
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Wednesday, October 18, 1989. 

The House met at 1:30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 

PRESENTING REPORTS BY 
STANDING AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

Mr. Harold Gilleshammer (Chairman o f  Committees): 
M r. Speaker, I beg to present the Second Report of 
the Standing Committee on Industrial Relations. 

M r. C lerk (Wi l l iam Remnant) :  Y o u r  Stan d i n g  
Committee o n  Industrial Relations presents the following 
as their Second Report: 

Your committee met on Tuesday, October 10, 1 989, 

I at 10 a.m.,  in Room 255, and Tuesday, October 17 ,  
1 989, a t  1 0  a . m . ,  in  Room 254 o f  the Legislative Bui lding 
to consider Bi l ls referred.  

Your committee heard representations on Bi l l  No.  
54 -The Highway Traffic Amendment Act (5); Loi no 
5 modifiant le Code de la route, as follows: 

M r. H arvey Po l lock - Cit izens Against  I m p a i red 
Driving. 

Your committee has considered Bi l l  No.  54 -The 
Highway Traffic Amendment Act (5); Loi no 5 modifiant 
le C ode de la route, and has agreed to report the same 
with the following amend ments: 

MOTION: 

THAT Section 15 be struck out and the following 
su bstituted: 

15 . Subsection 263.2(6) is amended: 

(a) by a d d i n g  " I n  a review u n d e r  t h i s  
section," before "The registrar"; 

(b)  in Clause (a), by strik ing out "or other 
i n format ion  acc o m p anyi n g  t h e  
appl ication" a n d  substituting "and any 
other relevant i nformation"; and 

(c) in c l a use ( d ) ,  by st r i k i n g  out "the 
evidence" and substituting " in addition 
to matters referred to in  clauses (a), (b) 
and (c), any relevant evidence" .  

A l l  o f  which is respectfu l ly submitted . 

Mr. Gilleshammer: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by 
the Honourable Member for G iml i  (Mr. Helwer), that 
the report of the committee be received. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern and Native 
Affairs): M r. Speaker, I would like to make a ministerial 
statement and I have copies for the Members of the 
Opposit ion. 

M r. Speaker, I am please to announce today the 
G overn m e n t ' s  a p p roval of  some $5 0 0 , 000 from 
Lotter ies reve n u e  to enable t h e  Departments of  
Northern Affairs, and Culture, Heritage and Recreation 
t o  j o i nt ly  de l iver a two-year N o rthern  Rem ote 
Community Recreation Program. 

My colleague, the Honourable Bonnie M itchelson, 
Minister of Culture, Heritage and Recreation and I are 
proud to participate in this joint program to stimulate 
recreational opportunit ies in  northern Manitoba. 

The need for increased northern recreation was 
clearly identified at a Remote Communities Recreation 
Conference held i n  Thompson in March of 1 989. 

N orthern res i d ents ,  com m u n ity l eaders and 
representatives from Native organizations identified at 
t h at conference t h e  need for  leaders h i p  at t h e  
community level to motivate northern residents to 
participate more fully in sports and recreation activities. 

My Government believes recreation is a positive 
influence in the development of youth as increased 
opportunity for recreation wil l  bui ld leadership skil ls 
and motivate people of al l  ages to pursue leisure-time 
act iv i t ies that are both enjoyable and personal ly 
satisfying. 

My Government also recogn izes the need for local 
leadership to organize recreation programs and to offer 
communities a d iversity of activities to meet their 
individual needs. To provide this leadership at the 
c o m m u n ity leve l ,  my G overnment  is proposing to 
employ eight recreational d i rectors to organize ful l  
community participation in  recreational programs and 
to ensure these programs reflect the diverse needs of 
the region. My department wil l  administer the two-year 
program and wil l  be responsible for placement of the 
d irectors and sett ing of local recreation committees, 
w h i l e  the Department  of  C u l t u re ,  Her i tag e  and 
Recreation wi l l  be responsible for  providing train ing.  

There are three fundamental principles on which th is 
program will be based .  First, the communit ies wi l l  
participate fully in the hiring and program development. 
The second criteria is that the program will be flexible 
and adaptable to ensure that it reflects the d iversity 
of the needs of the northern communities. 

F ina ll y, my G overnment i s  a i m i n g  for long-term 
community involvement and comm itment to future 
recreational programs in the North .  

M r. Speaker, I would l ike to as wel l  add that we have 
with us today a former N H L  hockey player in the person 
of M r. J im Neilsen,  who is visiting us in the gallery, who 
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wil l  as well· be carrying out other recreational activities 
with the northern and Native youth. 

Mr. Herold Driedger (Niakwa): I am pleased to respond 
to this statement. I am encouraged by the fact that we 
have here a program that has been a long-standing 
necessity. We know t h at t h e  remote nor thern  
communities have m any youth who need recreational 
activity, who need to be involved in organizational 
sports. This is a program that can develop leadersh i p  
abi l ity and can promote t h e  m otivation, a s  the Minister 
has acknowledged. 

I notice also in  the statement he made that some of 
the lottery revenues that have been collected are 
returning back to some of the people who do contribute 
much to this kind of activity for raising revenues. This 
is encouraging and I am pleased to recognize that th is  
is done. 

I also noticed that they did reference the fact that 
they are going to be gett ing community involvement 
in the h i ring p rogram and i n  the development. I trust 
this wil l  also mean that the people who will be h i red 
wil l  be Northerners and that the training provided will 
be for future development of the same kind of ski l l  
development that the program itself is  supposed to 
init iate in  the youth.  This will also be done in  the part 
of the program that is bringing the leadership to t hat . 
In that respect I am pleased th is program has been 
introduced . It reflects of course the fact that it is 
necessary. 

I would l ike to see that some of the same kind of 
thinking goes on into some of the economic activities 
that take place in  these northern communities, because 
much of this recreational need is as a result of the fact 
that other areas, other th ings are u nable to be done 
and consequently employment too should be one of 
the highest criteria, h ighest objectives of this particular 
Government. 

Mr. Elijah Harper (Rupertsland): I am pleased to hear 
the Minister of Northern Affairs ( M r. Downey) announce 
this program. We are in favour  of such a program. 

However, there are a lot of programs that have been 
d iscontinued by this Government, changed criteria for 
the people in  the North, such as the Jobs Fund. We 
had a $2 mi l l i o n  program i n  whi c h  many  of  t h e  
communities, such a s  Garden H i l l  Band, were denied 
some funds for job creation. 

* (1340) 

Also under the N OA, we are very concerned about 
the progress of the N OA in  which many of these things 
would be negotiated to cost share the development in 
our north . I bel ieve the Min ister is  not doing enough 
to ensure  t hat t h e  federa l  G overnment  has t h at 
responsib i l ity and I do not know whether this program 
includes the northern reserves to be able to participate 
in this program. If  they are, how many dollars are they 
looking at? It seems to me that $500,000 for a two
year period is not enough.  As the Minister had indicated, 
we have a lot of u nemployment and he know that the 
employment situation runs as h igh as 90 percent in  

those communities. We have a lot  of  issue that th is  
Minister has bungled including Treaty Land Entit lement, 
the urban-Native strategy. I bel ieve some of those 
programs l i ke LAPD in which L imestone Aborig inal 
program contributed about $350,000 for the training 
of youth ,  I do not know whether th is Government is 
continuing that process. 

I have some q uestions and with th is response that 
I am gett ing from the Min ister I do not know whether 
I wi l l  get anything.  If I go on for two years, I am sure 
he would g ive me the same answer. 

I welcome this opportun ity to have some funds, it is 
not a new idea. It is an idea which I started in the 
Department  of Northern Affai rs  to provide some 
recreation funding in the North .  So it is not someth ing 
new that this Government has brought up. Thank you, 
M r. Speaker. 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I have a brief statement 
that I would  like to make to the House, Mr. Speaker. 
I have copies for the Opposit ion.  

There are reports today that federal Communications 
Min ister M arcel Masse plans to introduce legislation 
t o m orrow t h at w i l l  g ive the federal  G over n m ent  
regulatory control over provincially owned telephone 
uti l ities. Such a move would take away local control 
and autonomy from the Manitoba Telephone System 
and all of its ratepayers. 

M r. S peaker, th i s  is a n  u n p recedented federal  
intrusion into provincial jurisdiction. It is a d irect assault 
on the Prairies and a direct assault on our rural 
communities. 

Regional sensitivity is essential in  regulat ing any 
pub l icly-owned body such as M an itoba Telephone 
System, which is mandated to serve all Manitobans 
regardless of where they choose to l ive in  this province. 
As s u c h ,  provi n c i a l  respons i b i l i ty for 
telecommunications is  essential to protect consumers 
and to ensure telephone rates are sensitive to the needs 
of smaller and rural communities. 

It is o u r  u nderstan d i ng t h at u n der the federal  
G over n m e n t ' s  p lan,  t h e  P u b l i c  Uti l i t i es Board of  
Manitoba wil l lose a l l  o f  its rights to  regulate a Manitoba 
Crown Corporation and as such, remove the opportunity 
for Manitobans to be involved in managing the company 
which they rightfully own. 

As Premier  of M a n i t o b a  I am shocked and 
d isappointed that the federal Government apparently 
has deemed it appropriate to exercise its regulatory 
m u sc le  at t h e  expense of M an i t o b a  Te l e p h o n e  
customers. 

M r. Speaker, this flies i n  the face of a recent Supreme 
Court of Canada decision involving Alberta Government 
Telephones. The Supreme Court ruled that telephone 
companies owned by the t h ree pra i r ie  provinc ia l  
Governments enjoy C rown i mm u nity from federal 
jurisdict ion.  The federal Government has now deemed 
it appropriate to override the paramountcy of Crown 
immunity and take over regulatory control of Manitoba 
Telephone System . 

M r. Speaker, the federal Min ister gave his word to 
this Government that there would be consultation before 
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such action �ould be considered . No such consultation 
has taken place.- ( interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Member 
will have an opportunity to get his remarks on the 
record. The Honourable the F i rst M inister. 

Mr. Filmon: There has been no consultation to address 
the concerns of ordinary Manitobans who depend on 
their provincial telephone system and who now through 
carefu l  management of the Crown corporation enjoy 
a mong the lowest telephone rates i n  the country. Under 
the federal plan,  as we understand it ,  these rates wil l  
be jeopardized with rates set by a regulatory body far 
removed from the realities and sensitivities of Manitoba. 

I, as P r e m ie r, a long  w i th  my M i n ister  of 
Telecommunications, the Honourable Glen Findlay, wi l l  
not  accept t h i s  u n i l ateral  act i o n  by the federa l  
G overnment. I n  t h e  i n terests of p rotect i n g  a l l  
Manitobans, our Government- my Ministers and 1-
will f ight this decision with whatever means we have � at our d isposal including legal act ion.  

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
We too were shocked to learn th is  morn ing  that 
leg i s lation was a l ready d rafted and ready for 
presentation in  the H ouse of Commons tomorrow on 
the Railways Act, which would in  fact impinge severely 
upon the abi l ity of the Manitoba Telephone.System and 
the Publ ic Util ities Board in the Province of Manitoba 
to carry out their mandate as p resently legislated. 

We are p leased that the Premier has f inally stood 
up  to h i s  federal  counterparts on somet h i n g  that  
impacts on the Province of Manitoba. We certainly have 
heard l ittle of anything on VIA, little of anything on UIC,  
l ittle of anything on base closures, little of anything on 
grains payments, l ittle of anything on GST from the 
Government; but more importantly, Mr. Speaker, we 
want to know where the Cabinet Ministers, representing 
the same political Party as the Premier of this province, 
have been while this legislation was presented to 
Cabinet and so is now in the position that it is ready 

• to be presented to the people of Canada? Where was 
, Jake Epp? Where was Charlie M ayer? Where is there 

no abi l ity from our federal Conservative Members of 
Parliament and Cabinet to stand up to the needs of 
Man itobans. 

M r. Speaker, the M an itoba Telephone System and 
the Public Uti l it ies Board must have the abi l ity to 
cont inue with the mandate of service. Local service at 
local service rates wil l  be severely impacted by this 
decision of the federal Government. It is intolerable, 
it is unacceptable and let us m ake sure that this 
ministerial statement by the Premier today is not the 
only action he takes. 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
Mr. Speaker, it is  a disgrace that has happened to the 
Province of M anitoba and western Canada with the 
announcement by the federal G overnment today. I 
would remind Members of this Chamber that w hen the 
original court decision came out, we warned the people 
of Manitoba and western Canada that this would be 

the inevitable result because that was the action the 
federal Tories wanted to take, and roll the tape back, 
what the M in ister said with the court decision, and roll 
the tape back, what the Premier said: oh, this is a 
good decision for Manitoba; oh,  this wil l  not hurt us 
at al l ;  oh,  the NDP is scaremongering. Roll the tape 
back because three to four weeks ago this Government 
should have got in and fought for western telephone 
systems ,  n o n - p rof i t  systems t h at h ave brought  
telephones to the  North, to the  farms and provided the 
lowest rates in  North America-not today. 

M r. Speaker, we implored the Government then to 
get involved and these last minute f ights are not going 
to work. You have got to be f ighting from the day the 
gun is rung in  terms of the f ight-back campaign. You 
cannot surrender at the last minute as this Government 
does. Oh, yes, they wil l  send out a press release, and 
they wi l l  bring it up at the F i rst M inister's conference 
but nothing is happening. We are losing every battle. 

Rural western Canada is being destroyed. It is the 
post off ices in  rural M an itoba, in western Canada, it 
is  VIA Rai l ,  it is Rural Economic Development grants. 
This country is destroying the regions. The publ icly 
owned telephone system is just part of the break of 
our i nfrastructure and our qual ity of l ife in  this country. 
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I n  c o n cl u s i o n ,  we sat a n d  f o u g h t  w i th  F lora 
M acDonald unti l  three i n  the morning to stop the 
takeover of the telephone system by the federal 
Government. We fought against F rancis Fox when the 
Liberals wanted to do the same thing in  terms of 
deregulating the Canadian telephone system. 

I believe ·it is essential to f ight this as much as we 
can, because the inevitable results wi l l  be that rates 
wil l  go up 40 to 50 percent on the f i rst step of the loss 
of our Telephone System with federal regulation and 
a dereg u l ated f ree t rade North  Amer ican 
telecommunications environment. 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond (Minister of Labour): I have 
a ministerial statement, Mr. Speaker. 

Tod ay is the  60th ann iversary of Person' s  Day. 
Person's  Day marks the f irst off icial recognition of 
women as having rights and privi leges as "persons" 
in society. 

Last year my colleague, the H onourable Charlotte 
Oleson,  as the then M inister responsible for the Status 
of Women, announced the Women's In it iative, and I 
had the pleasure of chairing that init iative. 

The Women's In it iat ive visited 24 communities in 
M anitoba and heard from over 1 ,000 women. The 
consulting committee submitted a report last March, 
on Internat i o n a l  Wo men' s  D ay, that  made 94 
recommendat ions. It is my pleasure to announce that 
the majority of those recommendations have been acted 
on or are in process today. 

We have heard major announcements that wil l  mean 
a revam ped and better funded wife abuse system that 
wi l l  see two crisis l ines being funded in the upcoming 
year and two new shelters being opened , one designed 
for aboriginal women and Osborne House's new facility. 
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We are seeing a court system ·that is becoming more 
sensitiw ·to the issues of domestic violence through 
train ihg 6f Crown prosecutors an .d judges. 

We have seen the introduct ion of a domestic violence 
tracking system that wil l  monitor domestic violence 
cases so any problems in the courts can be identified 
and corrected. 

We h ave seen  the d ecen tra l izat i o n  of my own 
department, the Manitoba Women's  Directorate, to The 
Pas and Portage la Prair ie so women can have better 
access to i nformation. 

We have seen education a11d train ing in it iatives of 
far reach i n g  p roport ions ,  d istance educat i o n ,  
augmentation o f  efforts t o  attract women into alternate 
occupations, and increases in such programs as Single 
Parent Job Access. 

We are in it iating programs that will make the exist ing 
systems more responsive to women. Beginn ing in  
January, single-parent fami l ies w i l l  have immediate 
access to the provincial social assistance program. 

We know that women 's issues have maintained a 
h igh profile. Issues are being treated with interest and 
concern as they are identified. 

we have heard the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) announce, 
at the request of Manitoba women in Government, an 
audit of the Civi l  Service, to identify any problem areas 
that may mean women do not have equ itable access 
to a l l  C iv i l  Serv ice jobs .  Th i s  G overnment  has 
maintained i ts  commitments that women are persons 
in Mahitoba and I would like to salute my women 
col leagues in the House and all women in Manitoba 
on . t� is Person 's  Day. 

Ms. Avis Gray (Ellice): Mr. Speaker, certainly we on 
this side of the House join with the Government i n  the 
celebration of Person's Day. We do not ,  however, quite 
have the same idea that in fact the recommendations 
of the Women's I n it iat ive have by and large been 
completed by th is Government. I th ink as we l isten to 
the M inister this afternoon speak about the programs 
that they have put in place, one sees that in  the area 
of some programs for women in regard to family 
violence, we have seen some moves. But there are a 
lot of other gaps in service and needs that were 
identified by women across the Province of Manitoba 
and those have not been addressed at al l  by this 
Min ister or by this Government. 

We waited for an implementation plan from the 
Women's In it iative team to be tabled in  this House. We 
have yet to see those recommendations. We have yet 
to see that plan and it is five months later, Mr. Speaker. 

We heard about the needs of women in rural Manitoba 
in regard to family counsel l ing services, services in  the 
area of mental health for women. We have yet to see 
any of those issues addressed . We sti l l  have the 
Women's  Post-Treatment Centre with wait ing l ists of 
one year in order for women to get service. We sti l l  
have the Fort Garry Women 's  Resource Centre with 
wait irig l ists of four months in  order for women to get 
service. We still have rural and northern Manitoba who 
do not even have those resources. 

I th ink that for the Min ister to leave the i l lusion that 
they have moved far ahead in the area of the Women's 
In it iative and what those recommendationi; are, I say 
that they have not. We even have a situation where 
the shelters have got together for a conference and 
want to form a Man itoba coalition of shelters and the 
Government refused to send a representative, and at 
t h i s  po i n t  is n ot even recog n iz i ng  t h i s  val uab le  
organizat ion as  an  advocacy group o f  the shelter. So  
I ask the Government, Mr. Speaker, where really is their 
commitment to women and to women 's issue? 

They talk about an audit of the Civil Service and, 
yes, we welcome that audit. It wi l l  take a long t ime. It 
wi l l  take probably months and months and months, 
but in the meantime we have a Government who 
deliberately defies the civi l  servants and what is going 
on and what is going to happen in the short term. 

I n  summing up,  M r. Speaker, although we have seen 
some changes for wife abuse and in the shelter system, 
we have a Women's In it iative Report that dealt with 
many, many problems and very, very few of those issues 
have been addressed at al l .  

Ms. Judy Wasylycia-Leis (St. Johns): M r. Speaker, 
on behalf of my caucus I would l ike to recognize this 
special day, the 60th anniversary of the Person's Case 
pay tribute to those women who championed that cause 
back in the early 1 900s, the women by the names of 
Emily Murphy; Nell ie McClung; Louise McKinney; I rene 
Parleby and Henrietta Muir  Edwards, those women who 
championed the cause and fought a decision, a court 
rul ing that said women are persons in matters of pains 
and penalt ies but not persons i n  matters of rights and 
privileges. On that same note, I want to pay tr ibute to 
al l  the women of this province who have pioneered so 
much on behalf of women 's  equality and worked to 
achieve so much. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to admire the courage of this 
Government to stand up today and acknowledge 
Person's Day, acknowledge the 60th anniversary of th is 
h istoric development on the day after i t  has snubbed 
its noses at the chi ld care profession made up of over 
90 percent women and said that they are not worth 
more than the $ 1 5,000, $ 1 6,000 a year they earn for 
provid ing incredi ble service to this province, to this 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, not only has th is Government snubbed 
its nose at the majority of women in the chi ld care 
profession, it has refused to act on every significant 
area facing women in  this province. It has studied the 
issues time and time again but refused to act. Not only 
has this Government refused to act on quality chi ld 
care and recognit ion for chi ld care workers, it has 
refused to move on pay equity legislation. Sixteen 
months or more this Government has been in power 
and it has sti l l  only said it is studying the question of 
extending pay equity to school boards, municipal ities 
and the private sector. 

Mr. Speaker, this Government two weeks ago tabled 
the report of the Advisory Council on the Status of 
Women which gave a scathing report card to this 
Government on every area of possible action for women. 
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It gave it a scathing report on day care, on pay equity, 
on the treatment of abused women in our justice system 
in terms of counsel l ing services for women, in terms 
of not a single penny going to women 's groups to help 
study the important issues of reproductive technolog ies, 
and the l ist goes on. 

* ( 1 400) 

Today, M r. Speaker, this Government has noth ing to 
be proud of. The women have nothing to be proud of, 
and I th ink if they are serious about celebrating the 
60th Anniversary of Person's Day, then they better put 
their money where their mouth is and start doing 
something on behalf of women and equality between 
women and men .  

TABLING OF REPORTS 

Hon. Edward Connery (Minister of Co-operative, 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs): M r. Speaker, it is • my pleasure to table the Annual Report of the Co
operative Promotion Board for 1 987-88. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

BILL NO. 61-THE CITY OF 
WINNIPEG AMENDMENT ACT (2) 

Hon.  Gerald Ducharme ( M i n i ster of Hous i ng )  
introduced , b y  leave, B i l l  No. 6 1 ,  The City of Winn ipeg 
Amendment Act (2); Loi no 2 modifiant la Loi sur la 
Vi l le de Winnipeg. 

BILL NO. 63-THE CONSUMER 
PROTECTION AMENDMENT ACT (3) 

Hon. Edward Connery (Minister of Co-operative, 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs) i ntroduced, by leave, 
Bi l l  No. 63, The Consumer Protection Amendment Act 
(3); Loi no 3 modifiant la Loi sur la protection du • consommateur. 

