country i n  t h e  treatment o f  Native people, to ask 
that they simply have their Treaty rights after western 
civi l ization has treated them so poorly, taken away their 
land,  their l ivelihood, provided these types of conditions, 
i s  it really that much to ask that they should have their 
Treaty rights, that they should have the right of self
government? I say no and , in fact, I feel the struggle 
of Native people on this issue and the struggle of Nat ive 
people for self-government, the struggle of Native 
people for aboriginal rights as part of the Meech Lake 
Accord, I say that today we, in this Chamber, could 
have learned from Native people about what justice 
truly is. 

* ( 1 2 10)  

With that in  mind,  I th ink we should say clearly that 
by debating today, we are support ing the efforts of 
Native people. Today they are involved in a major ral ly. 
I know the Member for Churchi l l  (Mr. Cowan) and the 
Member for The Pas (Mr. H arapiak) who d id  wish to 
speak in  this debate, asked me to ind icate that they 
are out showing their solidarity for Native people today 
as part of this campaign .  I say we, as the Legislature, 
should join them in their efforts, support the caravan, 
support the protests, support the fast for learn ing and 
say to Native people, yes, we believe in  justice and we 
bel ieve in  the justice of your cause. Thank you, M r. 
Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Despite the fact that I 
had an opportun ity earlier today in Question Period to 
state very clearly and unequivocally on the record our 
Government's support for the Native people of Manitoba 
and indeed the aboriginal people of Canada as they 
oppose the capping and the reduction of funding 
avai lable to them at the post-secondary educational 
levels in  this country, I wanted to take a few moments 
just to speak i n  support of the efforts that are being 
put forward , the all-Party efforts that are being put 
forward to support our Native people in  this province. 

I have said on many occasions and many forums 
t h at I be l ieve t h a t  the best i nvestment  t h at any 
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Government makes is the investment that they make 
in  education and train ing.  I spent a good deal of my 
l ife in  the field of train ing and witnessed on many, many 
occasions how that investment in training paid d ividends 
for years and years, for an entire l ifetime to come. 

I h ave en joyed t h e  opport u n i t ies  in t rave l l i n g  
throughout Manitoba to meet many o f  the graduates, 
for instance, of my business college who took train ing 
at the post-secondary education level and applied that 
training into meaningful employment on behalf of either 
their bands, or in  many cases in  the private sector or 
in  Government positions. I k now that investment made 
in  their education at the post-secondary level ,  that 
train ing they received , resulted in  their abi l ity to lead 
a far more rewarding and productive l ife in  future. 

I have said this and I believe it, M r. Deputy Speaker, 
that the investment we make in education not only pays 
d ividends for the l ifetime of the individual , but oftentimes 
it  goes beyond into many generations. 

The fact of the matter is that I have seen in  my own 
experience people who have come to this country 
perhaps not speaking the language, people who have 
cultural d i fferences with the mainstream of our society, 
people who are disadvantaged in many, many ways, 
rise from the lowest levels of our society, social ly or 
economical ly, to the highest in one generation. Why? 
Because of an investment of their t ime, their energy, 
their abi l ity, and obviously some monetary investment 
by Govern ments and society in  education. 

Education is the most powerful tool that we have at 
our disposal to change d ramatically for the better the 
l ives of our aboriginal people. Therefore, M r. Deputy 
Speaker, I have absolutely no hesitat ion in  saying that 
investment must continue to be made for the Nat ive 
people of Canada at the post-secondary level. 

Agai n ,  i n  speak ing  a bout the opportu n i t ies that 
education provides and the th ings that we need most 
to help our aboriginal people, we need role models for 
them because for years and years-and it goes back 
to the early 1 960s-in  my interaction and knowledge 
of Native people in  the N orth ,  I was always struck by 
the fact that when you went up there most of the 
teachers were not only from other areas of the province, 
but in many cases they were from other areas of the 
country, went there and found a d isproport ionate 
number of the teachers had come from Maritime 
provinces, had come from other areas of the country 
to teach in  northern Manitoba. 