BILL NO. 64-THE BUSINESS 
PRACTICES ACT 

Hon. Edward Connery (Minister of Co-operative, 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs) i ntroduced, by leave, 
Bi l l  No. 64, The Business Practices Act; Loi sur les 
prat iques commerciales. (Recommended by H is Honour 
the Lieutenant-Governor) 

BILL NO. 65-THE 
FATALITY INQUIRIES ACT 

Hon. James McCrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) i ntroduced, by leave, Bi l l  No. 65, The Fatality 
Inquiries Act; Loi sur les enquetes medico-legales. 
( Recom mended by H i s  Honour  the L ieutenant
Governor) 
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BILL NO. 66-THE SUMMARY 
CONVICTIONS AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) introduced, by leave, Bi l l  No. 66, The Summary 
Convictions Amendment Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur 
les poursuites sommaires. 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

Mr. Speaker: Prior to Oral Questions, may I d irect 
Honourable Members' attention to the gal lery where 
we have from the Princess El izabeth School, th irty 
Grade 5 students under the d irection of Anne Brow. 
Th i s  school  is l ocated in the const i tuency of the 
Honourable Member for Minnedosa (Mr. Gi l leshammer). 

On behalf of all Honourable Members, I welcome you 
here this afternoon. 

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

Tartan Lake Mine 
Closure 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Mr. Speaker, my 
question is for the Minister of Energy and M ines (Mr. 
Neufeld). 

Today we have learned , as this Government has, that 
another 87 Manitobans wil l  lose their jobs as a result 
of the decision to close the Tartan mine near Flin Flon. 
This Min ister indicated in  the House two days ago, and 
I quote, the Tartan Lake mine may indeed close. How 
long has th is M inister known that this mine would close 
and what d id he do with that information, if anything? 

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines): 
M r. S peaker, the  p r i nc ip les of Tartan Lake m ine  
announced the closure today. I t  has been known in  the 
min ing community for some t ime that they were losing 
money. 

The cost of production for Tartan Lake mine gold is 
approximately $408 an ounce U.S. ,  not counting the 
capital write-offs. As we all know, gold sells  for about 
$365 an ounce U.S. today and for that reason Tartan 
Lake has closed. 

The ownership of Tartan Lake mine has changed 
recently. The new owners have ind icated that they want 
to fol low exploration for base metals. We encourage 
that because the greenstone belt in the Fl i n  Flon and 
Snow Lake area is rich in base metals and we do believe 
that if they continue exploration in that area they wi l l  
find  deposits that have not yet been located. 

Northern Communities 
Mining Closure Impact 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): The Minister indicates 
that the min ing community has known for some t ime. 
I assume that he has known for some time. 

M r. Speaker, again for the same Minister, what the 
M inister clearly knows and has known for some time 
as well is that with the closure of the Lynn Lake mine 
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and now this closure, the mining industry in this province 
is in trouble. What other communities in  northern 
Manitot>a are at risk of losing jobs? Perhaps he can 
fill his col leagues in  this time prior to the axe fal l ing 
so that the Government can be prepared to protect 
the people and jobs in northern Man itoba. 

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines): 
M r. Speaker, Tartan Lake mine does not represent an 
isolated community. The miners at Tartan Lake al l  come 
from the Fl in Fl,on area. I t  is not as though a community 
is closing up. · 

Some Honourable Members: Oh,  oh!  

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. 

Mr. Neufeld: M r. Speaker, it would  be u nfair of us to 
make comment of mines who are in danger of closing. 
The mines are publ icly traded corporations and if we 
were to start announcing on behalf of the owners of 
the mine that they were in danger of closing it would 
not be fair to the owners, it would  not be fair to the 
investors, it would not be fair to anybody at al l .  

* (14 10)  

Tartan Lake Mine 
Labour Adjustment Strategy 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Mr. Speaker, if th is 
Min ister does not th ink that those 87 employees are 
not going to have an effect on the community of Fl in 
Flon he better wake up. They are members of that 
community and it is going to have a very, very serious 
effect on that community. Did the M inister-we assume 
he has known for some t ime this closure was coming
take the t ime to walk  up  the ha l l  to h is col league, the 
Min ister of Labour (Mrs. Hammond) so that she could  
get some pro-active work i n  p lace in  the Labour 
Adjustment Branch that would protect these jobs and 
keep these people i n  Manitoba? 

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines): 
Mr. Speaker, the M inister of Labour (Mrs. Hammond) 
is aware of what is happening and was aware of what 
was about to happen at Tartan Lake and has been 
working and has continued to work in the i nterests of 
the miners at Tartan Lake. 

Tartan Lake Mine 
Labour Adjustment Strategy 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for St. James, 
with a new quest ion. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St.  James): I have a new question 
to the M inister of Labour (Mrs. Hammond). The job 
losses in  this province since this Government took office 
are now in the thousands. The Free Trade Agreement, 
the cal lousness and shorf-sightedness of the federal 
counterparts in Ottawa, arid now the impending GST 
which is going to severely affect this province have put 
this province in deep trouble· in terms of the labour 

environment and this Government is asleep at the 
switch. There is no more tel l ing evidence of that than 
the l ip service g iven by this M in ister to the labour 
adjustment  needs of t h i s  p rov ince.  The l etter 
announcing the closing states that operations wi l l  be 
suspended as soon as this can be accomplished . My 
question is-

Mr. Speaker: Wil l  the Honourable Member for St. 
James kindly put his question? 

Mr. Edwards: My question is-

***** 

M r. S peaker: Order, p lease. The H onourab le  
Government House Leader, on a point o f  order. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, the Honourable Mem ber for St. James is 
notorious in this House for his lengthy preambles, not 
only to his first questions but to all h is subsequent 
supplementary questions. I would ask that he be called 
to order and not al lowed to carry on with these lengthy 
preambles. 

Mr. Speaker: I would l ike to thank the Honourable 
Government House Leader. The Honourable Opposition 
House Leader, on the same point of order. 

Mr. Reg Alcock (Opposition House Leader): On the 
same point of order, M r. Speaker, the Government 
House Leader knows ful l  well the arrangements that 
have been made. The Member is speaking on a new 
question and considerable latitude has been al lowed 
the first questioners. 

Mr. Speaker: I would l i ke to thank both Honourable 
Members.- (interjection)- Order, please. The Honourable 
Member for St. James was just going to put his 
question. 

Mr. Edwards: What contact has this Minister had with 
the company and the union to ensure that a labour 
adjustment strategy is in  place and has done its job 
before these employees stop getting pay cheques, given 
that the lette( to the Min ister specifically states that 
t hese j o bs w i l l  be l ost as soon as t h i s  can be 
accompl ished? 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond (Minister of Labour): I th ink 
that the Member probably knows there is a period that 
a company has to g ive before people are laid off in 
this type of a situation, and that the labour adjustment 
un it-the staff have been in contact , they wil l  be in 
contact today. to see if they wish a labour adjustment 
unit started at the mine. 

Mr. Edwards: In fact that period in this case, by the 
advice of the company, wi l l  be 10 weeks. 

What are this M inister's department's specific plans 
to get up  to Fl in Flo.n and start job counsel l ing and 
start retraining procedures ·tomorrow given that this 
Government, by the admission of its Min i _ster of Energy 
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and M ines (Mr. Neufeld), has known for some time that 
this is coming? 

M rs. Hammond: Labour adjustment un its cannot go 
into a firm unti l  we have been formally notif ied that 
there is going to be a closure. There is a procedure 
that they go through,  and one of the areas that they 
have to do is that they have to survey the people who 
are going to be laid off to see what kind of help they 
need. We need to know their work background, the 
types of things that they need , what kind of retrain ing,  
and i t  is a very individual process and we wi l l  get moving 
on it immediately. 

***** 

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines): 
A point of order, M r. Speaker. 

M r. Speaker: The Honourable M inister of Energy and 
M ines, on a point of order. 

Mr. Neufeld: The Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) 
indicated that I had said that I knew they were going 
out of business. What I said ,  it was wel l- known in the 
m in ing community that they were i n  trouble, but there 
is a big difference between being in trouble and going 
out of business. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable M inister does not have 
a point of order. A d ispute over the facts -(interjection)
Order. Order, p lease. Are there Honourable Members 
wishing to carry on private conversations here? 

Labour Adjustment 
Industry Analysis 

M r. Speaker: The Honourable Member for St. James, 
with his final supplementary question. 

M r. Paul Edwards (St. James): M r. Speaker, finally 
this is for the M inister of Labour (Mrs. Hammond). In 
fact, the de Grandpre .Report indicates that labour 
adjustment branches i n  this country have to be pro
active and industry-specific. My question is :  what is 
th is  Government doing to in  fact be pro-active in  the 
area of labour  adjustment ,  and specif ica l ly, what 
i n dustry analyses have been done by the labour  
adjustment branch to prepare th is  province for  these 
increasingly common layoffs, given that the de Grandpre 
Report specifically mandates that they should be doing 
that now, and Manitoba is gett ing hurt worse than any 
province i n  this country? 

* (1420) 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond (Minister of Labour): M r. 
Speaker, to my honourable friend from St. James, as 
a m atter of fact the labour adjustment unit has been 
very successful in  relocating people i nto other trades 
or jobs. I would  like to say that we are very pro-active 
in the fact that the minute that we get a notice the 
department gets right in  touch with the employees and 
the employer and they get something immediately 
started . So they are working with the employees, with 
the employers, to make sure that they all get jobs. 

1969 

Manitoba Telephone System 
Jurisdictional Control 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, in the early' SOs when the Telephone 
System and its abi l ity to service Manitobans and 
western Canadians was threatened , there was a grass
roots m ovement deve loped w i th  G overn ments ,  
municipalit ies, consumers, seniors, other groups in our 
province, to.fight the possible takeover of the Telephone 
System by the federal Government, and to fight the 
deregulation and competit ive environment. 

My question to the First M inister (Mr. Filmon) is: has 
there been any strategy at al l  by this Government to 
fight the federal Government in  terms of its potential 
takeover of this Telephone System, and why has this 
Government not developed a grass-roots campaign so 
that we did not find ourselves with legislation that is 
proposed for tomorrow in  the House of Commons? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, the Leader 
of the New Democratic Party cont inues to promote 
their style of politics which is to gather pep ral l ies 
together to t ry and  create po l i t i ca l  suppo rt for 
themselves, but not to accomplish a purpose. Our 
purpose, Mr. Speaker, is to retain our jurisd ictional 
control over the Telephone System.- ( interject ion)-

Mr. Speaker: Order. 

Mr. Filmon: The New Democrats are not i nterested in  
hearing the answer. 

Mr. Doer: Mr. Speaker, yes, we are interested in the 
answer. Your  style is to surrender on every issue. You 
surrender on every issue instead of working with the 
people of Manitoba to stop these decisions. 

My question to the Premier is-he did not answer 
Vl(hY he did not develop a grass-roots campaign of 
Manitobans to fight this decision-did he d iscuss this 
issue and his objections, and our  Government's and 
people of Man i toba 's  o bject ions to any possible 
takeover, with the Pr ime M inister of this country in any 
d iscussions he had with the Prime M inister? 

Mr. Filmon: M r. Speaker, I can tell the Leader of the 
New Democratic Party that I made those objections 
clearly known to the Honourable Marcel M asse less 
than 10 days ago when he was in Winn ipeg. I can tell 
-(interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order. Order, p lease. The Honourable 
First Minister. 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, clearly the Leader of the New 
Democratic Party has no control over the rabble in his 
backbenches. They al l  want to go on with their rabble
rousing with no interest in  the issues of the day, with 
no concern about this serious issue to the people of 
M anitoba. They want to talk about pep ral l ies and 
d isorganized rabble around here. 

Mr. Speaker, that is not the issue before us. The issue 
is jurisdictional control .  My M in ister responsib le for 
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. .Telecommun icat ions  has met n ot on l y  wi t h  the 
Honourable Marcel Masse and expressed ourvery, very 
grave concerns and our total opposition to any move 
by 'the· federal· Government to take over jurisd iction . 
He has also met with and d iscussed the issue with h is 
counterparts in Alberta and Saskatchewan. I might say 
that a s imi lar announcement to the one that we made 
today is being made in  the Saskatchewan Legislature 
today by the Honourable Grant Devine and his M inister 
responsible, Gary Lane. We are prepared to fight the 
federal;Government with everything at our d isposal, 
including whatever legal act ion is necessary under the 
c ircumstances to ensure that the federal Government 
knows that we do not want this takeover, and we wi l l  
use everything and every power Linder our control to 
f ight it . 

Mr. Doer: The answer to my question, Mr. Speaker, is 
no, you did not contact the Prime Min ister, you wi l l  not 
call for a First Min isters' meeting on VIA Rai l ,  you wi l l  
not f ight the Prime M inister· on other cutbacks in  
Manitoba, you cannot get a meeting on the basis of 
Manitoba's cutbacks in the province. 

My question to the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) is: why is 
he afraid to escalate our legit imate concerns to the 
Prime Minister and call on the Prime Minister to reverse 
this decision and fire Marcel M asse for taking away 
the authority of the telephone systems from western 
Canadian publ icly owned corporations? 

Mr. Filmon: M r. Speaker, not only will . I call on the 
federal Prime M inister who is  away now overseas, if 
the Leader of the New Democratic Party (Mr� Doer) 
fol lows the news media, just as the Leader of the New 
Democratic Party was away when·there was a day care 
rally here, the fact of the.matter is that we will not on ly 
contact the federal Prime M inister and let h im know 
that we are opposed to this and that we are going to 
take every step under our jurisdict ion, including legal 
action to fight him on this issue, but we are also gaining 
the support of the other prair ie provinces who wi l l  be 
similarly affected , and ensuring that we wi l l  have a joint 
action against Ottawa of al l three provinces, because 
that is the best way for us to fight th is issue. 

Mr. Doer: Mr. Speaker, some of us do not have 
perimeter vision. We are outside of the City of Winnipeg 
on certain days. 

My question to the First M i nister, g iven.the fact that 
the court case came down on August 14 and that many 
of us at that point de$cribed the situation as serious 
in  terms of the jeopardy of our telephone systems, and 
g iven the fact that M an itoba had a joint agreement 
with all provinces a couple of years ago on terms of 
the jurisdiction of the telephone system, not just western 
provinces, my question to the First Minister (Mr. Filmon) 
is: is his lack of communication and contact with the 
Prime Minister on this ·issue a matter of being afraid 
of dealing with the Prime Minister or is it just naivety 
in terms of the court decision in terms of the Province 
of Manitoba? 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker. let me begin by sayi
_
ng that

Mr� Speaker: ' Order. 

Mr. Filmon: .,.,..1. again suggest to the Leader of the 
New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer) that he control h is 
backbenchers, If they have a question that they want 
to be answered I 'Will' be. happy to do SO, but not with 
the nonsense that is going on from that side of the 
House. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. The H onourab le  F i rst 
Min ister. 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, when the Supreme Court 
decision came down it provided for jurisdiction of the 
prairie provinces with their Crown-owned uti l ities over 
the telecommunications in our province. U nder those 
c ircumstances, that was a victory for us. 

What happened of course was-what is apparently 
happening is that the federal Government un i laterally 
is  going to change legislation to remove that jurisdiction. 
There is a d ifference quite evidently that does not flow 
natura l l y  f rom the S u p reme Court dec i s ion .  The 
Supreme Court upheld the jurisdiction of  the prairie 
provinces and their Crown-owned uti l it ies. 

* (1430) 

m igh t  say that  w i th  respect to the  
telecommunications issue- I  raise'd th is  at  the  Western 
Premiers' Conference and I raised it again at the 
Premiers' Conference in Quebec City and indeed there 
is support-

CN Rail 
Rail Line Abandonment 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, t he  federal  G overnment  h as taken 
u n i latera l  act i o n  a lmost cons istent ly  s i nce t h i s  
Government took office some 1 7  months ago, and we 
have heard barely whimpers out of the Government as 
the official representative of this province. 

Perhaps the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) should learn that 
leadership anticipates action. It just does not react to 
action. 

M r. Speaker, d u r i n g  the 17 months  of  t h is 
Government's admin istration, CN has cancelled $16.6 
m i l l i o n  for upg rad ing  of CN l i nes.  CN has  a lso 
abandoned the l ine from Optic Lake to Snow Lake and 
applied for abandonment of the rai l l ine from Neepawa 
to Russel l .  My question to the Premier is, in that Mr. 
Lawless announced yesterday a further 4 percent which 
is the legal l imit under NTA of rail l ines cut this year, 
how many rail l ines in Manitoba are now going to be 
affected by this recently announced abandonment 
program? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I wish that the leader 
of the Liberal Party would make up her mind. You know, . 
when we went to Ottawa, twice with respect to the 
Portage air base closure, she said why do you not talk 
to the Prime Minister, Mr. Speaker. So I went to Ottawa 
and I spoke to the Prime Minister about the Portage 
base closure. She said I should not have been talking 
about the Portage ·base c losure and economic 
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development for Manitoba, I should have been talking 
about something else. The Leader of the Liberal Party 
cannot make up her mind. 

With respect to issues to do with transportation and 
any of those matters with regard to CN,  those matters 
are being handled by the M inister of Transportation 
(Mr. Albert Driedger), and if she wants to ask any 
questions of the M in ister of Transportation on what he 
has done to protect the interests of Manitoba, with 
respect to VIA rai l cutbacks, transportation cutbacks 
in the federal sector of any sort, she is welcome to ask 
that question. 

Mrs. Carstairs: Mr. Speaker, let us make the record 
straight. He went to Ottawa with Portage la Prairie 
people. He d id not get to see the Prime Minister of 
this country, he got to see the M inister. 

***** 

M r. S peaker: Order, p lease; order, p lease.  The 
Honourable Government House Leader, on a po int  of 
order. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
The Honourable Leader of the Opposition is not the 
lead-off speaker today in  Question Period. She yielded 
the floor earlier to the Honourable Member for St. 
James (Mr. Edwards), who the Honourable Member for 
Osborne (Mr. Alcock) reminds us should be g iven 
latitude because he was lead off questioner. Now, we 
f ind the Leader of the Opposition later on in the 
Question Period engaging i n  lengthy speeches during 
the course of preambles to questions, and we know 
that preambles are not part of supplementary questions. 
So I ask you to bring the Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition to order.- ( interjection)- Which way do you 
want to have it? 

M r. S peaker: The Honou rab le  Oppos i t ion  H ouse 
Leader, on the same point of order. 

Mr. Reg Alcock (Opposition House Leader): Mr. 
S peaker, I can u nderstand  the  G overnment ' s  
embarrassment on th i s  issue, and  I can understand 
the need to buy a little time for his Premier to th ink 
up  his answer. But, M r. Speaker, we of this s ide have 
faith in your abi l ity to determine the length of the 
preamble. 

Mr. Speaker: That is right. The Honourable Member 
for Thompson, on the same point of order. 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Second Opposition House Leader): 
On the point of order, Mr. Speaker, I do not know why 
the Government House Leader currently has such a 
great interest in the length of preambles. I would suggest 
if he wants to have better use of t ime he should start 
by talking to his Min isters to ask them to have more 
brief and to the point answers. I th ink that would assist 
us far more than these points of order that he has risen 
on repeatedly in  this particular Session. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh! 

1971 

Mr. Speaker: Order. Order. I would l ike to remind all 
Honourable Members that answers to questions should 
be as brief as possible, supplementary questions asked 
to not require a preamble. 

***** 

Federal Operations 
Job Layoffs 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
With a question to the Premier who forgets to raise 
issues with the Prime Min ister. Since he took office, 
M anitoba has lost 633 jobs. Can the Min ister tell us 
how many of the add i t iona l  100 j o bs announced 
yesterday are going to take place here in  the Province 
of Manitoba? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I would 
th ink that the Leader of the Liberal Party would be 
i nterested in knowing that there are 19,000 more people 
employed in Manitoba than when we took Government . 
It represents an increase, a net i ncrease, of more than 
1 ,000 jobs a month since we have taken Government. 
I would think that she would be happy with that, Mr. 
Speaker, but of course she is always negative; she is 
always critical; she always looks at the dark side of 
everyth i ng .  She g oes throughout  t h i s  province to 
Toronto, to Ottawa, to the East Coast , to the West 
Coast, saying that Manitoba is a have-not province. 
She bad mouths, she poor mouths this province. I would 
think that she would be ashamed to ask a question 
l i ke that in  this House. 

CN Rail 
Rail Line Abandonment 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, if we have finished the premierial temper 
tantrum,  perhaps he would like to now answer this 
question? Can the Premier tel l us what action his 
G overnment has  taken with regard to  the 
announcement yesterday that the maximum figure for 
rail line abandonment will be appl ied in this fiscal year? 

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of H ighways and 
Transportation): Mr. Speaker, i n  reply to the Leader 
of the Opposit ion 's  questions regarding our position 
on rail abandonment, I have to indicate that our position, 
which was formulated under the previous administration 
together with the three other western provinces, has 
always been the same from way back. We put forward 
a proposal to the federal Min ister and the federal 
Government in terms of our proposal of how this should 
take effect. That was presented to the federal Minister 
in February of '89. That proposal went forward from 
the four provinces. 

We received a reply on July 6,  1989, in which the 
federal M inister of Transport rejected the four western 
provinces' proposal that they put forward . 

* (1440) 

Mr. Speaker, we are proceeding and are hopeful that 
the annual review of the National Transportation Act 
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will result in  p0l icy changes being introduced in  l ine 
with the western prov inces' position to el iminate these 
long-standing barriers in the i nterests of both system 
efficiency and meeting the needs of all affected parties. 

Municipal Works Yard 
Air Sampling 

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): M r. Speaker, si l icon is 
a known cause of si l icosis, a serious lung disease that 
leaves permanent debi l itat ing scarring. Si l icon dust also 
noticeably exacerbates b reathing difficulties with people 
with other breathing problems. The Premier admitted 
only yesterday that the Municipal Works Yards have 
been an env i ronmental problem for some years. My 
q uest i o n  is to the M i n ister  of  U r b a n  Affa i rs  (M r. 
D u c h arme). W i l l  t h e  M i n ister  i ns ist  t h at t h e  c i ty  
immediately conduct air sampl ing and testing of  dust 
b l ow i n g  from t hose yards,  test i n g  wh ich  they are 
attempting to put off until spr ing,  1990? 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Min ister of Urban Affairs): 
M r. Speaker, I will take that under advisement and pass 
it over to the Min ister of Env ironment (Mr. Cummings). 

Mr. Taylor: Mr. Speaker, the b lowing of sand and dust 
in the yard has serious i mpacts on those with asthmatic 
conditions, particularly seniors and those in local day 
cares. Again to the same M i n ister, when can the day 
care and other chi ldren and other people b othered by 
breathing problems expect any relief? When can they 
be allowed to safely go outdoors at any t ime? Can t he 
Minister address that ,  please? 

Mr. Ducharme: M r. Speaker, I am quite aware that the 
Member that is asking the question sat on the City 
Centre-Fort Rouge Community Committee for q uite a 
length of time.- ( interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order. 