I t  struck me that what we needed were role models, 
people  who themselves were from t h e i r  l o cal 
c o m m u n i t ies who u n d erstood the c u l t u re ,  who 
understood the d ifferent needs, perhaps the value 
systems and al l  of the th ings that were so important 
in  ensuring that our Native people benefitted to a greater 
extent from their education. 

I longed for the day when we would see Native people 
themselves return to their homes and return to their 
communities and become teachers of the Native people. 
I was delighted in the late '70s and throughout the'80s 
to be very, very supportive of the BUNTEP program, 
Brandon University Native Teacher Education Program, 
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which has been so invaluable to our remote and 
northern communit ies in providing for them teachers, 
educators w h o  t h e m selves come from a N at ive 
background. I t  was a struggle, and that program 
required not only resources but tremendous support 
from people throughout the community and certainly 
from Governments, Mr. Deputy Speaker, to ensure that 
it continued . It was begun in the mid- '70s under the 
Schreyer administration. It  was carried on during our 
Lyon administration, and I know at that point in  time 
that our then Min ister of Education, the Honourable 
Keith Cosens, said that he was very committed to it .  
He believed very strongly in  it  and showed that by 
virtue of our continued support for it .  

I know that the former president of Brandon University 
spoke to me in the early'80s and said that all of us, 
as p revious Governments, should be proud of the fact 
t h at t hey had won an award , an In ternat iona l  
Universities Award,  for that particular program, for i t  
doing something to meet stated objectives that were 
so worthwhi le in both the social and an educational 
sense and for the effectiveness of that program and 
its abi l ity to train Native teachers and have them go 
back i nto their communit ies. 

We wanted , of course, to continue providing role 
models. I have always said that our young Native 
c h i l d re n ,  l i k e  a l l  c h i l d ren  i n  society, s h o u l d  be 
encouraged as much as possible to take advantage of 
all the educational opportunities. Good heavens, that 
is  why we make that investment as a Government, 
m i l l ions and mi l l ions, hundreds of mi l l ions of dol lars 
that go into our education system. We want that money 
to pay d ividends and we want all Manitobans and all 
their chi ldren to have the access and the advantage 
of that investment. That is why the former administration 
developed the ACCESS Program that encouraged 
Native c h i l d ren  t o  go i n to  further post-secon dary 
train ing,  a special funding for that opportunity for them 
to become d octors, lawyers, engineers, al l  of the 
professional d iscipl ines. 

I was very, very pleased to support that and very 
p leased to tell you that our Government not only 
cont inued that funding,  but has extended that funding.  
I say to you that I was very d isappointed as I went 
through material , for instance, on the Liberal election 
campaign of 1 988 to find that was an area specifically 
that  the L iberal Party r u n n i n g  for Government i n  
Manitoba had targeted a s  a cut, $800,000, from that 
special educational ACCESS funding for post-secondary 
t r a i n i n g  of o u r  N at ive students  to go i n to t h e  
professions, t o  go into those highly special ized fields 
of endeavour that create the role models, that create 
the incentive and the opportunity for our young Native 
people to want to go further and improve their l ives. 
That was to be cut by the Liberal Party running for 
office in  Manitoba, th is same Liberal Opposition that 
is now attempting to somehow offload criticism on 
somebody else's decisions. 

The Member for Wolseley (Mr. Taylor) suggests that 
it is selective quoting. It is in black and white. It is i n  
the Winnipeg Free Press of  Apri l  6. I t  is in their pol icy 
document. 

Here it is, M r. Deputy Speaker. I wi l l  read it from 
their pol icy document: "The Department of Education 
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announced an $800,000 ACCESS Program for our 
u n iversities. A Liberal Government, by putting more 
funding d irectly into the hands of the universit ies, 
b e l i eves t hese i n st i t u t i o n s  w i l l  n ow h ave the  
independence to  establish their own ACCESS Programs 
and, therefore, this grant can be el iminated . "  The fact 
of the matter is that these universities, these institutions, 
d i d  not in the past provide that kind of ACCESS fund 
and would not in  the future, were it not targeted 
specifically for that purpose. 

I have had the d iscussions with people from the 
u niversities, in  the admin istration, and without i t  being 
targeted it would not be spent there. That would not 
be a priority that they would choose on behalf of their 
institutions. This is an instance in  which Government 
has to put its money where its mouth is,  has to show 
the courage of its convictions and has to say that this 
i s  a priority. The Liberals, of course, would not do that. 
The Liberals would cut off the funding to our aborig inal 
people, to our Nat ive students, and that is their kind 
of leadership i n  this regard. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!  

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable 
First M inister has the floor. 

M r. F i lmon: T h a n k  you , M r. Deputy Speaker. I n  
conclusion, I want t o  ind icate that our Government 
stands firmly and strongly i n  support of the aborig inal 
people of Manitoba and throughout Canada in  their 
opposition to the new E- 1 2  Guidel ines which would 
have the effect of  reducing the avai labi l ity of  funding 
for our N at ive peo p l e  to  go i nt o  p ost-secondary 
education. We bel ieve it is a priority, we believe it is  
of utmost importance and we are firmly committed to 
supporting their efforts in  ensuring that they continue 
to have funding for their needs at a post-secondary 
level .  

* ( 1 220) 

Mrs. Iva Yeo (Sturgeon Creek): I wi l l  try and keep 
my remarks as apolit ical as possible because it was 
my understanding that was the agreement when we 
began to d iscuss this.  There are several things that I 
would certainly l ike to say in response to some of the 
slurs that were thrown across the floor in  the last few 
moments, but I wi l l  choose to save that for some other 
t ime. 

Albert Einstein said ,  "To study g ives us an enviable 
opportunity to learn . "  When I prepared a study ski l ls  
booklet in  my position in  my past l ife, I used a picture 
of A l bert E i n ste in  and t h at part icu l ar express ion 
underneath it to place in the front of  the book because 
I believe it to be so true that we are very fortunate that 
we i n d iv i d u a l s  i n  t h e  h u m a n  race h ave so many 
opportunities to learn , to  study. It is a tremendous right, 
a tremendous opportunity, and indeed it is certainly a 
tremendous responsib i l ity for those teachers and those 
learners as wel l .  

I have found,  when we heard about the denial of  
funding, that it was abhorrent to me.  As has been said 
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before, it  was a Treaty right for the aboriginal peoples, 
and I think that the aspect of the new policy that 
bothered me the most was the concept, M r. Deputy 
S peaker, of removing the possib i l ity for cont inuing 
funding should the student fai l .  

To m e ,  that  i s  a ter r i b l y  d iscr i m i natory 
recommendation in  the new pol icy. Are my chi ldren 
denied the right, if you will, to fai l ,  other than the fact 
that I would be very upset with them? As a matter of 
fact, one of my chi ldren did not make one of her subjects 
at university. I wi l l  tell you , the fai lure that she felt 
personally was a tremendous fail u re. She is  sti l l  at 
university. She is back tak ing other subjects. She has 
that right. How on earth can this r ight be denied our 
aboriginal peoples? I think the demoralizing effect of 
fai lure is enough ,  let alone the fact that these students 
would then have their funding taken from them. 

I h ave no o bject ion  whatever to t ighten ing  t h e  
administration o f  t h e  funding to be sure that t h e  funds 
are going to el ig ib le students. I d o  not think anybody 
can argue with that, that these students are in fact 
attending the universities and colleges. 