Mr. Ducharme: I k n ow that the M i n i ster  of t h e  
Env i ronment is continually working with t h e  City O f  
Winnipeg a n d  I wi l l  pass that information on t o  the 
M inister  of the  Environment . 

Relocation 

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): M r. Speaker, the Works 
Yard operations cause noise,  traffic, and obviously air 
pollution problems. W hen wil l the Minister take a 
leadership role and in itiate d iscussions with the City, 
with the goal being the re location of those yards to a 
less sensitive site? 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Urban Affairs): 
Mr. Speaker, I th ink the Premier explained yesterday, 
if that is what the Member is referring to. If the Member 

looks back in  his past performances on deal ing with 

these yards as a membe r  of the Community Committee, 
he would not ask such a question.  

Goods and Services Tax 
Impact on Manitoba 

Hon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Finance): M r. 
Speaker, yesterday the Premier (Mr. F i lmon) took three 
questions as notice. The Member for Osborne (Mr. 
A lcock)  asked a q u est ion with respect to vario u s  
impacts o f  t h e  GST. Let me say that he showed some 
confusion i n  h is question because of course there is 
a g reat d ifference as between the economic impact on 
the province and the fiscal impact as to the revenues 
of the Province of M anitoba. 

Let me say, M r. Speaker, that all the numbers that 
seem to be around are numbers that are legit imate 
and that stand . We sense that there could be an 
economic impact on the province, upwards of a quarter 
of a billion dollars. We sense that the direct fiscal impact 
on the revenue side of Government with respect to the 
impleme ntation of the GST could be upwards oi $70 
mi l l ion.  Furthermore, we sense that there may be an 
additional $30 mi l l ion on the expend iture side. So, M r. 
Speaker, all the numbers add up. 

The second question dealt with the tabling of a 
report.- ( interjection)- Let me indicate to the Mem ber 
opposite, the report that Ministers of F inance from 
across Canada discussed yesterday in Montreal is 
something that will be del ivered to the Premiers for 
their consideration in  their meeting next month, the 
F irst Ministers. At that time the Premiers will decide 
how that report is to be dealt with and in what fashion 
it wi l l  be released . 

M r. Speaker, I th ink most of the questions are n ow 
answered. 

Northern Development Office 
Relocation 

M r. Elijah Harper (Rupertsland): Mr. Speaker, my 
q uestion is to the Min ister of Northern Affairs (Mr. 
Downey) .  I k now he wants me to ask h i m  some 
q uestions. 

I knew he mentioned that I had been absent from 
the Chambers, but oftentimes some of our aborig inal 
beliefs and traditions take me away from the House. 
H owever, this .t ime I was doing some work, and after 
the forest f ire I did some practical research into the 
wild l ife. 

My q uest ion to the Minister is: does the Government 
consider it acceptable for the Northern Development 
office to be closed in Thompson, and also the staff 
being moved to Edmonton? How does this fit in with 
t h e  G overn m e n t ' s  p roposed c o m m itment  to  
decentral ization? 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern and Native 
Affairs): Mr. Speaker, I d id not make any reference 
to the Member's absence from the House. I want to 
make that very c lear. 

I can tell h im that the Min ister or the Government 
of Manitoba are not mov ing anything out of Thompson. 
We are mov ing activit ies into Thompson which relates 
to· northern development. 
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Northern Education 
Government Support 

Mr. Elijah Harper (Rupertsland): The federal office is 
being moved to Edmonton. 

However, I want to ask the Minister of Northern Affairs 
whether this Government or the Minister wil l  commit 
to continued support on educational programs l ike 
social work, BUNTEP and northern nursing programs 
which have been part of the N OA funding process? 

Also during the summer he participated in the Fast 
for Learning because the federal Government was 
cutting back on educational programs. Wil l  he support 
those programs? 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern and Native 
Affairs): M r. Speaker, let me again put it on the record 
very clearly that this Government is very committed to 
development in  the North and moving of offices to the 
North, the very opposite to what he and his Government 
were doing when they were in  office. 

Let me answer the second part of the question, M r. 
Speaker. Yes, we do support educational and social 
programs that relate to northern Manitoba, but let me 
say, as has been demonstrated over the past few years, 
we sti l l  have some 90 percent unemployment that flows 
from the d irection the previous administration had g iven 
to the Northern Development Agreement, as admitted 
by his speeches in  the H ouse. I t  is deplorable, the 
continued unemployment, and that is our objective, to 
create economic opportunities and jobs for his people 
in the North. 

Aboriginal Leaders 
Government Support 

Mr. Elijah Har per (Rupertsland): Mr. Speaker, wi l l  he 
take seriously the recommendations being made by 
the aborig inal leaders i n  northern Manitoba? I know 
that the Min ister has been i nvolved in  the process. Wil l  
he take ser iously t h e  recom mendat ions made by 
aboriginal people and not just the token input by 
aboriginal leaders? 
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Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern and Native 
Affairs): M r. Speaker, I am not sure I was clear what 
the Member said ,  whether he referred to the token 
input of the aboriginal leaders. I would hope that is 
not what he said because I have not seen any tokenism 
come from the aboriginal leaders. I have seen very real 
and meaningful leadership come from the aboriginal 
leaders as it relates to education,  a far greater concern 
than the Leader of the New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer) 
has shown in his last comments about the northern 
people when I just sat down a few minutes ago, his 
insincerity to solving problems in northern Manitoba. 

Centre for Disease Control 
Site Selection Reversal 

M r. James Carr  ( Fort Rouge):  M r. Speaker, my 
question is for the Premier (Mr. Filmon). We were 
delighted to learn this morning, through a radio interview 
with the Honourable Jake Epp, that the federal Min ister 
is prepared to rethink the decision to move the federal 
lab. The federal Min ister has now said that he is 
prepared to look at the decision again should the council 
of the City of Winnipeg change its mind.  

We were also very much encouraged by the remarks 
of the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) yesterday, and we applaud 
the Premier for encouraging the council  to do exactly 
that.  

My question is very simple to the Premier. What form 
will this encouragement take? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I am not sure whether 
t h e  M e m ber for Fort Rouge (M r. Carr )  d i d  not  
understand what I said yesterday or whether he sti l l  
d oes not understand that the City of Winnipeg is the 
body who has to change its position, the council has 
to change its position. 

One major opportunity for that to happen wil l  be the 
election of a new City Council later this month. The 
m ayor is onside with respect to this issue. I n  fact, he 
and I have been trading phone calls this morning,  
because I know he wants to talk further about the issue. 

The federal Minister has indicated that the federal 
G overnment would be receptive to this, but what has 
to happen is for the new City Council to make the right 
decision this t ime around.  

I have told them there wil l  be a golden opportunity 
with the election of a new council to reconsider the 
issue, and I would hope he would start to go out and 
try and i nfluence his friends on City Council to change 
their position so there will be a majority in favour of 
that downtown location. 

Mr. Carr: I appreciated the challenge issued yesterday 
by the Premier, and I intend to take h im up on it. 

My question simply in return is: is he prepared to 
talk to some of h is friends, Members of the Progressive 
Conservative Party, on City Hal l ,  who voted the wrong 
way on t hat decision? 

Mr. Filmon: That is a blockbuster. I may have difficulty 
with this one, Mr. Speaker. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!  

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease; order, please. Let us give 
h im a chance to answer to them. 

Mr. Filmon: Yes, M r. Speaker. 

Site Selection Agreement 

Mr. Speaker : The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge, 
with h is final supplementary question. 

1973 



Wednesday, October 18, 1989 

M r.  J ames Can ( Fort Rouge) :  T h ree levels of 
Government have co-operated in a number of ways in 
the City of Winn ipeg , the North Portage Development 
Corporation, The Forks Corporat ion,  Core Area One 
and Two and the Shoal Lake Agreement.  Is the Premier 
prepared to participate in a three-level-of-Government 
solution to this problem? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): The three-level solution 
only requires one level to make the decision .  The federal 
Government has committed a $96 mil l ion lab. The 
Member for Wolseley (Mr. Taylor) has already repeated 
the th ings I said about the land use inappropriateness 
of the current location of the yards, the possible 
environmental concerns and so on. All the good reasons 
are there. 

I repeat, if what he is suggest ing is that we dump 
mi l l ions of dol lars on to the table and br ibe the city 
counci l lors to do the decision that is right for the right 
reasons, I think he is crazy. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh !  

Mr. Speaker: Order. Order. 

Water Resources 
Plumas District 

Mr. Bill Uruski ( Interlake): My question is to the 
Min ister of Rural Development (Mr. Penner) responsible 
for water services in  this province. Extensive studies 
to determ ine  the  best sources of .  water for the  
community of  Plumas and district have been undertaken 
since the early'80s. PFRA, water resources and water 
services exam ined s ix  poss i b le  a l ternat ives and 
recommended a pipel ine from the Assin iboine delta 
aquifer at Hammerstein (phonetic) to P lumas as the 
best and lowest cost option, whi le the Lake Manitoba 
alternative is being the most costly by at least 50 percent 
and being of poor quality. 

I want to ask this M inister why he has acceded to 
the obvious polit ical i nterference of the Member for 
Gladstone (Mrs. Oleson) and the Member of Parliament, 
the Honourable Charlie Mayer, in withholding this l icence 
to the community, which was recommended by the 
Clean Environment Commission and issued by the 
Department of Environment on August 1 .  

Hon. Jack Penner (Minister of Rural Development): 
Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat surprised at the content 
of the question. If I remember correctly, last year during 
the debate on the Rafferty-A lameda ,  i t  was the 
Honourable Member from the area that ind icated very 
clearly that we should make sure that we would not 
damage our most precious resource. That is our water
groundwater and service water. During that debate the 
oppos i t ion Mem bers on both  s ides of the H ouse 
indicated very clearly that we should assure Manitobans 
that those water resources would be maintained . 

I am saying to the H onourable Member that it is our 
intent to assure ourselves that the studies that have 
been done are adequate and that the source of water 
that we wi l l  finally access to provide water to the West 

Lake area wil l  in fact be in the long term a sustainable 
supply. 
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Mr. Uruski: Mr. Speaker, can the Minister then explain 
why he, as M i n ister of Natura l  Resou rces in h is  
department, issued new irrigation l icences on that same 
aquifer while he is now denying the community of 
P lumas and district a source of water when they are 
short of water? 

Mr. Penner:  If memory serves me correct ly, M r. 
Speaker, the l icences that the Honourable Member is 
referring to were two l icences that were issued last year 
to irrigators in a severe drought situation when they 
in fact were in jeopardy of losing their crops. Those 
crops were dependent on keeping an industry that 
supplies a large number of jobs in rural Manitoba going. 
The Town of Carberry i n  fact depends on those jobs 
of that potato processing industry for their very survival . 
I am amazed now that the Honourable Member wil l  
imply that we should shut down that industry as well 
as shutt ing down the irrigation in  that area. 

Water Rights Act 
Violation 

Mr. Bill Uruski ( Interlake): Only 18 percent of that 
aquifer is committed. The irrigators are using eight times 
the amount of water that the West Lake project wil l  
use. Can this Min ister indicate why he would violate 
The Water Rights Act which g ives human consumption 
the prime use of water over potatoes and other irrigators 
when there is enough water for everybody? Why is he 
holding up that l icence? 

Hon. John Penner (Minister of Rural Development): 
Mr. Speaker, as I said in  my first response to the 
Honourable Member, we were concerned that we would 
in  fact source water for the West Lake area that would 
be a sustainable source and supply. We are not at al l 
certain whether the aquifer can sustain the i rrigation 
that is presently going on or the water use that is 
presently going on or whether we should allow others 
to access water from that area for supply. I think it is 
dependent ar:id imperative that we make sure and 
ensure al l  Manitobans that the access that we make 
to supply water to that area is in fact a supply that wi l l  
be sustained over a long period of time. That is the 
reason why the additional study is required . 

Women's Initiative 
Action Plan 

Ms. Avis Gray (Ell ice): My question is for the Min ister 
responsible for the Status of Women (Mrs. Hammond). 
Today the Min ister has indicated in this House that the 
majority of recommendations through the Women's 
I n itiat ive have been acted on or are in  process. 

Mr. Speaker, there are over 100 recommendations 
and there are at least 60 in this book that in fact have 
not been acted on.  Now I know the Conservatives do 
not know what a majority is, but my question to the 
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Minister is, wi l l  she p lease indicate to this House, by 
tabl ing in this House, what the specific action plan is 
from the Women 's In itiat ive implementation team? We 
have been wait ing for it for five months. 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond (Minister of Labour): M r. 
Speaker, we released the action plan some time ago. 
I will have to look and I think maybe the Member is 
having trouble counting today, I am sorry to say. We 
had 94 recommendations, not over 100, so we are well 
on our way to having al l  those recommendations 
implemented . 

Mr. Speaker: The time for Oral Questions has expired. 

NON-POLITICAL STATEMENT 

Ms. Avis Gray (Ellice): May I have leave to make a 
non-political statement? 

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member have leave 
to make a non-pol itical statement? 

Some Honourable Members: Leave. 

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

Ms. Gray: M r. Speaker, I would l ike today to take this 
opportunity to indicate that this side of the House takes 
great pleasure in celebrating the 60th Anniversary of 
Person's Day. We know that Person's Day marks the 
official recognit ion of women having some rights and 
privileges as persons in our society, but lest we forget 
-(interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. The Honourable Member 
for El l ice. 

Ms. Gray: -we must also remember that some women 
were considered persons in 1 929, but it was not unt i l  
the early '60s that in  fact our Inuit and Native women 
were in  fact given the franchise. 

I think as we look back over the h istory that it would 
be easy for women in  Canada, and for people in Canada, 
to sometimes get the i l lusion that in  fact we have 
progressed qu ickly in the last century in regard to the 
women 's movement,  in regard to women's rights. We 
now have more women in  non-traditional careers. We 
have seen some move towards equal pay for work of 
equal value. We have access to child care and we have 
the franchise, but we must remember a quote that was 
given a number of years ago where an individual 
ind icated , "Join the union gir ls because we must fight 
for equal pay for work of equal value." That particular 
statement was said by Susan B .  Anthony in  1 869. So 
we have had over 1 00 years and we have sti l l  have not 
been able to deal with that particular criteria. 

I th ink,  Mr. Speaker, it is important that as Person's 
Day that we look back on our successes of women in  
North America and in  Canada and that we look forward 
to the future. We look forward to a movement where 
society's attitudes will change because they do need 
to change in regard to women and their equal p lace 
in society. 
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I am sure al l women in this Legislature, and I am 
sure that al l  women in Manitoba, would join today in 
a celebration of Person 's  Day. Thank you , Mr. Speaker. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
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Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, would you be so kind as to call the Bi l ls 
i n  the following order: Numbers 47 to 52, 54, 34, 42, 
3 1 ,  32, 27, 6 ,  and the remainder as l isted on the Order 
Paper. If Bi l l  54 were to be concluded today, we would 
have His Honour come in  today at 4:50 p .m.  for Royal 
Assent. 

SECOND READINGS 

BILL NO. 47-THE 
DEPENDANTS RELIEF ACT 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) presented Bi l l  No.  47, The Dependants Relief 
Act ( Loi sur l 'aide aux personnes a charge), for second 
reading,  to be referred to a committee of this H ouse. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Speaker, as Honourable Members 
are aware, Bi l l  47 is the first of six Bil ls that constitute 
a package of reforms in the field of Family Law that 
grows out of a review process that has taken place 
over the last four years. In my remarks about Bi l l  47, 
I wi l l  provide the background that has led to al l of the 
bi l ls, and the principles that underlie these reforms. 
My remarks on the subsequent five Bills will therefore 
be much shorter. Clause-by-clause explanations of all 
the Bil ls wi l l  be provided to Opposition Critics. 

Family Law reform has taken place i n  phases with 
the first major overhaul and modernization taking place 
in the late '70s when The Family Maintenance Act and 
The M arital Property Act were passed. Those two Acts 
s t i l l  const i tute the  cornerstone of Fami ly  Law i n  
Manitoba, although they have, naturally, been amended 
in detail since. 

Under the previous NOP administration, s ignificant 
reforms were carried through in the administration of 
Family Law, with the creation of a unified Family Court 
in the City of Winnipeg. There was a complete overhaul 
of the old Chi ld Welfare Act to produce The Chi ld and 
Family Services Act. 

I bel ieve it is fair to say that reform in  Fami ly Law 
has rarely been the subject of the partisan political 
batt le, instead the pol icy considerations that have 
motivated Government action have usually been the 
subject of broad d iscussion before legislat ion reaches 
the H ouse.- (interjection)- It would be good, Mr. Speaker, 
if the Honourable Member for Thompson (Mr. Ashton)  
had been l istening to me a moment ago when I was 
g iving h im and his Party credit for certain Fami ly Law 
reforms, important Family Law reforms, happening i n  
th i s  Province, and  I would appreciate the  opportunity 
to make my remarks without being heckled for the rest 
of the afternoon. 
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, .Mr. Steve Ashton .(Thompson): I said not in 1 977 . . . 

M r. Mccrae: -and I referred to Family Law reform 
start ing in the late '70s and deal ing with the h istory of 
Family Law reform in  Manitoba. I went on to refer to 
significant reforms being carried out by the previous 
NOP administration, including the creation of a un ified 
Family Court in the City of Winn ipeg, and there was a 
complete overhaul of the old Chi ld Welfare Act to 
produce The Chi ld and Family Services Act. 

I believe that it is fair to say that reform in  Family 
Law has rarely been the subject of a partisan pol itical 
battle. The Honourable Member for Thompson seems 
to want to make this a partisan matter. I th ink it is an 
important matter. It is an important .matter to families 
and to chi ldren in Manitoba. I do not k now what I have 
said to deserve th is outburst of hee<kling on the part 
of the Honourable Member for Thompson. 

Some Honourable Member.a: Oh, oh! 

Mr. Speaker: Order. Order, p lease. The Honourable 
Member for Thompson wi l l  have ample opportunity to 
get his remarks on the record . 

The Honourable M inister of Justice. 

Mr. Mccrae: Thank you , Mr. Speaker. I will say again 
what I said a minute ago.  I t  is fair to say-for the 
benefit of all Honourable Members, I wi l l  say this for 
tlie third time. Reform in  Family Law has rarely been 
the subject of partisan, political battle.- ( interjection)
Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member refers to 1977.  
The Honourable Member continues to refer to 1 977, 
and here we are trying to introduce a package of Family 
Law reforms ,  wh ich  w i l l  be to the  benef i t  of  a l l  
Manitobans, I suggest, and t h e  Honourable Member 
does not want to seem to let me finish my speech. 

I am having d ifficulty, Mr. Speaker, getting through 
with this type of interjection this afternoon. It is n ice 
to see the Honourable Members on the Liberal side 
of the House wishing to hear my speech.  I appreciate 
that consideration. 

An Honourable Member: Especially the Member for 
St. Boniface (Mr. Gaudry). 

Mr. Mccrae: Especially the Member for St. Boniface. 
The Member. for Seven Oaks (Mr. M inenko) is being 
particularly charitable this afternoon, M r. Speaker, and 
I do apprec iate t h at .  I s h o u l d  n ever forget the  
Honourable Member for Fort Garry (Mr. Laurie Evans) 
and  h is approach to par l iamentary debate.  I d o  
appreciate i t  very much. 

Mr. Speaker, instead of partisan pol it ical battle, the 
pol icy considerations that have motivated Government 
action have usually been the subject of broad discussion 
be.fore legislation reaches the House. For example, the 
Carr Report on Family Law Reform was made publ ic, 
and there was ample opportunity for reaction to the 
proposals from w.omen's group, the Bar, and i ndeed 
from all i nterested Manitobans. I notice Liberal' Leaders 
h9ve really perked up now, Mr. Speaker. 

S i m i l ar ly, t h is. legis lation  ar ises f rom a p u b l i c  
procedure o f  coosultat ion. 11 began with the publ ication 
of a series of Law Reform Commission Reports and 
the Law Reform C o m miss ion Recom mendat i ons ,  
together with several other recom mended changes i n  
Family Law were circulated widely in  t he  province by 
the publ ication of a Family Law Discussion Paper in 
1 987.  

When the Government changed , it was decided to 
m ove q u ick ly  on t hose matters t hat c lear ly  h ad 
consensus for early implementation. Last year the 
Government was pleased to announce that the Family 
Division of the Court of Queen 's  Bench would be 
expanded across the province, an expansion that has 
now taken place, an expansion we are very proud of, 
an expansion that began under the previous New 
Democratic Party Government, a good expansion seen 
by this Government to be a good thing and expanded 
throughout the province. We are very pleased about 
that. 

* ( 1 5 10)  

Moreover, we were pleased to present to the House 
groundbreaking legislat ion creating the first Access 
Assistance Program in Canada. Other items in the 
Family Law Discussion Paper were held over to permit 
the Government to canvas fully the reaction to some 
of the proposals made in  the discussion paper. The six 
Bi l ls in the Legislature this Session deal ing with Family 
Law are the result of that review. 

The first B i l l ,  entitled The Dependants Rel i.ef Act, . is 
to replace The Testators Family Maintenance Act . .  The 
title of the Bi l l ,  as opposed to the exist ing Act , ind icates 
t he  change in the  l aw that  the  G overnment  is  
recommending to the Assembly. Present legislation 
focuses on maintain ing the family of the testator, and 
the courts have establ ished a moral duty of the testator 
towards his or her family as being the primary test, 
while looking at the conduct and the character of the 
appl icant and the state of dependency of the appl icant 
as factors affecting the moral duty. This Bill changes 
the thrust of the legislat ion by restricting appl icants to 
t h ose who are t ru ly  dependent  and do not h ave 
reasonable provision for maintenance and support, 
either from ·  the estate of the diseased or from some 
other source. We submit that if a person has adequate 
independent means there should be no cause to rewrite 
their father's or their mother's or their relative's wi l l .  

Secondly, this Bi l l  wi l l  expand the classes of el igible 
a p p l icants .  At p resent The Testators . Fam i l y  
Maintenance Act restricts applications for relief by 
defin ing "dependant" to mean "spouse," "chi ld" or 
" c o m m on-law spouse" u nder  certa in  restr ict ive 
circumstances. 

Bill 47 proposes to expand the scope to reflect 
modern  . views of wtiat const i t utes dependency. 
Accordingly it is proposed that former spouses having 
ma i ntenance orders ,  gran d c h i l d re n ,  parents ,  
grandparents, or brothers and sisters of the diseased 
who were substantially dependent on the diseased , 
should all have the right :to apply. Very importantly, the 
Bill Will - ROW permit a.chi ld;  who is noMhe child of the 
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d iseased but whom the d iseased treated as his or her 
child and who was at the time of the death substantially 
dependent upon h im or her, to make application. 

These are the major changes i n  the leg is lat ion 
proposed by this Bi l l ,  although the Bi l l  does make 
several important technical changes that wil l  al low The 
Dependants Rel ief Act to  mesh better wi th  other 
legislation. First, it introduces a conflict of laws scheme 
to govern situations where the deceased d ies in  one 
jurisdiction with property located in  another; second, 
the Bi l l  g ive the court the power to make interim orders, 
as wel l  as orders to vary existing orders; f inal ly, the 
Bi l l  provides for a supplement to a property-sharing 
regime. That means that the present rule that a spouse 
m u st c hoose between The  Testators F a m i l y  
M aintenance Act or  under The Dower Act wil l  b e  
abol ished s o  that a n y  award under T h e  Dependants 
Rel ief Act wil l  be a supplement to The Dower Act. 

Mr. Speaker, the changes outl ined above in  The 
Dependants Relief Act will , we bel ieve, more accurately 
reflect what Manitobans in general believe should be 
the rules that apply where a person d ies. Therefore, I 
commend Bi l l  47, The Dependants Relief Act, to the 
H ouse. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): I move, seconded by 
the Member for l nkster ( M r. Lamoureux), that debate 
be adjourned . 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 48-THE INTESTATE 
SUCCESSION AND CONSEQUENTIAL 

AMENDMENTS ACT 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General)  p resented B i l l  N o .  48, The I ntestate 
Succession and Consequential Amendments Act ( Loi 
sur les successions ab i ntestat et modifiant diverses 
d ispositions legislat ives), for second reading,  to be 
referred to a committee of this House. 

MOTION presented. 

M r. Mcc rae: M r. S peaker, I assure H o n ourab le  
M embers that the  remarks on the  remaining five Family 
Law Bi l ls are not as lengthy as they were for the first 
B i l l .  We wil l  move through these as q uickly as possible, 
recognizing of course the importance that we as a 
G overnment attach to these Bil ls which deal with Family 
Law in  our province. 

Bi l l  47 represents an updating of the law where a 
p e rson d ies  w i thout  adeq u ately p rovi d i n g  for 
d ependants. Bi l l  48, The Intestate Succession and 
Consequential Amendments Act, is a Bi l l  that more 
accurately reflects how M an itobans would expect to 
h ave an estate d istributed where a person d ies without 
a will. 

Bi l l  48 wil l  repeal and replace The Devolution of 
Estates Act. The provisions of this Act are somewhat 
complicated but the principles of the Bi l l  are relatively 
straightforward. First, in exceptional circumstances, the 

Bill wil l  provide that all of the deceased's estate wil l  
go to the spouse. 

At present, under The Devolution of Estates Act , the 
surviving spouse receives the entire estate only i f  the 
estate is relatively small ,  less than $50,000, or the 
intestate had no issue, that is no chi ldren, grandchi ldren, 
or other l ineal descendants. The Bil l  provides that where 
a deceased is survived by a spouse and no issue or 
only by issue of the surviving spouse, the surviving 
spouse receives the enti re estate. Where there are 
chi ldren of a previous marriage, the surviving spouse 
will receive the f irst $50,000 or, where it is larger, the 
first half of the estate, and all the chi ldren by all of the 
marriages of the deceased would then d ivide half of 
the remainder of the estate with the surviving spouse 
receiving the other half of remainder of the estate. 

An injustice under the present Devolution of Estates 
Act is that it does not make any differentiation between 
the spouse who was living with the deceased at the 
t ime of death and the spouse who was separated from 
the deceased. In  both cases, the surviving spouse is 
presently entitled to share, although it is h ighly unl ikely 
that the deceased real ly intended that the surviving 
spouse take the bulk of the estate. The I ntestate 
Succession Act will provide clear rules for circumstances 
where a separated spouse loses the right to apply. I n  
particular, where the  parties have been separated for 
one year or where one of the parties has applied for 
a divorce or for an accounting under The Marital 
Property Act, or where there had been a course of 
conduct which showed an attempt of the spouses to 
final ize their affairs in recognition of the marriage 
breakdown, the right to a share of the estate will lapse. 

M r. Speaker, this Act also includes changes to the 
method of determining next of k in and introduces 
inheritance by representation. There are other rather 
tech n i cal  and arcane m atters and fo l low t h e  
reco m m e n d atio n s  made by  t he L a w  Reform 
Commission. 

M r. Speaker, I commend B i l l  48, The I n testate 
Succession and Consequential Amendments Act, for 
the consideration of this House. 

Mr. Mark Minenko (Seven Oaks): I move, seconded 
by the Honourable Member for lnkster (Mr. Lamoureux), 
that debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 49-THE DOWER 
AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) presented Bi l l  49, The Dower Amendment Act 
( Loi modifiant la Loi sur le douaire), for second reading,  
to be referred to a committee of this House. 

MOTION presented. 

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

Mr. Mccrae: M r. Deputy Speaker, Bi l l  49, The Dower 
Amendment Act is very much ancil lary legislation to 
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T h e  Depen d ants  Re l ief · ·  A>ct v and The I ntestate 
S uccession and Consequential Amendments Act. First, 
it provides that rights under The Dower Act take priority 
over an order made against the estate . under The 
Dependants Relief Act. Honourable Members will realize 
this is essential i f  the plan to make an order under The 
Dependants Relief Act is supplement to Dower Act 
provisions is to be affected . 

Secondly, the Bi l l  wil l  provide the same rules for 
determining when a separated spouse loses dower 
rights as applied to a separated spouse losing rights 
under The Intestate Succession Act. Separation should 
h ave the same effect on the surviving spouse whether 
the deceased leaves a will or not. Mr. Deputy Speaker, 
there. is really nothing more to this Bi l l ,  and therefore 
I commend it to the House. 

Mr. Edwards: I move, seconded by the Member for 
Seven Oaks ( M r. M inenko), that debate be adjourned . 

MOTION presented and carried. 
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BILL NO. 50-THE WILLS 
AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James McCrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) presented Bi l l  No.  50,  The Wil ls Amendment 
Act ( Loi modifiant la Loi sur les testaments), for second 
reading ,  to be referred to a committee of this House. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Mccrae: M r. Deputy Speaker, this Bi l l  makes some 
tebhnical amendments to The Wills Act , but it does 
make a major amendment whicti again I submit reflects 
that what most Manitobans believe should be the rules, 
and furthermore, it implements the recommendation 
of the Manitoba Law Reform Commission .  

U nder t h e  present legislation where a testator with 
a wil l  leaving a gift to his or her child, and that chi ld 
d ied before the testator's death without a wi l l ,  the gift 
would be d istributed as if the chi ld had d ied intestate. 
In plain English that means that in almost all cases the 
g ift wi l l  go to the spouse of the chi ld rather than to 
the grandchi ldren of the person who died with a will. 

The effect of the amendments. proposed by this Bi l l  
is that the grandchi ldren of the deceased chi ld ,  the 
testator 's  grandch i ldren ,  w i l l  i nher i t  the g ift . Th is  
amendment brings M anitoba in  l ine with several other 
Canadian jurisdictions. The other amendments set out 
in t h e  B i l l  are techn ical  a n d  mere ly  i m p lement  
recom m e n d at i o n s  made by t he L aw Reform 
Commission to make The Wi l ls Act  easier to read. 

M r. Deputy .Speaker, with that brief explanation, I 
commend Bi l l  50, The Wills Amendment Act, to the 
House. 

Mr. Paul Edw8!rds (St. James): I move, seconded by 
the Member for Seven Oaks ( M r. M i nenko), that debate 
be adjourned . 

MOTION presentt!td and carried." 

BILL NO. 51 ...... THE · MA:RITAL 
PROPERTY AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) presented Bi l l  No. 5 1 ,  The Marital Property 
Amendment Act (Loi modifiant la Loi sur les biens 
matrimoniaux), for second reading,  to be referred to 
a committee of this H ouse. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Mccrae: M r. Deputy Speaker, you will be surprised 
when I tell you this, but it is impossible for me to keep 
my remarks on this Act as brief as the Act itself. It 
makes only one minor amendment to the Act and that 
permits a judge to make interim equalization payments, 
or other interim orders, under the Act pending the 
d isposit ion of the application for equalization. In fact , 
the proceedings for-equal ization can be rather lengthy 
and several judges have made interim orders, but this 
amendment wi l l  make it clear that they do indeed have 
j urisdiction to do so. I commend it to the House. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): I move, seconded by 
the Member for Seven Oaks (Mr. M inenko), that debate 
be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 52-THE FAMILY 
MAINTENANCE AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) presented Bil l  No. 52, The Family Maintenance 
Amendment Act ( Loi modifiant la Loi sur ! 'obligation 
al imentaire), for second reading,  to be referred to a 
committee of this House. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Mccrae: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Honourable 
Member for Elmwood ( M r. Maloway) I know is learning 
a lot from these speeches that I am making on these 
Bi l ls,  but he will be pleased to know that I am now 
coming to the end in my remarks on all six Bills, forming 
t h e  F a m i ly Law a m e n d ments ,  proposed by t h e  
Government for this Session. 

· 

· The amendments to The Family Maintenance Act 
proposed by Bi l l  No. 52 are primarily of a housekeeping 
nature, but I 

'
d raw the attention of the House to the 

fact that the Bi l l  would enable the court to order that 
an obl igation to pay chi ld support be binding on the 
payer's estate. There is a similar provision in  the Act 
now for spousal support, but no such provision with 
respect to ongoing support for chi ldren. I believe all 
Members of the H ouse wil l  agree that children should 
have this protection. 

· · 

M r. Deputy Speaker, the Bi l l  also clarifies the right 
of access to the non-custodial parent to school and 
medical records. The existing section of the Act has 
been interpreted so that the non-custodial parent has 
not only tileJ right 

·
to 

'be informed of the reports but 
also a righf fo be consulted. ' Elnfortunateiy it is not 

1978 ' 
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normally in the best interests of the chi ld that a parent 
not having custody be g iven this kind of right to consult. 
I t  can lead to disputes between the parents, as if there 
were joint custody, in a situation where the courts have 
already designated one parent to have custody of the 
ch i ld .  It is the parent having custody who should make 
the decisions in these matters. 

Final ly the Act provides jurisdiction for the court to 
order i ntermittent serving of sentences imposed for 
fai lure to comply with the terms of a support order. 
Given that jai l  sentences may jeopardize some payers' 
employment or reduce his/her income, we believe the 
option of intermittent sentences should be available to 
t h e  cour t .  Of  cou rse s i nce t he prov is ion  i s  n ot 
mandatory, it is always possible for the judge to impose 
the imprisonment as a continuous term should the judge 
consider that to be better. 

Again I remind Honourable Members that explanatory 
material prepared by the department, including the 
clause-by-clause explanation, wi l l  be g iven to each 
caucus to faci l itate consideration of this and all the � other Family Law Bi l ls in  this Session. 

I commend Bil l No.  52 for the consideration of the 
House, Mr. Deputy Speaker, and thank Honourable 
Members for their attention. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): I move, seconded by 
the Member for Seven Oaks (Mr. M inenko), that debate 
on Bi l l  No. 52 be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL N0.54-THE HIGHWAY TRAFFIC 
AMENDMENT ACT (5) 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General):  I can understand the problem here. B i l l  No. 
54 is not l isted on the Order Paper, and leave is required 
to bring it forward today. 

By leave, I would move, on behalf of the Honourable 
Min ister of H ighways and Transportation (Mr. Albert 
Driedger), seconded by the Honourable Min ister of � Fami ly Services (Mrs. Oleson) that Bi l l  No. 54, The 
H ighway Traffic Amendment Act (5) (Loi no 5 modifiant 
le Code de la route) as amended and reported from 
the Standing Committee on Industrial Relations, be 
concurred in .  

MOTION presented and carried. 

THIRD READINGS 

BILL NO. 54-THE HIGHWAY TRAFFIC 
AMENDMENT ACT (5) 

Hon. James. Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) presented , by leave, Bi l l  No. 54, The Highway 
Traffic Amendment Act (5) (Loi no 5 modifiant le Code 
de la route), for th ird reading. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): Mr. Deputy Speaker, I 
am p leased to enter into debate on th ird reading for 

1979 

Bi l l  No. 54, The Highway Traffic Amendment Act, dealing 
with an issue that was before this House last June, I 
am sure one that the Government does not want to 
be reminded about at this particular time, but one that 
it is very important, I th ink,  that we do in Opposition 
remind the Government of. That is the fact that we 
d iscussed and debated at length the issue of drinking 
and driving and how the Government of this province 
should be responding to ensure that the incidence of 
dr inking and driving and the pain and suffering and 
costs associated with it would be reduced in  this 
p rovince. 

We did that with great sincerity and prided ,  I guess 
al l  the Parties but particularly the Government, itself 
that it was bringing forth legislation that was going to 
be the leading legislation insofar as toughness and 
action by a Government in  this country. Yet only three 
or four months later we see another rather substantial 
Bil l which is amendments to the Bil l that was passed 
last year. 

I n  other words ,  the  M i n ister  of H ig hways and 
Transportat ion (Mr. A lbert Driedger) ,  the Attorney 
General (Mr. Mccrae), and his col leagues, did not have 
their act together to the extent that they could get 
these amendments done properly on the first go around. 

As a matter of fact, it is not even a matter of the 
fi rst go  around,  i t  is the second go around, because 
last June when they brought the Bi l l  in they had to 
t hemselves, not on the part of the Opposition although 
the L iberal Critic d id bring in a number of amendments. 
At the time I thought that he was just simply trying to 
make some points with the Government on doing things 
a different way, perhaps, but not necessarily substantial 
amendments that were really necessary. Since that time 
I have changed my mind a bit about some of the 
proposals that he has brought forward and I want to 
credit h im with those.- ( interjection)-

* ( 1 530) 

Wel l  I w i l l  te l l  you who f l i p-f l opped ,  it is t h i s  
G overnment. They real ized that they had a Bi l l  that 
was such a mess it could not be implemented . Once 
they came forward with their B i l l ,  they passed their Bi l l  
with the help of the opposition Parties because we 
believe this issue is so important and we wanted to 
see it addressed. We did not want to be seen to be 
holding up something as serious as this, as important 
as this for Manitobans. 

Then we see the Government attempting to perfect 
its legislat ion after it is introduced in the House through 
a bunch of amendments, which shows incompetence 
at that point. On top of it, after that they do consultation 
on the Bil l . Normally these B i l ls are developed in 
consultation with a lot of different groups that are 
affected beforehand, before it is  even brought into the 
Legislature, but i n  their headlong rush to bring this 
forward they messed it up the f irst time, then they 
messed it up the second time with more amendments 
in the committee than the Bill was long in itially. They 
had so many amendments brought in  that they had to 
move. 

So we co-operated with that in that process with a 
somewhat q u iet amusement at the  Government ' s  
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. , . contusion anAbis . issue. Then we see after a number 
· -of months it comes time to proclaim this important Bill , 

and they bring in another Bi l l ·when the Session resumes, 
which is again substantially long in terms of the number 
of amendments that they are bringing forward-another 
B i l l ,  still confused at this point  in t ime. 

One wonders how many more Bi l ls  they wi l l  have to 
bring in ,  and how much more t ime wi l l  they have to 
waste of the Members of. this Legislature on .issues as 
they try to perfect their leg islat ion i n  the. House, i nstead 
of in a process beforehand in their caucus, in their 
Cabinet, where it should have ·been done· iri · the first 
place, .where it sho1Jld; have been perfected, 

They have bbvioiJSly not learned' that thef have to: 
before bringing in legislation; · go thtdugh al l  · df these 
hoops to perfect and to ensure that the legisl8.tion they 
are bri6Qing in does precisely what th'ey•want it to do 
and onfy' that, ·and does it in  a way that is workable 
in the cdurts and is riot full of loopholes so that anyone 
can get around the legislation when they go to challenge 
it  in the courts. This is what we have at this particular 
t ime. ·· 

1. want to say that the other day _ in Estimates of the 
H ighways Department, M r. Deputy Speaker, I called for 
the Minister's resignation. I said ,  why do you not resign? 
You have obviously been so i ncompetent with this B i l l  
on drinking and d riving last year, as one of the issues 
related to his incompetence and, of course,: there were 
others. He took issue with th is and he felt that I was 
not being fai r  to h im,  but I th ink this iS very important 
and · all  these Ministers sho1,1ld. recognize that there 
s h o u l d  . be egg on t he fr  face . T h ey shouid . be 
embarrassed beyond description when they bring in a 
mess l ike they brought into.th is Legislature, when they 
attempUo rush things through without considering it 
carefully. They talk about being managers? They talk 
about being able to be successful business people, to 
d.eal with issues, to analyze? Where li�e mey� _ What is 
wrong with them? Why were they not able to handle 
this issue in  a competent way? 

The Minister of Education (Mr. Derkach) does not . 
l i ke to hear this because he knows that it reflects on 
h im too because he sat around the caucus .  table, he 
sat around the Cabinet Table, he approved the.se various 
amendments that were brought forward, he .approved 
that B i l l ,  hi:! gave his endorsation .· without . bringing 
forw1Vd correctionsJa it. 

. . ·. . .  . 

Now, ; what we have here, '.Mr. Deputy Speaker, ·are 
so.me ame n d ments  that hopefu lly w i l l  make th is  
legislation workable. We hope that .  indeed it -wi l l  be 
workable and it wi l l  be successful and that it wm result 
i n  the saving of l ives, in foe reduction of drink ihg and 
d'rivin11' on oo� h ighways, the: saving ot costs . and so 
on In this province and tliaf ltwll.1 elfm inate the tragedies 
t h at. o�lii" sp frequently . o n  'our h i ghways ir\ ttiiS 
p�oVirice • •  �s wel l  as ill, al l, cou11tries o,n this i;jlo,be. It is_ 
somettiing that has to be l!ddressed in a s�rio�s way, 
arid that is why w1f tiave supported this · initiative. ' .- . . ' . . . ; . • : ' : . :  ' • · .  . . .  : -• .  ' . . • -. °';'� . 

.on the other hand, I say, . M r  .. DepuW.Speaker, �hat, 
thts Governmenrhas to . learnJrom this process because 
I wo.u ld  not - want  to�. see ·;t11em · g o  t h rou gh, this· 
embarr1¥1sing , p(ocess. in  the; future, 

Insofar as, this particular Bill , I want to point out to 
·the Minister that it is incumbent upon them, the M inister 
of Justice (Mr. Mccrae), the Min ister of H ighways and 
Transportat i o n  ( M r. - A l bert Dr ied ger) and the 
Government, to ensure that they monitor 1he impact 
of this B i l l  . carefu l ly, that they monitor the degree of 
compl iance, that they monitor the number o( cases that 
are involved and the number of convictions, the number 
of people charged and so on. Not convictions, but in  
terms of  results, the number of  licences suspended 
under this legislation, and to do a statistical analysis 
to h,ave the iJi)iversity or other 0rganlzati6ris conduct 
som� stafisl ical infoi'.m;ifion and studies l?i;\ the impact 
of this Bill so that we can , determine exai;:tly whether 
this Bi l l . is  working or .whet�er iri fact it is not. 

Insofar as it is breaking new ground; it truly is; It 
means- that there are much larger powerifltOW in the 
hands of the police•enforcenient officers in this province, 
and they are going lo be able to suspend, on the spot, 
drivers. What is important is that drivers and the people 
of Manitoba generally know their rights under this Bi l l .  

As we said when were debating th is in  the committee 
the other day, we feel it is absolutely important that 
t h i s  G over n ment conduct a two-stage mean ingfu l  
comm u n i cat i o n s  p rogram w i t h  the p u b l i c  of  t h i s  
province. Not simply that drinking and driving is l ike 
the Broadcasters Association has sponsored that the 
Attorney General would sit in  front of a picture of his 
Premier and say that drinking and driving is wrong. 
There is much more than that. I always notice the smil ing 
picture of the Premier in  behind the'Attorney General. 
I thought it very strategically placed . It  is not h idden 
by his head or anything.  It is just sitting in  there just 
perfect , and the square is very smal l ,  buf' it  has been 
placed just perfectly. He is looking · over 'the ·Justice 
Minister's shoulder as he speaks. It is quite nice. It 
means that me too, I agree with what my Minister is 
saying about dr ink ing and dr iving? ;o, 

· 
�?JC 

An Honourable Member: He doe� agree. 

Mr. Plohman: Yes, I am sure he does, as we all do. 
But let us not forget that we have here a need to 
communicate some major changes to The Highway 
Traffic Act and to the rights of drivers, or the privi leges 
that drivers enjoy, and the impactof legislation on them. 

* ( 1 540) ' - · ; • '  
'The costs are' goinf tb be r�th,e� subst,antial_. If a 

1river i
_
s s\o

_
pped

_ 
\Jli�l.le , drin!<in� ; Ji� i� gOi.�g to lose h�s 

hcence; he is going to· have h is car rinpourided , It wi l l 
cost h im $35 for thf} 1rfipouridilleriteharge; · it wi l l  cost 
h im $50 for a garage keeper's charge, which he would 
be refunded only if his appeal is granted , and he 
demonstrates. that Jn fact he w as  unjustly o5uspended. 
So he woul d  i ne.u r .  that,,cost. He wou l d  i n c u r  a 
reinstatement . after suspension of $40.0&, He would 
incur up.tQ $ 135 for ·an. appeal,,and. he would Jncur $5 
a d ay for i m po1,md ment - -of • that vehiole�ao d ays 
impoundment, $ 150;0(1"-The costs,are $4 10 for a driver 
for driving-while drinking. 

· 

That is·impe.rtant that we knew that, It is serious and 
it should. !bEHcosti¥o Ttiere ,should · be .major impacts, 

1980 
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There s h ou l d  be l aws t h at are toug h ,  b u t  let  u s  
remember that people have t o  b e  aware that when they 
get into that car or when they make arrangements to 
go to a social event where they are going to have to 
d rive home that they may be facing these kinds of 
charges, if they should take that gamble and go onto 
the highways while they have been drinking, knowing
they have to k now ful l  wel l  the impact of what is going 
to happen to them. This is where the Government has 
an obl igation to publ icize. 

Then let us not forget the criminal code side of it, 
that there could be convictions on drinking and d riving,  
or refusing a breathalyzer, or whatever, over .08, which 
will amount to an additional fine of a substantial amount 
by the courts, perhaps $500 or more. In  addition to 
that,  they wil l  t ry to protect their r ights by hir ing a 
lawyer perhaps, which wil l  cost them another few 
hundred dollars. I see this coming i n ,  Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, at  least $ 1 , 500 ,  perhaps $2 ,000  for an 
ind ividual who gets stopped while he is driving,  having 
been dr ink ing at the same time, or before that, and 
so he is impaired. 