I was fortunate to have been a teacher in a nursing 
program. I taught for 1 2  years at the St. Boniface School 
for Practical Nurses, 1 00 students a year for 12 years, 
a s ign if icant n u m ber  of s tudents .  Of those 1 , 200 
students approx i mately, t h e re were m a n y, m a n y  
aboriginal students. I think of two in  part icular, Jul ie 
M atwic h u k  ( p h onet ic )  and S ha r o n  S i n c l a i r, two 
absolutely marvel lous young women. 

Sharon, in particular, I recall because she was a single 
mother with two young chi ldren and that gir l  worked 
tremendously hard. She was receiving fund ing from the 
federal Government and she had a very d ifficult t ime 
with the amount of money that she got to try and 
support those two young ch i ldren.  She worked very 
hard , she worked very d i l igently. She had to take t ime 
off from the program which was only 1 1  months long, 
but she sti l l  had to take t ime off because the stress 
was tremendous for her, but she came back and she 
finished and she is now working with her peoples and 
has bettered her own l ife and that of two very fine 
young people that she is raising i n  her home. 

We are pleased,  on this side of the House, to support 
the resolution that was placed on the table by the NOP, 
the emergency debate that the NOP House Leader (Mr. 
Ashton) presented to us today. H ow unfortunate, M r. 
Deputy Speaker, that as I look to my left , I see 1 2  empty 
chairs, not one single Member of the New Democratic 
Party. 

I would  l ike to say that th is position is not an 
acceptable posit ion -

Hon. Donald Orchard (Minister of Health): On a point 
of order, Mr. Deputy Speaker. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: What is your point of order? 
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Mr. Orchard: M r. Deputy S peaker, without  being 
accused of any associat ion,  politically or otherwise, I 
th ink it would be important to reference the ru les i n  
terms o f  a n y  ind ication o f  presence in t h e  Chamber. 
That is not al lowed in the rules, and it is a long-standing 
rule of th is House. I wish you would draw that to the 
attention of the Honourable Member for Sturgeon 
Creek.- ( I nterjection)-

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Min ister is  
correct. I t  is not proper to refer to the presence or 
absence of any Member or Members. The Honourable 
Member for Sturgeon Creek (Mrs. Yeo) has the floor. 

Mrs. Yeo: I can see that the time is almost up,  Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, but I would l ike to end my statement 
with the thought that in March, at the time when al l  of 
the hunger strikes in  Ottawa were taking place, several 
people in my constituency d id  a door-to-door pol l  and 
asked education issues, and then at the end we said ,  
are there any other concerns? I was really impressed 
with the support that the people of Sturgeon Creek 
had for the pl ight of the aboriginal peoples. Without 
any prompting on the part of any of us, there was 
support for the need for post-secondary education for 
the aboriginal peoples, or in fact enhancing the support 
that they get because if one were to look at the cost 
of the alternative to educating the aboriginal peoples, 
the cost in  the prison systems-and there have been 
people who have said and the aboriginal peoples 
themselves have said that if in fact these people are 
not educated and g iven the opportunity to go to centres 
of h igher learning, that they may well end up committing 
various crimes and ending up in  our penal institutions. 

The cost of welfare is a tremendous cost . How much 
better it is to help these ind ividuals become motivated, 
productive people in our society. Thank you, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The hour being 1 2:30 p .m. ,  
according to the Rules, this H ouse is now adjourned 
and remains adjourned until 1 :30 p .m. ,  Monday next. 

ERRATA 

On Monday, May 29,  1 989, Hansard Vol .  78,  M r. 
Guizar Cheema (Ki ldonan), in his reply to the Throne 
Speech,  was incorrectly transcribed in  two places on 
page 1 93.  The corrections are as follows: 

(a) Paragraph 2, right-hand column,  last sentence: 
"We have talked about the Health Advisory Network 

and this is a major fau l t ."  

(b) Paragraph 3, right-hand column, second sentence: 
"The Min ister of Culture (Mrs. Mitchelson) stood up 

in this House and she thinks there is a big pot and 
that pot is continuing to grow and they can solve 
everything with that. " 