That is a financial i mpact, a financial penalty that is  
prohib it ive for many people in  th is province. There are 
many people who will not be able to afford to go through 
that process. Some may say, well ,  how can they afford 
to dr ink and d rive. That is the message that we want 
to get out there. I th ink that makes my point, that 
because I have taken the t ime to add this up-and 
maybe I have not  added it up quite right, but  I th ink 
i t  i s  c lose .  I had  the opportun i ty of gett i ng  t h i s  
information a t  a committee. The average person i n  th is 
province is not going to have access to this i nformation 
un less t here is a concerted effort made by  t he  
Government to i nform the  publ ic that these kinds of 
costs wil l take place. They will have that to face. Their 
fam i ly wil l feel the i mpact. They wi l l  not be able to pay 
their rent perhaps or buy the food that they want for 
their fami lies, if they gamble on this. 

So I think i t  i s  very important that the publ ic generally 
knows about this, and in add it ion to that-and I th ink 
the Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) raised some 
va l id  po ints .  Those are deal i n g  with the k i nds  of 
procedures they have go through, the forms, the various 
agencies they have to deal with once they have gotten 
themselves i nto this mess. At that point in time, they 
h ave to know where to go for advice and information, 
and they have to have a number that they can call .  
There should not be utter confusion a t  that point, 
because that does not have to be part of the penalty
confusion in  the system. The penalty is already there 
financially, the embarrassment, and many other impacts 
on their l ives, and being without a driver's l icence, losing 
their job perhaps. 

That is the other part of i t  that I did not even mention, 
the financial cost. Many people wil l  lose their jobs 
because perhaps they depend on a driver's l icence for 
a l ivel ihood and therefore they could lose their jobs. 
Those people who are into this mess have to know 
where to go so that they can move through the process, 
so there needs to be a communication process. 

I think that at every opportunity, in written information, 
in  the media of al l  kinds, the video media, audio media, 

1981 

radio, television, al l have to include information on th is 
so people wil l  be aware of it, but particularly targeted 
those who are in that mess, in that situation after the 
fact. 

So we have to have two kinds of communication: 
one that tells the impacts to the publ ic, what they should 
know· and then those that are impacted because they 
have in fact violated the provisions and have themselves 
in a situation where they have been stopped and have 
lost their l icence. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Chair) 
So I say to this Minister, to this Government, that 

they should undertake this kind of a program. Of course, 
I believe they should undertake it, not strictly for 
i nformation purposes so that people are aware, but 
because of the impact that it wil l have on their attitudes, 
t h e  i m pact t hat it w i l l  h ave k nowin g  t h at t h e  
Government, t h e  legislators, t h i s  Legislature, feels that 
th is is such a serious issue that they have put i n  p lace 
these kinds of penalties and procedures. Then I believe 
it wi l l  have an impact on their attitudes and on the 
i ncidence of drinking and driving, and so it wi l l  act as 
a preventat ive measure, as a deterrent, which is really 
what we want to do with this in  any event. 

We would l ike to have, I am sure al l  of us, fewer and 
fewer people penalized under this law, fewer and few�r 
i ncidents of this k ind of activity, so that in fact we wil l  
not see as much or as many people put at r isk by this 
activity i n  this province. That of course is the primary 
goal as a deterrent, as an educating device. It is 
i mportant then, Mr. Speaker, that the Government 
undertake this as a deterrent in this i nformation to 
people i nvolved. 

I th ink,  as I have said in other issues that we talked 
about in th is House, in the Environment and other 
i mportant issues facing people of the province, this is 
an area that we should be providing as much education 
as possible to people i n  our schools, to our young 
people, so that they develop their attitudes toward 
alcohol that are responsible, moderate, safe, in terms 
of their approach. 

I th ink that the Government, i n  addit ion,  should be 
looking at the kinds of programs that are available 
through committees on drinking and driving,  whatever 
other mechanisms they have at their d isposal ,  to put 
in place additional measures if there are gaps and holes 
in the system at the present time, and to look at what 
age this information should start being provided through 
the school system .  

I k now that t h e  schools have enormous pressures 
on t h e m  for so many d ifferent t h i ngs ,  fam i l y  l i fe 
education, and many different pressures put on the 
schools, so they do not have enough time in  the day 
to cover all of them. But we should look at whether 
there can be some th ings offered through the schools 
to ensure that our young people have access to the 
proper i nformation, and so that they will learn the 
res p o n s i b l e  att i tudes towards d ri n k i n g  and t h a t  
eventually we- i n  fact, t h e  Minister o f  Education ( M r. 
Derkach) is here and I address that to h im as wel l 
a t  some point can look back and say, really, we are 
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the lowest per capita province in  terms of incidence 
oi d rinking and d riving . in  al l  of N orth America. Would 
that not be a position that we would l ike to achieve? 
Hold our heads high .  and say that Manitoba has the 
lowest incidence per 1 ,000 population or whatever other 
yardstick or measuring stick we want to use in  this 
whole country. 

When many of these Ministers have left this hal lowed 
hall of the Legislature of.Manitoba, when they are moved 
into oblivion, now recogn izing that in fact they are 
temporary custodians in their positions that they hold 
in  this province, they can look back and say, that was 
my greatest hour when I had a hand in putting forward 
measures .that have redueed the incidence of drinking 
and driving to the point that M anitoba is the lowest 
incidence in the whole of North America. Would that 
not be a great recor·d that they could point to? 

. . 
So let all .of us ensure that .there is follow-up,  that 

this is monitored .to determine if  it is effective, and if 
it is not effective that additional steps are put in place, 
that education takes place and that communications 
are put in place to ensure that al l  of the public is aware 
of what we have been doing here. because that is critical. 
Thank you, M r. Speaker. 

M r. Steve Ashton (Thompson ) :  M r. S peaker, I 
appreciate the opportunity to participate in the debate 
on this Bill. I share the sentiments that were put forward 
by the Member for Dauphin ( M r. Plohman). I know it 
is an area that the Member for Dauphin ,  as a former 
H ighways Minister, has a great deal of interest in  and 
played a leading role in  the development of policy. The 
Member for Dauphin should be congratutafed for that 
because I think one of the clear th ings that should be 
put on the record is that our G overnment previously 
did take a number of fairly significant in itiatives in  this 
regard and I th ink that should be said for the record 
because we recognized what I th ink has become a 
growing recognition from society as a whole that 
drink ing and driving just is not acceptable in society. 

* ( 1 550) 

We also recogn ized , as legislators, only a few months 
ago that one of the problems with the current structure 
to deal with people who continue to dr ink and drive 
is that while the systems we have in place are working 
with what I would cal l  the law-abiding 95 percent of 
people, there are u nfortunately that 1 percent,  that 5 
percent; whatever .the figure is,  of people who are not 
going to l isten to the education that is  taking place, 
who are not going to be responsible, who are not going 
to be affected by the views of their peers in  society 
and are not going to stop d rinking and driving. You 
know, I have seen a dramatic shift in attitudes over 
time to the point where I would say a significant majority 
of people · now, for example, if they go to a social i n  
my constituency, w i l l  take a cab afterwards. Now that 
is something that was almost u nheard- of 1 0  or 1 5  years 
ago. What has happened is there has been a change 
in  attitudes in  society. It  is the same thing that has 
happened general ly, but we are still left with a situation 
where a small percentage of people are the habitual 
offenders, and I know that was the intent of this 
particular Bi l l ,  to deal largely with that segment of our 
population. 

I know some difficult decisions had to be made in 
· terms of the trade off between rights and · l i berties on 
the one hand , and the public interest on the other in  
terms of preventing dr ink ing drivers from being on the 
road. I know it was not an easy matter to deal with 
but, Mr. Speaker, I think it is unfortunate that here 
again we are having a sense of deja vu when in  the 
same Session of the Legislature this Government has 
to come back in and has to be redrafting legislation, 
a t ime when we should be paying attention to the vast 
majority of Bi l ls on the Order Paper that are being 
introduced for the first t ime, new Bil ls, going through 
those. 

What are we dealing with right now? Dealing with a 
matter that has previously been raised and dealt with 
and I might say was-I  hate to use this word, I hope 
the Justice M i nister does not take any offence, but I 
think it was- bungled . It was messed up,  Mr. Speaker. 
In fact I could use a few other words here, but I know · 
in the Legislature we have to be careful of the language 
used. What would the Minister of Justice describe the 
situation as when we have to reconsider a Bi l l  that was 
passed only a few months ago, and by leave? 

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, it is interesting because we end 
up in a situation where in this Session of the Legislature 
we are seeing the Minister of Justice and Liberal 
Members, apart from · the Leader of the Liberal Party, 
now having the opportunity to hear this Member in  
Opposition, he would be the first one to rise to his feet 
and criticize the previous Government for-in  fact , he 
can use t he word b u n g lers - i n co m petence,  
incompetence. There are M e m bers s i t t ing i n  th is  
Chamber now, unfortunately there are not � many 
perhaps as should be sitting in this Chamber, who wou'ld . 
remember this particular item. Mr. Speaker, if the 
Minister of Housing (Mr. Ducharme) wants an exact 
count of how many Government Members are in the 
House, I suppose that the Opposition Members could 
leave, call a quorum and they would find out, but I 
t h i n k  we h ave shown every o pportu n i ty for  t h i s  
Government to try a n d  get i t s  act together. We are 
looking at a situation · now, M r. Speaker, and without 
referencing anybody's absence, there are less than a 
quorum present in this H ouse for the Government. It 
is the Opposition that is maintaining the quorum. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

***** 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Minister of Housing, on 
a point of order. 

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Housing): Mr. 
Speaker, the Member for Thompson (Mr. Ashton) is 
referring to the Members in the House. I would · l ike to 
maybe remark that uno, one NOP, uno. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Member 
does not have a point of order. We do not make 
reference to the fact whether or not Members are 
present ·or .not. 
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***** 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Thompson. 

Mr. Ashton: Not only does the Member not have a 
point of order, he also cannot count. This has been 
indicated by the Whip.  

I would appreciate if the Conservative Whip would 
make sure there is a fu l l  attendance for l istening to 
this speech because I would l ike to remind some of 
the Members who were so qu ick to be talk ing about 
i ncompetence only a few years ago to now sit here and 
l isten and explain to me why th is  Government had to 
br ing the same Bi l l  i n  twice i n  the same Session of  the 
Legislature, and through the leave from the opposition 
Parties, both when we considered i t  first time, and now 
we are considering it again. 

Why d oes the Oppos i t ion  h ave to b a i l  t h i s  
Government out o f  what I would say is the clearest 
case of i ncompetence in the eight years that I have 
been a Member of this Legislature? Why does the 
Opposition have to deal with that,  Mr. Speaker? Wel l ,  
it is  because the Government is  having a great deal 
of d ifficulty, I th ink,  defining its agenda, sticking to its 
agenda. I hear a Member saying I am wrong. How can 
you explain the fact we are dealing with the same Bi l l  
here, as I said ,  through the leave of  the Opposit ion? 
The Opposit ion is bail ing out the Government because 
it could not get it right the first time. 

The Government with all the resources of the Minister 
of Justice's  department, all the legal resources, here 
the Opposition with l imited resources in terms of legal 
expertise, they brought it i n  and within a few months, 
even before the whole policy was implemented, they 
had to come begging cap-in-hand to the Opposit ion 
saying, please, wi l l  you allow us to review th is Bi l l ,  to 
bring i n  a new Bi l l ,  to change the Bi l l  so that we can 
have it  implemented in  Manitoba by our deadl ine? 

We were responsible. We said that we would assist 
the Government, we would bail them out of their own 
incompetence. The Minister of Justice (Mr. Mccrae) 
says he appreciates it, and so he should, because as 
an Opposition Member, as I said ,  he would be the first 
one, even on the most minor point, to talk about 
incompetence, the most minor point. Here we have a 
significant omission on the part of this Government 
and this Government should recogn ize that. 

I real ly do not know what is happening as I look at 
t h e  rather  pathet i c  Benches.  I w i l l  not make any 
reference once again ,  Mr. Speaker, to absence of any 
specific Members. I realize that is against our rules but 
I must say it is u nfortunate when the Government has 
even the difficulty in  making sure that the most basic 
functioning of the Legislature, the time when we have 
in debates are met. 

Once again right now, it is the Opposition that is 
bai l ing out the Government, because if the Opposition 
was to walk out of here there would be no quorum 
and we would not be debating this Bi l l .  I consider that 
to be incompetence pi led on incompetence on the part 
of this Government. They asked for the assistance of 
the Opposition in bringing this Bi l l .  We said we would 
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g ive leave to have it debated today and have it passed 
today, and what is happening is they are showing no 
effort on their part to see it put through, Mr. Speaker. 
There is not even enough Government Members in the 
House to assure a quorum on this. It  is on ly, once again, 
because of the Opposition Members. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. The Honourable Member 
for Thompson is being totally i rrelevant to the Bi l l  which 
is being debated here today. The Honourable Member 
for Thompson kindly keep h is  remarks to the principle 
of the Bil l .  The Honourable Member for Thompson. 

M r. Ashton: I am referr ing  to t h e  fact t h at the 
Opposition Members have bai led out the Government 
on th is Bi l l .  I am referring to the fact that in this debate 
today - I  recognize your  rul ing and I wil l  abide by it
we are also bail ing out the Government today because 
of their complete incompetence on this issue. I really 
did not see any reference in the Attorney General , 
pardon me, the Minister of Justice's comments. He has 
a new tit le now. I will use that title. There was no real 
reference to it, no real acknowledgement of the situation 
we are in ,  in terms of this Bi l l ,  why we are deal ing with 
it .  Sure, he acknowledged the fact that the Opposition 
did give leave, but there was no real acknowledgement 
of why this matter was bungled. 

The Attorney General (Mr. Mccrae) says he has not 
spoken. He has spoken at previous times on this Bi l l .  
He  may not have spoken on this reading,  and I hope 
when he does speak on this reading he will explain to 
this House and to the publ ic of Manitoba why we have 
to be dealing with th is matter again .  I also ask for some 
assurance, before we do provide support to this Bi l l  
once again from the M i nister of Justice, that we will 
not be again deal ing with this Bi l l  as we go into the 
Session. 

This Session certainly appears to be here for awhile. 
I am not sure exactly when the Session wi ll conclude, 
M r. Speaker, but let us put it this way, as we head i nto 
the New Year I will be i nterested to see whether we 
are going to have yet another version of this Bil l  from 
the Minister of Justice (Mr. Mccrae) saying, well ,  just 
before we go any further we want the opposition Parties 
to bail  us out again .  If at f irst you don't succeed, try, 
try again .  First time, unlucky; second time, unlucky; 
th i rd time, lucky. Is that what we are going to be dealing 
with? 

* ( 1 600) 

Wil l  the Minister of Justice, before we pass this Bi l l  
today, assure th is Legislature that we will not be subject 
to the same sort of d ifficulty, the same incompetence, 
and wil l  not be deal ing with this matter, as I said ,  as 
we go further into the Legislature at a later point in  
t ime? 

I am hoping the M i nister of Justice (Mr. Mccrae) wi l l  
do that because really, I th ink,  . i t  is not the kind of 
message that we want to be sent to the courts, because 
the courts will i nterpret l i terally the wording that we 
have in place. We saw the Min ister of Justice in a few 
short months recognize that his original draft had a 
major loophole in it that . would have gutted the impact 
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of the Bi l l .  That is essentially why we are dealing with 
it today. 

Well ,  M r. Speaker, the Min ister of Justice says, no. 
Is  he not saying that there would have been a serious 
problem with the original Bil l if i t  had not been dealt 
with? I would hope the Min ister wil l  clarify because 
certainly !' could tell you that our critic in  this particular 
m atter is deal ing with this, provid ing the co-operation 
the Minister requested, because certainly the view was 
that if it was not to be acted u pon there would be 
problems. There would be problems as I said ,  because 
of the incompetence on this matter. There would have 
been problems in enforcing the program that the 
M i nister himself had planned. ::;-

I n  fac{f the reason we are deal ing with it by a 
"leave" -1 mean, M r. Speaker, we should be debating 
Bi l ls normally right through the Session giving the type 
of consideration that is necessary, but we have given 
th is Government essentially leave twice. We assisted 
in bringing it through prior to the recess in the summer, 
and we are bai l ing them out again here on October 18.  
For the second time i n  the same Session we are 
facil itating br inging this through.  

It  is frustrat ing,  Mr. Speaker. It  is frustrating as the 
New Democratic Party House Leader, it is frustrat ing 
as a Member of this Legislature to see the Government 
f loundering on this particular item, to see the level of 
i ncompetence and to see that we are bail ing them out. 

We should not be dealing with this under normal 
circumstances. We have recognized that the intent was 
to bring it in as soon as possible, recognized that the 
general i ntent of the Bi l l  was positive. We indicated 
t h at ,  a n d  on second read i ng both  t i mes it was 
considered. Now as we deal with the final reading of 
this Bi l l ,  we are dealing with the specifics. That is why 
I am referencing the specific fact that this Government 
has not handled this matter properly. 

I am sure the Minister wil l  d o  everyth ing possible to 
try and get the maximum amount of publicity on th is 
matter. I have heard the advertisements on the radio  
from the Minister of  Justice (Mr. McCrae), in  h is  own 
voice,  tal k i ng about  d r i n k i n g  a n d  d r i vi n g .  I a m  
wondering if t h e  Minister o f  J ustice is going to p u t  out 
a new series of ads saying, well ,  we blew it, but we 
finally got i t  r ight and now this is going to be the law 
i n  Manitoba. I wonder if that is going to be the approach. 

I wonder i f  the Minister of Justice is going to say 
thanks to the opposition Parties, we have new changes 
to our system i n  dealing with dr inkers and drivers. Is 
the M ini�ter going to do that, Mr. Speaker, because I 
am sure -the communicators in the Government must 
be having a very d ifficult time with th is now. This, I am 
sure, was supposed to be one of the main in it iat ives 
in this Session. God knows this Government needs 
some major initiatives. 

When I look at the legislat ive package, when one 
nets out matters that were d rafted well before th is 
Minister came into office, when one nets out what would 
be basically called very basic legislation, we have one 
Bill here which basically just changes the numt;>ers on 
one particular Act, when one nets that out, what are 

we left with ,  the Fiscal Stabil ization Fund, final offer 
selection and this Bi l l? What does that speak for the 
agenda of this Government? 

An Honourable Member: Major changes in  The City 
of Winn ipeg Act. 

Mr. Ashton: Well ,  a major change in  The City of 
Winn ipeg Act. Perhaps coming from outside of the city, 
I do not put it in quite the same category as other Bi l ls .  
I wi l l  defer to those Members such as the M i nister of 
Industry, Trade and Tourism (Mr. Ernst) from the city 
in  terms of the relative importance of that Bi l l .  

So we are up  to four major Bi l ls i n  this Session. I 
would consider the Bi l l  we are debating right now to 
be an important one. If it was not important we certainly 
would not have given leave back i n  June, and we would 
certainly not have g iven leave in  October to deal with 
it. I t  is  important because it deals with an important 
issue. As I said ,  even though attitudes are changing 
we need strength in legislation to deal with the people 
who are consistently ignoring the situation in this regard. 

I want to make it clear to the M i nister of J ustice (Mr. 
Mccrae) that yes, we wil l  support the passage of this 
Bi l l  today; but in  doing so, we wil l  place on the record 
the very clear fact that there was clear incompetence 
on this.  I do not blame the Minister personally -
( interjection)- Mr. Speaker, excuse me, but I know the 
M i nister has another matter to deal with. That is why 
he is involved in  the d iscussion, and I certainly do not 
feel there would be any problem because I know we 
have at least one other person wishing to speak on 
this matter if the Minister has to attend to other matters. 
I certainly would not consider that the case, because 
as I was just saying in my comments, the incompetence 
in th is matter really should not just rest at the feet of 
one Min ister. It  is something that has to be accepted 
col lectively by the rest of the Government. 

I would l ike to know what d iscussions they had i n  
caucus when they dealt with this matter again and they 
dealt with it the first t ime and they dealt with it the 
second time. Where were they when this matter was 
d iscussed? What questions were they asking? Why were 
the right questions not asked? Why was the proper 
legal advice not obtained? Why was the Minister al lowed 
to bring in a Bi l l ,  then through the co-operation of the 
Opposit ion allowed to pass it by the end of J u ne, 
someth ing that was only done with a handful of Bi l ls.  
Mr. Speaker, what questions were they asking? 

That is why I am raising i t  now in  the Third Read ing 
because i n  terms of the specific wording, court after 
court after court has said if you do not say it we wi l l  
not i mply it ,  we wil l  not read between the l ines, you 
have to be very clear in  terms of your i ntent. This 
Government was not clear in  its i ntent and that is why 
I am raising this q uestion now, because I do not wish 
to suggest that if an emergency situation was to come 
up on any Bill that we would deny leave again.  

I am sure the Liberal Party would not deny leave if 
the matter was important enough ,  but I do not th ink 
the Conservative Government should be too surprised 
if they come back in again on a Bi l l  l ike this and they 
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say that they 'wish to try it one more time that we will 
say, let us · hold on a minute, you have tried to rush 
this through in June, you have tried to rush it through 
again in  October, there is going to be no further 
opportunity for a rushed through, a badly done job, a 
poor B i l l .  There can be no further opportunity for 
i ncompetence on the part of the Min ister and the 
Government that we are going to expect complete and 
absolute co�_ideration. 

We have given it our best consideration, M r. Speaker, 
as opposition Members, but we do not have the legal 
resources. We do not have the legal resources. I 
a p p reciate the fact  that  t h e  M i n ister  of  N atu ral  
Resources (Mr. Enns) said that it is  a comfort that we 
h ave given our best consideration. We wil l  also -give 
the B ills that -he has introduced our best consideration, 
but we do not have the detailed legal advice that is 
available to the Government, as . the Min ister knows, 
and that is the problem in this particular Bill . 

The problem was that the Minister and his department 
al lowed a Biii'that was flawed to be introduced and 

1 passed through three readings in this House, and 
through the co-operation of the Opposit ion was ready 
to be put into place this October. I do not want to see 
it  h appen again ,  M r. Speaker. I do not want to see it 
happen again .  

I know our critic raised th is  in  the committee hearings 
and a number of our Members of the Legislature raised 
it. We said · qu ite clearly in the committee that this 
M i nister has had the co-operation of the Opposition 
enough at the committee stage. We are getting rather 
t i red of wasting time on this matter i n  terms of when 
the Government cannot get it right in the first p lace. 
Real ly, in the eight years that I have been here I do 
not th ink I have seen a Bi l l  that has been more bungled. 
T h e re h ave been B i l l s  where. t here h ad been an  
unforeseen loophole that has appeared two or three 
years later in a court case, but this is the first t ime 
that I have ever seen a Bi l l  introduced in a Session 
and the Government bring it back i n  again because 
they blew it the first time and they have to ask for the 
leave of the Opposition, not just once but twice i n  one 
Session of the Legislature. 

I am saying this for the record now, because I know 
it _may be a long Session of the Legislature. As I said ,  
as  we head. into the  new year I do not  want in  the  new 
year; in January and February, to see the Min ister ot 
J ustice (Mr. Mccrae) come back again begging for the 
OppositiOn 's assistance the th i i-d time. I might say that 
we may not. be as co-operative . on other items. not 
because we do. not want to be co-operative general ly, 
but we may start making the Minister of Justice perhaps. 
s low down in his consideration of Bil ls to ensure they 
are dealt with-. properly. 

· 

* (16 10) 

You know, Mr. Speaker, I find it amazing that on one 
Bi l l ,  the Min ister of Rurar Development {Mr. Penner), · 
there was an attempt to get the opposit ion Parties to 
agree to a Bi l l  in word ; in part, or it even be i ntroduced. 
in the Legislature: On Bil ls l ike this we have the situation 
wher.e ·they attempt to get .leave, and then other Bi l ls 

where they cannot get i tthrough in  one Session, the 
f inal offer selection Bi l l;  they are determined to bring 
i t  in no matter what. Now what is the stand of th is 
Government? Do they want Opposition approval on 
everything fi rst? 

An Honourable Member: O n l y  after careful  
consideration. 

Mr. Ashton: . Only after careful consideration, said the 
M inister of Natural Resources (Mr. Enns). · Well ,  Mr. 
Speaker, _1 would be qu ite llaJ>PY if

. 
t_his Go'!ernrnent · 

would apply the same standards on all B ills, like the 
f inal offer selection'  Biil', and seek our views and our 
co-operation on, because they wi l l  not -get any. We win: · 
teU them do not bring it in ,  we. wi l l  fight that Bi l l ,  •and 
we will. fight it 1po percent. Similarly, in terms of other 
legislation .. .  this Government · should · l'!Pt expect ttie • · 
Opposition . to take awayfro.m them lhe responsib i l ity 
to bring. in  legislation. They< shoul d  not . expe.ct the 
Opposition to be agreeing before they even introduce 
a Bi l l  into this House, Mr. Spea�er, as they have on at 
least one occasion. They should  not expect .us to agree 
to approve it  prior to being introduced in this House. 
They should expect from now on in ,  based on our 
experience on this Bill , complete and thorough scrutiny 
on every Bi l l  they introduce in  the Legislature, 

That is not going to be a waste of time. It  may take 
a long time. We may be _here weeks, we may be here 
months, we may be here right into next year on Bi l ls, 
especially such poorly drafted and ill-thought-out B i l ls 
as the final offer selection Bi l l .  We are · going to go · 
through the complete Stages On al l  their Bi l ls, because 
we have learned from this Government that we cannot 
t rust them in terms of their competence. We:had- the 
same Bill brought in twice in the same Session. That 
is clear and absolute · incompetence . .Yes; · we wi l l  help . 
out  on t h i s  parHcu lar ·case, nof because of th is  · 
Government, but becacise we feef tllis an• important 
matter for the people of this province. Thank. you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

· 

Mr. Jay Cowan (Chu�chill): It is u nfortunate thaLwe . 
have to hav.e.' thi s  debate today in the. rush manner in 
which it  is  being conducted , just ;;is tile debate on this 
issue in ·  the · past has been oijentimes conpucted Jn a 
rushed- manner ·because. :of the incompetence of the . 
G oyernme(lt . in, (fr111uri:g th i s p�r.� i c u l a r  p i.ecf _of. 
legislation. · · 

I .  first ;Spoke to . .fhis:. Bi l l  in. its originlil fprrn lasfyear 
on Ju�1:1 19,, .or 11ct1J;;i!ly not last ye,ar; a rew wonthsago_ 
on. J\lne 19 -:(interjectiqn)� it. seems l ike last year, as 
the Member for lJ10mpson (Mr. Asl)ton). indicates, and 
at that time I was critical of . . the Gov,ernrnent because · 
of the .inconsisten�y betwe,e,n.what they proposed a_nd_ 
hoped to do in the . l�slaticm and their act ions in a, 
whole number of other areas. 

. . . .· . 

Le.t me explain ... Tlley.say .thaLby .this legislation tlley 
want to addreSSJI very �e�io�� probiE!m in !his province 
and. in this country, .an!i th11t . is Jmpairecl .driv�ng. The 
results, the consequences anp ·the traged ies. U:iat arise 
from impaired driving 

'
.a,r,e 11JI too familiar �<t �il of us 

as legislators and a� individuals, so we support them 
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in that effort to do whatever is possible to prevent 
drivers from operating motor veh icles while impaired 
or afterJ1aving consumed alcoholic beverages. We think 
that is.:.an admirable goal and we wil l  bend over 
backwards,  as we have done in the past, to co-operate 
with  t he G overnment to ensure t h at leg is lat i o n  is  
brought forward which accommodates that particular 
objective. 

At the same time we are critical of the Government 
because while it is saying it  wants to, through a 
legislative mechanism, prevent impaired driving and 
address that problem, which i s  a problem of education 
as much as one of legislat ion, and which is a problem 
of advertising as much as one of debates i n  this 
particular House, they on the other hand u ndertake a 
number of activities which counteract the i ntent of this 
particular Bi l l .  

Last year when speaking to  the B i l l ,  M r. Speaker, I 
indicated that I thought the Bi l l ,  whi le a good B i l l  u nto 
its own, was tainted by the Government's actions. I 
am quoting from that speech: th is B i l l  is u ndercut by 
the Government's actions, this Bi l l  is made less effective 
by the Government's actions. This Bi l l  wi l l  be a much 
better Bi l l  if i t  was brought forward in  an environment 
of trying to reduce alcohol consumption instead of trying 
to f i n d  every way poss i b l e  to i n c rease a lcoho l  
consumption. 

I asked the Government at that t ime, i n  the context 
of their overall objectives, to reth ink some of the other 
actions that they had taken which I felt undercut the 
impact of this legislation, or Bil l No. 3 at that t ime. I 
asked them to rethink their cuts to the Alcoholism 
Foundation of Manitoba. I said I thought that was the 
wrong direction to go. I asked them to reth ink the 
review, which is going on i nternal ly, about credit cards, 
cheque cas h i n g  and g ift cert i f icates for frequent 
drinkers. I thought that was the wrong way to go for 
the Government. I asked them to reth ink the 24-hour 
dr inking at the airport. I thought that was the wrong 
way to go for this Government. We asked them to 
reth ink the Sunday purchasing of l iquor. That was the 
wrong way to go. We asked them to rethink the changes 
to the advertising legislation which allowed for much 
greater advertising of products involving alcohol during 
times when much younger people would be subjected 
to that advertising. 

We asked them to do al l  those things and they have 
not done it .  The only thing it seems they have rethought 
is their original legislat ion, and they did that more out 
of necessity than out of good intentions because what 
we have before us now is a complete bungl ing of the 
first p iece of legislation. So while we were concerned 
in  the first instance about inconsistency between the 
legislation and what it intended to do in the Government 
actions that would tend to work against the legislat ion, 
we are n ow concerned a b o u t  i n c o m petence.
( interjection)-

The Mem ber for Thompson ( M r. Ashton)  i n  h i s  
comments referenced t h e  fact that t h e  Government 
has b u n g led t h i s  i n i t i at ive from the very start . 
( interjections)- Well ,  I hear from a couple of the Ministers 
that we are wrong. Wel l ,  I want to go back and read 
into the record some things that were said,  Mr. Speaker, 

that I th ink i l lustrate just how far this Government wi l l  
go to make phony excuses to cover up their own 
incompetence and bungl ing.  

When you cast aside those excuses, when you str ip 
the veneer off of their attempts to evade responsib i l ity 
for bad d raft ing and bad leg islat ion, you will find 
underneath that thin veneer incompetence, bung l ing ,  
a Government that cannot get i ts  act 4ogether, a 
Government that does not even know how to write 
what they consider to be one of the most important 
legislative pieces of their tenure. 

Let us hear what the Attorney General, Min ister of 
Justice (Mr. Mccrae), said in the committee hearings 
eight days ago when the Member for Fl in Flon ( M r. 
Storie) objected to the way in which this leg islation was 
being rushed through committee because of the need 
to proclaim it quickly, because it had been so badly 
drafted that the whole in it iative was being threatened 
and put in  peril by the Government's incompetence. 
How did the Attorney General respond to that? Wel l ,  
he ta lked a b o u t  t h i s  leg is lat ion be ing p ioneer i n g  
legislation and h e  said ,  and I quote- and actually h e  
was referring t o  t h e  Honourable Member for St. James, 
this is the Attorney General speaking - I  know the 
Honourab le  Mem ber for St .  James, M r. Edwards,  
suggests that every " i"  should have been dotted and 
every "t" crossed , last June when the House gave us 
authority to proceed with the implementation phase of 
this legislation he is speaking about. 

Cont inuing to quote the Attorney General , he says, 
I assume the Honourable Member for St. James would 
have l iked to see the Government do al l  that work 
which involved a great deal of money and human 
resources and a lot of time, then without any assurance 
that the Legislature would accept in principle the general 
thrust of the legislation. I suggest that is putting the 
cart before the horse and a waste of taxpayers' money 
and a waste of the excel lent h uman resources we h ave 
not only in the Department of Justice, but also in the 
Department of Highways. That was said by the Attorney 
General . 

Now, what that shows to me is that the Attorney 
General either takes his job not q uite seriously enoug h  
a n d  approaches his staff in a very lackadaisical way, 
or that he dc;>es not understand how legislation is 
developed and should be developed . Because I can 
tel l you I have been responsible for bringing legislation 
to this Chamber, and before the legislation came to 
this Chamber a tremendous amount of work went into 
it ,  so not that we would not waste the bureaucrats' 
and the department's time, but so that we would not 
waste the taxpayers' time as we stand here and debate 
the legislation. 

( M r. Harold Gi l leshammer, Acting Speaker, in  the 
Chair) 

We are now carrying on a second debate that would 
not be necessary if the Minister of Highways (Mr. Albert 
Driedger) and if the Min ister responsible for Just ice 
and the Attorney General (Mr. Mccrae) were competent 
in their task of developing the fi rst piece of legislat ion.  
I have to tell you ,  Mr. Acting Speaker, that criticism, 
as harsh as it may be,  I bel ieve to be true and j ustified 
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but that also -appl ies to every. Member of that Cabinet. 
I w i l l  tell you why I say that: Because when · 1 read the 
comments of the Attorney General and found out that 
he suggested the problem was in the legislation, that 
not enough work had been done at the departmental 
level to ensure that it would be good legislation, I was 
f labbergasted. 

An Honourable Member: That is incredi ble! 

Mr. Cowan:  It i s  i n c red i b l e ,  as the M e m ber for  
Thompson (Mr. Ashton) says. That is not  the way things 
are done. So I said to myself, wel l ,  maybe I missed 
something, because I remember l isten ing to the debate 
on Bi l l  No. 3 when it was first i ntroduced, and I thought 
I had heard most of what had been said .  Never did I 
hear the Government, the Attorney General , the Min ister 
of H ighways, or any Member of that Cabinet suggest 
that this was just a trial run, that this was just a balloon 
that was being floated to see if  in fact they wanted to 
put the t ime and effort into the legislation. 

I * ( 1 620) 

As a matter of fact, what I had heard them say, or 
what I thought I had heard them say, was that this 
legislation was the result of a lot of hard work by the 
departments, and a lot of hard work by the Cabinet 
M i nisters, and a lot of hard work by the Cabinet. I 
thought I heard them say that. So when I read the 
comments of the Attorney General the other day which 
said that was not the case, I went back and reviewed 
tlJe. record, and the record is contained in Hansard. 
Hansard is, as you know, M r. Acting Speaker, a d i rect 
t ranscript of what is said in this House. It is a reliable 
so4rce. 

I have never heard the transcript in this particular 
instance corrected . I have never heard the Attorney 
General (Mr. Mccrae) or the Minister of H ighways and 
Transportation (Mr. Albert Driedger) stand up and say: 
I am sorry, when I spoke to this Bi l l ,  on June 16 and 
last year, I said something that was incorrect and I 
would l ike to correct the record . Now I hear several 
months later an inconsistency, a contradiction. The two 
different th ings that are being said ,  both cannot be 
true. One of them is not true. 

An Honourable Member: Which is  not true? 

M r. Cowan: Wel l ,  I w i l l  read them and you can 
determine, Mr. Acting Speaker, which is true and which 
is u ntrue. 

Let us l isten to the Minister of H ighways (Mr. Albert 
Driedger) when he put The Highway Traffic Amendment 
Act, Bi l l  No. 3, before the House on June 16, 1 989. 
Now remember this is a legislation that the Attorney 
General just told us did not have a lot of work done 
on it, because they could not be assured of passage 
to the House. 

Okay, Mr. Acting Speaker, I am now quoting from 
the Min ister of H ighways and Transportation (Mr. Albert 
Dr iedger):  I m i g h t  j ust i n d icate t h at many, many 
avenues were looked at  and we · have done a lot of  
comparative.work to·see whether we can come u p  with 
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the. best program we feel could work i n  Manitoba. The 
impaired driving program that was worked out by the 
Government was a co-operative effort of several  
departments and involved l iterally hundreds of hours 
of work by civi l servants. There was consultation with 
the pol ice and a very thorough review, particularly by 
the personnel of the Department of Highways and by 
the Department of Justice, of the programs and the 
policies that were in  place in  other jurisdictions. From 
this review a series of options were prepared for 
considerat i o n ,  f i rst with a smal l  subcommittee of 
M i nisters, then with the ful l  Cabin�t. 

So what that tells me is that when either the Minister 
of H ighways stood in this House on June 16 ,  and said 
a lot of work had been done, he was not portraying 
the situation accurately. He was not - I  have to choose 
my words carefu l ly, because I do not want to say he 
was not tel l ing the truth, but-

An Honourable Member: You could say that, but it 
would be unparliamentary. 

Mr. Cowan: - his comments-

An Honourable Member:  Remem ber, we h ave 
Hansard. 

Mr. Cowan: Oh yes, the M i nister of Housing (Mr. 
Ducharme) says, remember we have Hansard. We also 
have some other Hansards we want to quote from in 
a moment, but before doing that I want to make the 
point that there is a very severe contradiction between 
what the Attorney General (Mr. Mccrae) said on October 
6, and what the Minister of H ighways (Mr. Albert 
Driedger) said on June 1 6. 

· 

Then I said to myself, we have heard the Attorney 
General 's side of it now, and we have heard the Minister 
of H ighways and Transportation's side of it now. One 
of them is not telUng the same story as the other, so 
one of them is not tel l ing the accurate story. One of 
them is not tel l ing the ful l  story. One of them is tell ing 
a story that is in  conflict with real ity, and now I have 
two very learned and honourable gentlemen tell ing 
different stories. 

So I had to do a bit more research to find out which 
one of them was right. So I read on in  Hansard a few 
more days, and .J came across a presentation of Bi l l  
No.  3, on June 19, by the Attorney General . Therein 
l ies -(interjection)- wel l ,  therein has to l ie the answer, 
because if the Attorney General said on October 6, a 
lot of work was not done because they did not want 
to put the civil servants through a lot of work and that 
was the reason . for  t he p r o b l e m s ,  not h i s  own 
incompetence, and he said that on June 1 6, then I 
would really have to take his word over the word of 
the Minister of H ighways and Transportation (Mr. Albert 
Driedger). But if he had said something different, then 
I would be i n  a bit of a di lemma again.  So I read through 
his comments and here is what he had to say, it was 
a pleasure to take part in the debate. Then he said,  
and I quote the Attorney General, June 1 9, 1 989: I 
must say I am pleased at. the support which. u lt imately 
has come around thi1! Bi l l  .. I th ink it is. a tribute. TIJese 
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are the key words: I th ink it is a tribute to the large 
amount of dedicated work that has been done by 
var ious departments of G over n m e n t  over some 
extended period of  t ime in  order to get  a B i l l  that wil l  
receive, 'U ltimately I hope, the resounding support of 
th is House, and I think it already has the resounding 
support of Manitobans. 

The d ilemma becomes much more of a di lemma now, 
M r. Acting Speaker, because now I have the M i nister 
of H ighways (Mr. Albert Driedger) contrad ict ing the 
Minister of Justice and Attorney General ( M r. Mccrae), 
and I have the Minister of J ustice and Attorney General 
contradicting the M i nister of H ighways, and I have the 
M i nister of Justice contradict ing the Attorney General , 
and the"Attorney General contradict ing the M i nister of 
Justice�" 

When, was he tel l ing us what really happened? Was 
it on June 19 ,  when he said there was a lot of work 
over an extended period of time that would make this 
Bi l l  a success, or was it on October 6, when he said 
that the problem with the Bi l l  was not incompetence 
or not bungl ing or not the fact that the Government 
cannot prepare legislation that works, but was because 
not enough work had gone into it in  the first instance? 

(Mr. Speaker in  the Chair) 
Mr. Speaker, I think he has failed the test as an 

Attorney General and a M i nister of Justice. I th ink the 
Minister of H ighways has failed the test. When he d id 
so, he impl icated the fu l l  Cabinet, because he said not 
only did this Bill receive review by the Ministers that 
were responsible, but by a subcommittee of Cabinet-
1 do not know who was on that subcommittee, but 
obviously they are implicated in  the bungl ing-and also 
by the full Cabinet. 

They were very proud a number of months ago of 
the large amount of work that had gone into this Bi l l  
over an extended time, and now they are looking really 
quite incompetent. They are looking as if they do not 
know what they are doing, they are not certain why 
they are doing it ,  they cannot get their act together. 
Then they come and they continually ask the House 
to bail them out of their d i lemma, to bail them out of 
their problem, because they need to pass th is Act 
q uickly. 

I th ink perhaps the Attorney General should spend 
a bit more time on developing the legislation for which 
he has responsibi l ity and a bit  less t ime on preparing 
radio ads. Then he m ight be able to do his job in  here 
a bit better, because quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, because 
of the ir  bung l ing ,  because of the ir  i ncompetence, 
because of their lack of expertise in  this area, because 
of their lack of commitment to put in the hard work 
that is required to make legislation work properly, this 
Bi l l  has not served the purpose for which it was intended 
so many months ago. 

What has happened, M r. S peaker, is that we have 
been in the Province of Manitoba without the protection 
that we would l ike to see have happened , because of 
their incompetence. They are the ones who are putting 
the public at risk. They are the ones who are ensuring 
that we do not have the most effective leg islation in 

place that is possible. They are the ones who are 
creating the d ifficult ies. Then they come to us and beg 
and plead to be let off the hook by passing th ings 
through in  very quick order. 

We have done it this time, M r. Speaker. I am not 
going to begrudge the fact that we did it ,  because we 
th ink the legislation is important. I do hope the general 
public, who pays attention to these proceedings, is 
l istening very carefully to what is being said here today. 
If they are, they should be fearful as to whether or not 
these amendments in  fact are going to pass the test 
of t ime and whether or not we are going to be put in 
this situation a number of weeks or a number of months 
down the road once again ,  where an incompetent 
Government that has shown its incompetence on so 
many different issues fails to do its work, fai ls to l ive 
up to its responsibil ities of Government, where Ministers 
fail to do their work, fail to l ive up to their responsibi l i ty, 
a n d  t h e n  rely u p o n  t he good w i l l  of  a m i n or i ty  
Government situation to get them through the  crunch.
( interjection)-

Well the Minister of Natural Resources (Mr. Enns) 
asks, do we have your good wi l l? I think we have 
ind icated very clearly that you have our good wil l ,  that 
we have gone the extra step, that we have bent over 
backwards to help the Government out, but that has 
to stop sooner or later. Sooner or later the Government 
is going to have to not try to make excuses for their 
incompetence but, I would say, try to do things better 
in the first instance. 

* ( 1 630) 

Mr. Speaker, when I fi rst spoke to this Bill a while 
ago I was, as I ind icated earlier, somewhat critical of 
the actions of the Government when compared side 
by side with the Bill itself and what they suggest is 
their intent and their overall objective with respect to 
deal ing with alcohol problems. I want to reinforce those 
comments ,  because i n  t h e  t i m e  that  h as passed 
between t h ose speeches in m id - J u n e  and t hese 
speeches in mid-October, we have not seen any change 
in  their course of d i rection. We had asked them at that 
t ime to rethink the number of in it iatives that we felt 
worked counter to their objective of reducing dr inking,  
particularly dr inking and driving, and helping individuals 
who h ave alcohol  prob lems and substance a b u se 
problems. 

Mr. Speaker, we would have hoped that in  the time 
that had passed they would have rethought those 
particular actions, and when they brought this Bi l l  back 
in  they would have been able to say, we rethought the 
impact of advertising and opening up advertising for 
l iquor, and we are going to come forward with something 
to amend our earl ier actions. We rethought the cuts 
to the Alcoholism Foundation of Manitoba, and we are 
going to do something to re-institute some of those 
programs. 

An Honourable Member: Did they do that? 

Mr. Cowan: The Member for Thompson asks, did they 
do that? No, at least they have given no indication of 
having done that.  All they have done in essence is 
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depended once: again upon the good graces of the 
Opposition to help them with a stated objective of 
red uc ing  a lcohol  consum pt ion ,  part icu lar ly when 
invo lved with dr inking and dr iv ing,  and at the same 
t i m e  n ot l i stened to  us when we prov ided some 
constructive advice and constructive criticism on other 
ways that they might be able to accomplish that. 

Mr. Speaker, the M inister of Highways (Mr. Albert 
Driedger), in  his comments on Bi l l  No. 3 said ,  and I 
quote: I am certain that reducing the number of 
impaired drivers is a goal that every Member of this 
Assembly supports. Yes,  indeed every Member of this 
Assembly  does support t hat part icu lar  goal . The 
M in ister of H ighways also said in his comments on 
June 19, and I quote: It is  this change i n  the attitude 
which is fundamental to produce any significant change 
in the number of drivers who get behind the wheel 
when they are impaired , and they say that change in 
attitude will save the l ives of hundreds of Manitobans 
and greatly reduce as wel l  the number of people who 
are injured in  such car accidents. 

If we are talk ing about a change in  attitude, certain ly 
this legislation is going to help bring about a change 
in attitude. I do not think that change in  attitude is 
i nspired by the most altruistic motives. It is real ly 
i nspired out of fear of being caught, but I think it wil l  
work and for that reason I think the legislat ion, if it is 
in this instance drafted properly, wil l be good legislation, 
M r. Speaker. 

I also th ink that there are other more positive ways 
of changing behaviour and changing attitudes that have 
to fit into the total package, and that is not just a radio 
advertisement by the Attorney General , or a 1 0-second 
or 1 5-second sound bite that comes on at the end of 
an advertisement with respect to dr inking and d riving ,  
i t  goes far beyond that. It i nvolves the Minister of  Health 
( M r. O rchard ) and  the  A lcoho l i sm Fou n d at ion  of 
M an i toba ,  and  the fact that  agency shou ld  b e  
supported ,  a n d  its activities should be expanded rather 
than reduced and cut back by this Government. 

There is an inconsistency as well when one Member 
of Cabinet is  cutting back programs to agencies that 
have been mandated specifical ly, as a matter of fact 
I th ink establ ished in the first instance, to effect change 
i n  attitude around substance abuse. The Min ister that 
sits right next to h im,  the M inister of H ighways (Mr. 
Albert Driedger), suggests that we need a change In 
att itude that comes about through education and wi l l  
save hundreds of l ives. 

What I see being done and hear being said is that 
we are not saving hundreds of l ives because we are 
not taking the extra step to change the attitude. I f  the 
logic is impeccable, if the M inister of H ighways says 
a change in attitude wi l l  save hundreds of l ives, and 
the Government cuts back a program that is intended 
to provide a positive focus for changed attitudes around 
substance abuse, then they in fact are costing us 
hundreds of l ives. That logic is l inear, that logic is 
impeccable, that log ic is sound,  and what bothers me 
is not so much that they did not see it on June 19 ,  
because obviously they were rushing through trying to  
get this leg islation developed, but that they have not 
seen it i n  the intervening period of time, and that they 
have not taken action to ,change the attitude. 

So I do not think- they should be quite so boastful 
about what they were doing and what they are doing 
when they have the record that they now have, and 
when they continue on with those cutbacks. We have 
not heard anything that would ind icate that they have 
changed their minds with respect to advertising l iquor 
on television during hours when there is a large audience 
of young people. Yet we know if we want to stop drinking 
problems at the start, i n  many instances we have. to 
begin with focusing our attention at young people 
because a lot of young people develop bad habits in  
that period of  t ime that last with them a l ifetime. I f  you 
want to prevent that sort of tragedy you have to look 
very seriously at the ways in which you d iscourage 
ind ividuals from substance abuse. 

I do not think anyone in their right mind would suggest 
that you discourage ind ividuals from drinking alcohol 
by expanding the amount of advertising to which they 
are subjected because that advertising is intended to 
increase alcohol consumption. 

We are told by the advertising agencies that it is 
really just intended to affect brand preference. That is 
not the case. Every empirical study shows that is not 
the case. The fact is that when you go out and you 
advertise alcohol consumption in  the way in which the 
advert i s i ng  now appears on televi s ion ,  you are 
encouraging people to dr ink and if those people have 
not already started drinking, you are encouraging them 
to begin a dr inking habit. The people who are most 
l ikely to be affected in such a way, in other words, to 
start a dr inking habit ,  are young people who have not 
yet started to dr ink.  

When you open up the advertising for a period of 
the television day when they are most l ikely to watch 
for beer and l iquor you are going to i ncrease alcohol 
abuse as day follows night and night fol lows day among 
young people in this province. Anything that you do to 
expand and increase advertising, I believe wil l  expand 
and increase consumption because the alcohol and the 
l iquor industry is not stupid, They would . not spend 
money on . advertising, which costs them . considerable 

· amounts of money, if they did not believe that they 
would receive more back in revenues than it costs them 
for that advertising. The only way they can receive more 
back in revenues is to have more people drinking. This 
whole concept of brand preference does not work if 
you just take it from one l iquor manufacturer and extend 
it  to the global picture. They are smart enough to know 
that they have to keep that market expanding or they 
are g o i n g  to n ot expend that type . of money on  
advertising .  

We see no evidence t hat the  G overnment has 
accepted that logic, yet they cannot dispel that logic, 
they cannot deny that logic. I was disappointed with 
the Liberals on this particular Bil l because I bel ieve 
some of them, if not all of them, and I would have to 
go back and look at the record, supported increased 
advertising during those hours when young people are 
more l ikely to be watching TV. I th ink that was wrong 
and I hope they are rethinking that p6sition because 
I believe it · will result in  exactly the opposite of what 
th is Bi l l  is trying to achieve. 

I do n ot .  k n ow whether, Mr. S peaker. t hat i s  
i ncompetence, o r  that i s ,  inconsistency. I t  certainly :is 
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i nconsistent to say you want to reduce dr inking and 
at the same t ime provide for i ncreased advertising and 
promotion of dr ink ing.  That is inconsistent. I also th ink 
that is  incompetence because you spend a lot  of t ime 
and effort trying to develop legislation that wi l l  ult imately 
work, we hope, and at the same time you are opening 
up other avenues that wi l l  work contrary to that 
legislation. You are working against yourself. If working 
against yourself is not  i ncompetence, I do not  really 
know what is. I n  fact having thought this through on 
my feet during this debate, I think it probably is a l itt le 
bit of inconsistency and a lot of incompetence with 
respect to the act ions  versus the words of the  
Government. 

* ( 1 640) 

The Min ister of Highways (Mr. Albert Driedger), whom 
I th ink should be embarrassed by this debate today 
because if does reflect badly on h im and his department, 
and I know he may have m issed the first part of my 
comments, but I th ink it is important to reiterate them 
to him so he knows exactly what one of our concerns 
is. I would ask him if he could ind icate by a nod of h is 
head if he agrees with the M inister of Justice and the 
Attorney General (Mr. Mccrae) that the reason this B i l l  
is back here now is because the Government did not 
want to put a lot of time, energy and work into 
developing it  in the first instance because they did not 
know whether it would have the support of both sides 
of the House.- ( interjection)- He says that is not so. 

That is an interesting comment, and I see the Attorney 
General (Mr. Mccrae) at least passing by the seat if 
not talking to h im now, because he has just let me out 
of my d i lemma which I ind icated to you earlier was a 
problem. I now know who was tel l ing the truth and who 
was making an excuse. 

Certa in l y  the  M i n ister of H i g hways ( M r. A l bert 
Driedger) was tel l ing the truth when he said back on 
June 19 that a lot of hard work by departmental staff, 
a lot of hard work by h imself, a lot of hard work by 
the the Cabinet subcommittee, and a lot of hard work 
by the Cabinet went into developing this legislat ion. 

He just said from his seat when I asked h im if he 
could confirm the Attorney General ' s  excuse that the 
reason this was back here was because they did not 
want to do that work, he said, " not so," and that is 
a d irect quote. I do not want to m isquote h im or 
misrepresent what he said so I wi l l  certainly g ive him 
an opportunity to correct the record right now if I have 
m i s i n terpreted what he sa id  to me o r  if he had 
mis interpreted my question i n  the first instance. 

An Honourable Member: We will do that on the third 
reading .  

Mr. Cowan: We are already into the sixth reading of 
this B i l l ,  Mr. Speaker. I do not know how many more 
-readings the Government wants us to go through on 
th is particular Bi l l .  We have gone through first, second 
and third read ing on the first kick at the cat and we 
are going through those same readings on the second 
kick at the cat. 

Quite frankly, un less they have done a better . job 
today than they did the last t ime, or unless they have 

done a better job than they d id in making excuses for 
their incompetence in the committee, we are going to 
be back here for a th ird kick at the cat . 

Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, that is not something that 
one should necessarily say wi l l  not happen, because 
it is a probabi l ity as much as a possibi l ity g iven the 
track record , and that is all we have to go on.  

I want to get back-after having solved the d i lemma 
and found out that it really was a bad excuse that the 
Attorney General and the M in ister of Justice (Mr. 
Mccrae) provided to the committee on October 6-to 
the issue at hand which is in fact whether or not the 
Government is approaching the problem of alcohol 
abuse and impaired driving in  a substantive and in a 
consistent way. I have indicated some of the concerns 
that I have. 

The main concern, Mr. Speaker, is with respect to 
advertising and cuts in the Alcoholism Foundation of 
Manitoba programming.  

I am also concerned about what was suggested to 
be on the Government agenda not that long ago with 
respect to changes in  the procedures at the Liquor 
Control Commission with respect to gift certificates, 
with respect to cheque cashing ,  and with respect to 
credit  cards for preferred customers or frequent 
dr inkers. 

I would hope that once the M inisters in  this debate 
or in another debate or at another opportunity for them 
to speak in  this House would stand to their feet and 
say, it is not so. I wish they would state categorically 
that it is not being considered by the Liquor Control 
Commission, that they are not so cynical and not so 
hungry for revenue that they would al low the Liquor 
Control Commission to proceed with those sorts of 
in it iat ives at a t ime when they say they are trying to 
cut back on dr inking and alcohol abuse. So, Mr. 
Speaker, I hope they take an opportunity to confirm 
that that is not the case if i n  fact it is not the case. 

I note that the Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) 
also as a critic wants to speak to this Bi l l .  So Mr. 
Speaker, I am going to give up some of my t ime on 
the assumption that he wi l l  stand and also make some 
comments to this very important piece of legislation 
before us. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): M r. Speaker, it is with 
regret that I stand at this time yet again to speak to 
this in it iative-regret because this is the second t ime 
a Bi l l  has come forward before this House on this 
specific in it iat ive. I am not sure I can be any more 
eloquent than my friend the Member for Church i l l  in 
going over the inconsistencies in  the Government's 
statements about this Bi l l  and about what they have 
done to prepare this B i l l ,  in fact, what they have not 
done to prepare this Bi l l .  They brought it before the 
House and I s imply reference again the statements 
made on October 6 at the committee stage on this 
second Bi l l  put forward by the Min ister of Justice (Mr. 
Mccrae). 

I called them, I th ink ,  bazaar comments at the t ime. 
I stand by that. They certainly were bazaar comments. 
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They were· also very irresponsible comments. The basic 
thrust of them was that it was the intention of the 
M in ister in this particular in it iative-and I wonder how 
many other in it iatives on the part of the Government 
this appl ies to? -to bring forward a piece of leg islation 
and basically stick their finger up in the wind just to 
see which way i t was blowing ,  just to test the waters 
and see which way the other two Parties might feel 
about this legislat ion before taking the t ime to get it 
right, Mr. Speaker. 

That goes beyond an abuse of the House. I th ink 
that i s  abuse of taxpayers '  money because the  
taxpayers are paying us to be legislators and  to  be  
here ,  and  t hey a re  pay ing  fo r  the  efforts of the  
committee and a l l  o f  the  support staff and everything 
that is requ i red to get a piece of legislation through 
the House, and when two pieces have to go through ,  
t hat is double the  t ime, double the  expense and, in my 
v iew,  doub le  the  neg l igence on  the  par t  of t h is 
Government in bringing forward th is in it iative. 

N obody but nobody d isputes the  need for th i s  
in it iative. We called on this Government for 1 5  months 
to come forward with something in this area after they 
had committed in the fi rst Speech from the Throne they 
gave upon becoming a new Government. I above 
anyone else, I might say, Mr. Speaker, or as much as 
anyone else, hope that this init iative now is sufficiently 
competently written that it wi l l  succeed . 

I s imply put that on the record because as my friend ,  
the Member for  Thompson (Mr. Ashton), states it is  
quite clear that g iven the early ind ications and the 
h istory of this in it iative so far, there is not a lot of 
hopefulness that this wi l l  be the last t ime. I fear that 
we are yet again going to be back in this House 
correcting what should have been done right the fi rst 
t ime. 

I th ink what was interest ing was that even at the 
committee yesterday, there were a number of things 
which came forward , which I brought forward , which 
t h i s  G overn ment  had yet t o  t h i n k  about .  One i n  
particular, let m e  reference the case of the stolen vehicle 
where the person who has had their vehicle stolen and 
the person who stole it is  a suspended driver, gets their 
veh icle impounded, that person would be in  a position 
where they would be paying the fees to the garage 
keeper and also to the Government, even though they 
were the victim of a theft. That was something that 
this Government had not considered . 

When we got to the committee stage in June as I 
recal l ,  I proposed a number of amendments, one of 
them, a significant one was in fact agreed to by the 
third Party and went through, and I think that was 
sign ificant. That was the amendment which put in  the 
1 0-day t ime l imit for a written hearing and a 20-day 
time l imit for an oral hearing when you have your l icence 
suspended .  I n  my view, t h ose amend ments w i l l  
significantly buttress this legislation against a successful 
challenge in the courts. 

Mr. Speaker, another amendment that I brought 
forward was in fact successfu l yesterd ay. That 
amendment was put forward to keep the hearing 

· pro·cess, when a·  person has h ad the i r  l icence 
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suspended , as open as possible and keep as much 
fairness in it as possible. In that regard , I was pleased 
that the Government saw the wisdom of the amendment 
that I put forward , went back and in fact came up with 
their own amendment which reflected what I wanted 
to do, and that gained the support of the committee. 
So again I th ink we have improved this legislation and 
hopeful ly it can go forward now. 

Other concerns that I put forward at committee stage 
yesterday included many about the forms which have 
been drafted up as part of the implementation of this 
in it iative. Specifical ly, it is my belief that those forms 
should have included the phone number which the 
Government is already sett ing up, the information l ine 
which it ind icates it already wi l l  have in p lace, so that 
the Members of the publ ic, the garage keepers who 
will be involved, and indeed the police wil l have someone 
to call to get answers about th is very detailed in it iat ive. 

* ( 1 650) 

Let us be clear, this in itiative is very, very complicated. 
The legalities of impounding vehicles and taking away 
people's driver's l icences are fairly detai led and fairly 
particu larized.  What that means, Mr. Speaker, is that 
people who had their l icences taken away and have 
no abi l ity to get it back for hardship-you cannot get 
your l icence back any more for losing your job-they 
are going to take that very seriously. 

The first thing they are going to do is want some 
i nformation on how to go about d isputing the loss of 
their l icence. We have to make provisions for those 
people to get information about what 1he g rounds of 
appeal are. They are going to go to their lawyers and 
that is going to cost a lot of money. 

I th ink we all agree that if someone can call an 
i nformation l ine and get some information, they will be 
well-served by this Government in finding out exactly 
what the law is. This significant educational campaign 
I th ink has to take place around this in it iative. I think 
that is something we heard a bit about yesterday, at 
1he committee stage, but it is my bel ief that those forms 
shou ld  be amended to i nc lude  m ore d eta i led 
i nformation about the appeal process and about the 
ab i l ity to d ispute whether or not you should have had 
your l icence taken away. 

Let us be clear. There are many vict ims of d rinking 
and driving,  but a person who is innocent and charged 
is also a vict im. What we want to do is make sure that 
we get the right people. We do not want people who 
are innocent to lose their jobs and f ind out later that 
we were wrong. In my view it is in the i nterest of the 
survival of this legislat ion, through the Charter process 
which it wi l l  inevitably go through in the courts, and it 
is  in the interests of surviving that Charter challenge 
that we need the basic min imum fairness guarantees 
in p lace. That has been the thrust of my amendments 
to ensure that this in it iative can survive a chal lenge. 

On that point, i n  conclusion, I simply reference the 
M i n nesota exper ience where they d i d  h ave a n  
administrative hearing process that i n  m y  view was 
superior to the one we have. They ind icated that less 
than 1 percent of the people who appl ied for the review 
actually 'ended up getting their l icences back. 
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We are not talk ing about al l  k inds of people getting 
off on technicalities and getting their l icences back. 
We are talking about less than 1 percent .  Al l  the more 
reason to put i n  p lace the min imum guarantees of 
fairness so that someone does not have to lose their 
job, and lose their abi l ity to feed their famil ies, when 
they are not in fact gui l ty. 

If we are going to do al l th is before a trial - before 
what is the standard place where these issues are 
determined in our society and has been for 400 years, 
i f  we are going to do this before a tr ial ,  we have to 
put in those min imum guarantees. 

Another important statement made by the M inister 
of H ighways and Transportation (Mr. Albert Driedger) 
yesterday in committee was that the hear ing,  when you 
have had your car impounded , will happen with in  three 
days. That is not in the law, that guarantee is not there 
in the law. We have a statement by the M inister that 
it is their understanding ,  and it is their belief that they 
can hold that hearing within three days. 

Again a person who loses their car, that is a significant 
loss to most people. They do not have another car in  
most cases. We have to ensure that i n  the case where 
a car is stolen and impounded, because the guy who 
stole it is a suspended dr iver, that the person can get 
the car back as soon as possible. 

I look forward to the three-day guidel ine which the 
M in ister has ind icated being held to so that we can 
hold those hearings with in 72 hours. 

I have ind icated that I sti l l  have many doubts about 
the thoroughness of this legis lat ion. I am sure that the 
Government is unsure as wel l .  The h istory of this Bi l l  
I th ink proves that and the number of amendments 
they have brought forward s ince introducing it, over 
30, over 30 amendments. The Member for Thompson 
(Mr. Ashton) indicated that in his eight years in this 
H ou se he  had rarely seen i ncom petence of  t h i s  
magnitude. I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, I hope I never 
see it again .  I th ink it is absolutely outrageous that the 
pub lic should have to put up with 30 amendments from 
the G overnment to their own Bi l l .  

As I sa id back in  June, I brought in  a number of 
amendments and the NDP opposed most of those 
amendments. It was i nteresting for me to hear the 
Member for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) say, wel l ,  maybe 
the Member for St. James was right about a number 
of those. I am g lad he has f inal ly come around to that 
way of th inking. It is a l ittle late, but I appreciate the 
commendation at this t ime in  any event.  I s imply wish 
that perhaps he and his colleagues had taken a l ittle 
more time to th ink about my amendments and this Bi l l  
before the committee in  June, where I th ink al l  of my 
amendments were very reasonable, and again worked 
towards ensuring that th is legislat ion and th is in it iative 
su rvives the courts ,  is effective and provides the 
assurance to Manitobans that dr ink ing and driving wi l l  
be curtailed, that they want. 

M r. Speaker, I have ind icated that I am astounded 
and shocked by the procedure that this Min ister has 
a d o pted w i th  respect to t h i s  B i l l ,  and I am a lso 
astounded and shocked by the procedure that this 

Min ister has adopted with respect to this Bi l l ,  and I am 
also astounded and shocked that he has not retracted 
that and seen the error of his ways. He appears to 
continue to feel that it is appropriate to bring forward 
legislation that is incompetently drafted , and that it is 
important to him to test the waters and just see which 
way things are going. You do not have to worry about 
dotting the i 's and crossing the t 's .  No, just bring it 
forward and let her f ly and see what happens-go back 
and get it right later. 

In this case, of course, they have gone back and 
gotten it and attempted to get it r ight, at least twice. 
They went to committee stage in  the first Bi l l ,  brought 
forward 15 amendments. The whole Bi l l  only had 1 6  
sections. Now they came forward with another B i l l  that 
has got 1 8  more amendments. Again ,  the whole Bi l l  
on ly had 1 6  sections. We got over 30 amendments to 
a 16 section B i l l .  

M r. Speaker, I th ink it is a necessary part of being 
a Minister of the Crown that you go back and get it 
r ight the first t ime and do not waste taxpayers' money 
and do not waste Members' time in redoing what should 
have been done right the fi rst t ime. 

M r. Speaker, the fact is that aside from al l  of the 
statements given by the Min ister and his officials, this 
is  a punitive Bil l .  I understand that they do not l ike that 
statement, because it has criminal connotations, but 
the fact is it is punitive. The person who has their l icence 
taken away wi l l  in fact in many cases lose their job, 
because hardship wi l l  not be a grounds for getting a 
l icence back. Think about that in the context of rural 
Manitobans, and think about it i n  terms of people who 
have no abi l ity to take a bus or no funds to take a cab 
to their work. That is it ,  they lose their job; because 
I tell you, if your job relies on a l icence and you lose 
your l icence for 90 days, you are out of a job. 

M r. Speaker, I th ink that the specially punit ive nature 
of this Act for rural Manitobans is important to recognize 
in taking the review process seriously so that we make 
sure the person we punish is in  fact gui lty, and that 
we k now t h at as much  as is poss i b le  w i th i n  the  
framework of  what is admin istratively reasonable and 
possible. 

M r. Speaker, I want to conclude by going beyond 
the obvious punitive nature of this B i l l  and remind the 
Government that at the same t ime they brought forward 
this in it iative with much fanfare, saying they had spent 
hundreds of hours working on it, which at this point 
we are not sure about, considering they have gone 
back twice to  get i t  r i gh t .  They also commi tted 
themselves to an educational in it iative in  this area, and 
they made a governmental commitment. We know that 
the Government must participate with the private sector 
in educating the publ ic about this in it iative and so far 
we have seen the private sector come forward, and I 
credit them for that in putting together ads that express 
the necessity of taking dr inking responsibly, but the 
fact is, we require the Government to take a s imi lar 
in it iative, and this Government has yet to do that. We 
are sti l l  wait ing for the Government to make that 
i nitiative and co-operate with the private sector in  
coming forward with a sign ificant educational in it iative 
to make sure that drinking and driving is not acceptable 
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in our  society and ,  in particular, is not acceptable 
amongst youth.  We do not want that image, that feel ing 
that dr inking and driving is necessarily a part of being 
social ly acceptable in a junior high or high school to 
go any further. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you ,  and again we are happy to 
support the conclusion we hope in the Legislature of 
this in it iative. 

• ( 1 700) 

Mr. Mccrae: Mr. Speaker, many things have been said .  
T ime does march on, and I am left wi th l ittle t ime to 
resr-'ond to all of the interesting and indeed constructive 
comments made by Honourable Members on the other 
side of the House. I do appreciate the remarks of the 
Honourable Member for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman), and 
he has asked me sortie questions, or made some 
comme.nts about the process of this Bi l l .  The answers 
to those questions have been g iven,  are on the record. 
There is no d ispute about the reasons behind br inging 

• forward these amendments. We do appreciate, however, 
, the support of the Honourable Members even if they 

do see the process in a sl ightly d ifferent l ight from the 
process we see. 

The Honourable Member for Thompson (Mr. Ashton) 
asked for assurances that there would not be a repeat 
of Bi l ls l ike this. The Honourable Member has been in 
Government. The Honourable Member already knows 
that in committee it was stated that The H ighway Traffic 
Act is undergoing a modernization and we wi l l  hear 
more about The Highway Traffic Act in the future. 
Honourable Members know that. 

I did not hear al l  of the comments of the Honourable 
Member for Churchil l (Mr. Cowan), but I am sure that 
as usual they were pleasant, helpful and construct ive. 
I just know they were, Mr. Speaker, and, of course, the 
Honourable Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) was 
at h is  usual helpful nature today and his comments are 
appreciated . But more than that, Mr. Speaker, you cut 
t h rough  a l l  t he comments and  we do s i n cerely 

• appreciate the support of Honourable Members of this 
, House. It is by working together l ike this, regardless 

of our rhetoric, that we can pass measures that wi l l  
protect people in  this Province of Manitoba, we can 
bring in measures that wi l l  have the effect of protecting 
people. 

On behalf of my colleague, the M inister of H ighways 
and Transportation (Mr. Albert Driedger), who along 
with his department and my department, has done an 
extremely good job in getting this legislat ion ready 
under such a tight schedule. We have had a lot of work 
to do, we have done it and we appreciate the support 
and we look forward to Nov. 1 when we can put this 
into practice and protect Manitobans on our streets 
and highways. Thank you , Mr. Speaker. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

M r. Speaker: I am advised t h at H is H o n o u r  the 
Lieutenant-Governor is about to arrive to grant Royal 
Assent to Bi l l  No. 54. 
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ROYAL ASSENT 

Sergeant-at-Arms (Mr. Cliff Morrissey): His Honour 
the Lieutenant-Governor. 

H i s  Honou r, George Johnso n ,  L ieutenant
Governor of  the Province of  Manitoba, having 
entered the House and being seated on the 
Throne, Mr. Speaker addressed His Honour in 
the fol lowing words: 

Mr. Speaker: May it  please Your H onour: 

The Legislative Assembly, at its present Session ,  
passed a Bi l l ,  which in  the name of the Assembly, I 
present to Your Honour and to which Bi l l  I respectfu l ly 
request Your Honour's Assent: 

Bi l l  No. 54-The Highway Traffic Amendment Act 
(5); Loi no. 5 modifiant le Code de la route. 

Mr. Clerk: I n  Her Majesty's name, His Honour the 
Lieutenant-Governor, doth assent to this Bi l l .  

H is Honour was then p leased to reti re. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House leader): 
M r. Speaker, we have not quite completed the l ist of 
Bi l ls on the Order Paper today, but I suggest we call 
it five o'clock. 

Mr. Speaker: Is it the wi l l  of the House to call it five 
o 'clock? (Agreed) 

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS 

Mr. Speaker: The hour being 5 p .m. ,  it is  t ime for 
Private Members' Business. 

ORDERS FOR RETURN, ADDRESSES 
FOR PAPERS REFERRED FOR DEBATE 

Mr. Speaker: Orders for Return, Addresses for Papers 
Referred for Debate, the Honourab le  Member for 
Churchill (Mr. Cowan), standing in the name of the 
Honourable Minister of Housing (Mr. Ducharme). (Stand) 

PROPOSED RESOLUTIONS 

RES. NO. 1 3-WASTE MANAGEMENT 

Mr. S peaker: On the proposed reso lu t ion  of the  
H o nourab le Mem ber fo r  The Pas  ( M r. H arapiak) ,  
Resolution No. 13 ,  Waste Management, the Honourable 
Member for The Pas. 

Mr. Harry Harapiak (The Pas): Mr. Speaker, I move, 
seconded by the Member for Flin Flin (Mr. Storie), that 

WHEREAS the depletion of Canada's natural 
resources is occurring at an alarming rate, to 
where it has been acknowledged by t he 
Brundtland Commission, to whose ideals Canada 
is committed , that we must practise sustainable 
development in order to ensure the use of our 
natural resources i n  perpetuity;  and 

WHEREAS these natural resources are used in 
the production of consumer and other goods, 
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and subsequently d isposed of as sol id waste in  
landfi l ls ,  thereby removing otherwise potential ly 
productive land for better use; and 

WHEREAS these landf i l ls  create a potent ia l  
hazard to our underground water as a result of  
toxic leakage as wel l  as result i n  annoying odors 
to nearby communities; and 

WHEREAS many urban centres are experiencing 
serious and increasing l itter problems; and 

W H E R EAS th rough  the deve lopment  of a 
comprehensive waste management program for 
Man i toba ,  we can s i g n i fi cant ly  reduce the  
demand of  and  dep let i o n  of o u r  natura l  
resources, reduce the  need for  landfi l l  sites and 
associated p rob lems ,  and cont ro l  the vast 
amount of l itter on our streets. 

T H E REFO R E  B E  IT R E S O LV E D  t h at the  
Legislative Assembly of  Manitoba call upon the 
Provincial Government to expand upon a publ ic 
awareness campaign to encourage the recycl ing 
of household wastes; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that th is Assembly 
go on record as cal l ing upon the Provincial 
G overnment to  implement a comprehensive 
waste management plan, a key component of 
which is recycl ing; and 

BE  IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Assembly 
call upon the M inister of Environment to give 
consideration to fund pi lot projects in the cities 
of Wi n n ipeg and  Brandon  and  other  
municipalities to establ ish curbside recycl ing 
programs of household wastes in  Manitoba and 
to consider provid ing f inancial assistance to 
m u n ic ipa l i t ies in the d evelopment  of  such 
programs; and 

BE  IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Assembly 
cal l upon the Minister of Environment to consider 
p rovi d i ng i n cent ives to i n d ustr ies that  are 
engaged i n  recycl ing programs and those who 
use recyc led m ater ia ls  in t h e i r  p roduct ion  
processes. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Harapiak: Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to have an 
opportunity to speak on this very important Bi l l .  I th ink 
it is a process we found that we went through.  We 
estab l ished the Environmental Task Force, which I 
cochaired with Brian Pannell ,  a lawyer in Manitoba who 
i s  past pres ident of the Man i toba  Environmental  
Counci l .  He is a lso a vice chairman of Manitoba Eco
Network and a member of the National Environmental 
Counci l .  We travelled throughout Manitoba. We had 
many public meetings with many organizations and 
received many suggestions from the public on things 
that we could be doing as a society and the Government 
should be doing to make improvements in how we 
address the waste that we have in our society. 

Other members of the Environmental Task Force, 
who made a sign ificant contribution to the task force, 
were people who were not of a pol it ical nature but 

people who had very good professional credentials and 
also a genuine concern for the environment. 

Other members of the task force are, Dr. Eva Pip, 
who is a professor of biology in  the University of 
Winn ipeg. Heather Henderson,  an educator and a 
parent. She has been active in the community and a 
very strong advocate for environmental issues. Dr. Peter 
Mi l ler, who is a professor of phi losophy at the University 
of Winn ipeg. He is a member of the task force who 
was responsible for dealing with the paper, dealing with 
recycl ing. I th ink that portion of the report was very 
wel l  done ,  and  I t h i n k  t here are some excel lent  
recommendations that were put forward by Dr. Peter 
Mi l ler. 

* ( 1 7 10)  

Another member of  the task force was a John 
Whitaker, a farmer and a f ish biologist. He is a lso a 
chairperson of the Environment Committee of the 
National Farmers' Union.  In  his report deal ing with 
agriculture, there were some issues that we dealt with 
dur ing the hearings where we were deal ing with the 
management of spray cans that in previous years had 
been scattered throughout the country. I th ink with the 
Manitoba Hazardous Waste Corporation getting into 
place, there were some recommendations made and 
t hose cans were be ing  hand led  in a much  m ore 
responsible way. There were sti l l  some municipal ities 
where we went to that were not satisfied with the way 
those spray cans were being handled by the municipality 
so there were some recommendations that had come 
forward, that we should be putting a much larger deposit 
on the cans so it would make it more profitable or 
there would be more incentive for people to bring those 
cans in .  

A n other  person who was a mem ber of the 
Environmental Task Force was Dr. Wi l l iam Pruitt who 
is a professor of zoology at the University of Manitoba. 
He is also a member of the Wi ld l ife Committee and 
the Manitoba Environmental Counci l .  He certainly has 
a world of knowledge in the whole field of forestry, and 
he was ab le  to b r i n g  a l ot of k n owledge to the  
committee. I th ink  that there were many members of 
the publ ic who made presentations who were very 
impressed with Dr. Pruitt's knowledge in that field .  

Another member o f  the  committee was Barry Wild 
who is a farmer and a chairperson of the Wi ld l ife 
Committee and Environmental Council as wel l .  Rob 
H i l l iard , who is an Occupational Health and Safety 
representative from the Manitoba Federation of Labour. 
Rob was responsible for the area that was deal ing with 
the Workplace, Safety and Health. We are looking 
forward to receiving a final copy of that report , and I 
k n ow that  there are go ing  to be some g reat 
recommendations because we had some presentations 
that were made from the unions right across the 
province who are very concerned about the hazardous 
waste materials that people had to deal with i n  the 
workplace. So we look forward to getting a copy of 
the report. 

Dr. Bern ie Wiebe, a professor of Mennonite Studies 
at the University of Winn ipeg also was a member of 
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the Environmental Task Force. He certainly made a 
worthwhile contribution. 

I n  t:lealing with recycl ing, I think that there is a d ifficulty 
with deal ing with some of the hazardous materials in 
society. The Manitoba Hazardous Waste Commission 
was started up when we were i n  Government. I th ink 
they have been doing an ex_cellent job of  go ing out  and 
educating the publ ic on some of the needs that are 
out there, and how we need to have a place for disposal 
of some of the wastes that are created by society, by 
not only industry but some of the ind ividual home 
owners in their everyday l iving. 

The Manitoba Hazardous Waste Commission have 
gone out and held hearings and they have made some 
recommendations as to where the location should be, 
what type of a location it should be located on. I th ink  
they have narrowed i t  down to where it  can be  located 
and now they are looking forward to receiving-they 
have received recommendations or proposals from 
some municipal it ies who are anxious-

Anxious might be the wrong word for it , but there 
are mixed emotions. Some people in communities want 
to have the Hazardous Waste Corporation located in  
their community because of  the jobs it would create, 
and yet there are other people who are afraid of the 
hazards that Manitoba Hazardous Waste Commission 
being in their community would cause them. 

I think that it would be appropriate if the City of 
Win n i peg wou ld  come forward and make a 
recommendation to the Manitoba Hazardous Waste 
Corporation to have the Hazardous Waste Corporation 
l ocated wit h i n  the City of Wi n n i peg . I t h i n k  the  
technology is here, is avai lable now, that we could just 
as easily d ispose of al l  the hazardous waste withi n  the 
perimeters of the city as we can by taking i t  out to 
some community 50, 60, 100 mi les from the city. The 
majority of the population l ives in the City of Winnipeg 
and the majority of the hazardous waste that we have 
in our society is created right here in the City of 
Winn ipeg. It can be d isposed of just as safely on the 
corner of Portage and Main as it can be in  Neepawa 
or Russell or any other community that is out there. 

I think that there are some people who have fears, 
and  I t h i n k  one of the  t h i n g s  t hat  t he M an itoba  
Hazardous Waste Corporation has to  do is to convince 
the people that it is not as dangerous as a lot of people 
make it out to be. I real ly th ink that the City of 
Winn ipeg -there is an election being held within the 
next week and I think that_ hopeful ly the new counci l lors 
who are elected wil l  be a l ittle more open to coming 
forward to the Manitoba Hazardous Waste Corporation 
and making a proposal to have the. Hazardous Waste 
Corporation located within  the City of Winn ipeg. 

I th ink if you look at moving al l  of the hazardous 
wastes on the h ighway, although there are ways of 
control l ing that and moving in  a safe manner, I sti l l 
think that the less d istance you have to move it  the 
less exposure there is to the general public. I would 
hope that people would have an open mind. I know 
that there are some who feel very strongly about that, 
and some of their constituents feel very strongly as 
welt that they would not l i ke to have it located with in 

the City of Winnipeg , but I would hope that they would 
· be open to that proposal. 

I think one of the things that there has been discussed 
with the Manitoba Hazardous Waste Commission is they 
want to al low the private sector to have an opportunity 
to compete. I th ink that the private sector should have 
an opportunity to compete as long as there is a level 
p laying field .  I th ink there is some concern that there 
wi l l  be creaming in a selection of a particular wastes 
because of easier handl ing and ease of disposal , so 
then it would not be a level p laying field. I th ink that 
is one of the concerns that we have, that the people 
coming in with the private sector would come in  and 
compete in  the areas where there is handl ing of waste 
that is profitable and easily recyclable. Then they would 
pick it up.  I th ink that is one of the things we should 
make sure, that the playing f ield remains level and that 
the Manitoba Hazardous Waste Commission is not 
caught with handl ing all of the wastes which are not 
profitable, and therefore it would not be very long before 
this Crown corporation was in a very h ighly deficit 
position and it  would be highly critical. 

Last fall I attended a conference where Colin Isaac, 
who was an executive d irector with Polution Probe, 
made a presentation along with several other people 
which showed that there is profit i n  deal ing with many 
of the materials that we have treated as waste up to 
this time. I th ink that there are many presenters that 
have made presentations during those d iscussions, 
which showed that some of the· cities are m

·
uch more 

advanced than the City of Winn ipeg in deal ing with 
waste. I think some of the people that need to be 
acknowledged , because of the role they have . played 
in the whole recycl ing field ,  are in the Recycl ing Council 
of Manitoba. Harvey Stevens is the present president 
of the Recycl ing Council of Canada:, and I know_ that 
he along with Bob Fenton, the founding president, were 
very helpful to Peter Mi l ler when Peter Mi l ler was dealing 
with recycl ing. 

· 

I know now that there has been a call for handl ing 
the recycling material by curb-side recycl ing as Ontario 
cities have dealt with it . I think we must follow the 
example that has been taking place in  some of the 
larger Canadian cities in  Ontario where they have the 
blue boxes, and the people are very wil l ing to co-operate 
and separate their wastes. 

(Mr. Deputy Speaker in the Chair) 

The curb-side recycl ing project that is being done 
in  Winn ipeg right now wi l l  show that people are very 
wil l ing to co-operate when they are dealing with- I  think 
that John Barker who was with the Resource Recovery 
I nstitute who was involved, to a great degree, in starting 
up the recycl ing project needs to be g iven credit for 
the work that he has done. 

.. ( 1 720) 

We as a society must become very . aware of some 
of the things that we should do to reduce the amount 
of waste that we create as a society. We should be 
following the four Rs that we quite often hear about, 
and those were to . reduce, renew, replace the products 
that are there. Wr;, real ize by reducing the number of 
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products I th ink it is one of the easiest ways we can 
fol low. 

Examples of those are when we are uti l izing newsprint 
we can pr int on both sides rather than on a single side, 
and also newspapers should be recycled. I think that 
is one of the things we heard from our presentations. 
People are encouraging companies l ike Abit ibi-Price 
and Repap to look at the possib i l ity of recycl ing paper, 
because the virg in  forest can be saved to a great degree 
if we go and practice the recycl ing in the newspaper 
area. 

We also should reuse whatever we can, because there 
are examples of reusing material ,  that is  when we can 
use refi l lable pop and beer bottles, and some people 
object to this but there are garage sales in  which people 
can ut i l ize a lot of hand-me-down clothes. I think that 
is one area that they can and do reuse to a great 
degree. 

An Honourable Member: H ow many minutes are you 
gett ing? 

Mr. Harapiak: I get 15 minutes. Normally that is  how 
many people get. The M inister was wondering how many 
minutes I get, and normal ly it is 15 m inutes for private 
Members, and I did not know there was a reduction 
in  the time that we could ut i l ize. 

I th ink one of the areas that also has taken off i n  
Manitoba is recycl ing. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable 
Member's t ime has expired . The Honourable Member 
for Wolseley. 

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): M r. Deputy Speaker, it 
is with pleasure I rise to speak on the subject of waste 
management k icked off by t he  P rivate Members'  
Resolution No. 13 .  

I th ink this is  a subject that  probably would  not  have 
been looked upon with much interest a few years ago.  
It was one that would be-well ,  it is  one of those n ice 
warm fuzzy ideas, but do not waste my time and do 
not really waste yours either, but my how t imes have 
changed. 

I th ink back though, when we look at waste and what 
it was that our parents and our grandparents g rew up  
with ,  and  maybe there was a l ittle d i fferent phi losophy 
in the family, and in  the community of waste not, want 
not. People thought a l ittle more about throwing things 
away and not getting the maximum use out of them 
before they really were ready for the nuisance grounds 
or the local garbage t ip as they cal led them. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, I can recall growing up  i n  a 
fam i l y  of two peop le  that  had  g o n e  th rough  the  
depression and  I w i l l  tell you-maybe i t  was a Scottish 
tradition in  our family, but I know there was a lot of 
other fami l ies at the same time that thought very much 
about reusing things around the house and on the farm 
before they threw them out. Reusable containers, for 
example, were something that everybody made use of, 
g lass bottles for this, and g lass bottles for . that. We 
did not have much plastic then; lots of t in containers 

with closing lids that sealed properly. We seem to have 
gotten away from that. We are into a d isposable society. 
I wonder when they are going to throw away us next . 

Seriously, the rate at which we as a society now 
generate refuse is absolutely amazing, and for the larger 
population centres we are to the point where it is 
impractical and expensive to develop d isposal methods. 

We have seen terrible debates in places l ike the British 
Co l u m b i a  lower m a i n l a n d ,  southern Ontar io ,  
southwestern Quebec, where municipalities no longer 
have the large tracts of land in  which they can dump 
th is  tremendous amount of garbage that is generated 
daily. They have gotten into hellish debates quite frankly, 
Mr. Deputy Speaker, with the communities alongside 
where they have attempted to buy land in those adjacent 
communities to create the municipal garbage dump 
which they can no longer contain with in  their own 
boundaries. 

Toronto has just been looking at one up in the Caledon 
Hi l ls just northwest of Toronto. The local municipal ity 
does not like it. They own the land. The proposal is to 
put a train l ine, a rail l ine, in which will br ing in the 
garbage in special rail cars and that sort of th ing.  I 
th ink what we have got to have though is another thing 
that I th ink we can look at from the Ontario experience, 
and that is our own variation of what is called the blue 
box program, but I wi l l  get into that in  a moment, M r. 
Deputy Speaker. 

The recycl ing we talk about in this resolution begs 
a point. The point is, recycle yes, but reuse first. That 
is why I led in with those earl ier comments. We should 
be reusing things. I for one am sti l l  not a subscriber 
to the concept of plastic bottles for soft drinks. I sti l l  
believe that the old ginger a le and Coke bottle glass 
that you return on a Saturday morning for 10 cents as 
a k id ,  so you had some money for gum,  chocolate bars 
and cards, et cetera, is sti l l  the way to go. 

I am not convinced by this p lastic rec;ycl ing i n  which 
we col lect 30 maybe on a good week 40 percent of 
the plastic containers, soft dr ink containers, here in 
this province, and shred them up  in north end Winn ipeg 
and ship the plastic down to Alabama for reprocessing 
into something different. I am sti l l  convinced , as I th ink 
the brewing industry in this country is, that it is better 
to reuse. I st i l l  th ink that is the way to go. 

There are some things we wi l l  not be able to reuse 
and ref i l l ,  and recap them, and send them out again 
onto the store shelves. The sort of th ings we have got 
to talk about are other plastics as wel l as that one that 
is on the table at the moment, the soft dr ink bottles, 
clear glass from al l  sorts of containers, newspapers, 
tin cans, and aluminum cans. 

I have to say, Mr. Deputy S peaker, I am very pleased 
to l ive with in the community of Manitoba where the 
Blue Bag, not box, Test Program is under way in my 
community in Wolseley, 500 homes in  Wolseley have 
been operating on garbage day with a Blue Bag 
Program. 

What happens there is that we were g iven t ieable 
large blue garbage bags i n  which we are to put those 
five items, with the exception of the newspapers that 
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we put alongside, and on every evening on the night 
the garbage is put out we dutiful ly tie up  those bags 
and put them out on the curb-side, along with the green 
garbage bags or the garbage cans, for col lection and 
two trucks come along. A big yel low city truck comes 
and takes the refuse from the cans and col lects the 
green garbage bags, but a smaller truck follows and 
col lects the blue bags with the recyclable materials. 

They are taken to the Resource Recovery I nstitute 
on A i k i n s  St reet in Wi n n i peg and t here they are 
physically separated, they are batched , in the case of  
g lass it is crushed into smal l  bits, and in  the case of 
cans of both types they are crushed , and then they 
are sold commercially to offset the operating costs of 
that program. I th ink that is the way we should be 
going. 

I was very pleased to see an announcement two days 
ago in the Winn ipeg Free Press that 500 more homes 
in Wolseley are going on this program in  another two 
weeks, and a first 1 ,000 homes in  south Fort Garry. I 

� th ink that is just great. In a matter of a month and a 

' 
half, we have grown the program from 500 to 2 ,000. 
I think that i s  just great , it is the way to go. 

What we do need though is to see this not as a l ittle 
experiment that is something nice to do, but we have 
to see this as the introduction of a program in what 
I would hope as a min imum is to be the two largest 
communities in this province as a start, and then smal ler 
communities thereafter. I refer to the whole of the City 
of Winnipeg and the City of Brandon. 

* ( 1 730) 

There are some costs to these programs. The way 
this program got started was by joint funding from 
each, the city, the province and the federal Government. 
I th ink that was the right th ing to do. I think we saw 
it , however, as a private in it iative. We did not see it as 
a G overnment  i n i t i at i ve by t h i s  G overnment a n d  
certai n ly n o t  by the previous Government .  I t  was 
i n i t i ated by a pr ivate g roup  of concerned 
environmentalists who named themselves the Resource 

� Recovery I nstitute and are operating this on a not-for
' profit, not-for-fee basis. 

I am hoping much will be learned. I am hoping we 
wil l see it as the harbinger of what could come in  th is 
province, I hope along the paths of what has happened 
in Alberta and along the paths of what happened i n  
Ontario. I n  Ontario there is now 1 ,  1 00,000 homes
not people, homes-on the Blue Box Program. Every 
major community in that province is on the Blue Box 
Program. 

I visited with my sister a few months back in Ottawa 
and saw that she had a couple of these blue boxes i n  
the garage, and  I questioned her quite intently as  to  
what was going on and how successful it was. The 
interesting thing that came out is that neighbours talk 
to each other and interestingly enough neighbours talk 
about each other. If you do not put your blue box out 
on Monday morning, assuming Monday morning is 
garbage day, the neighbour is going to ask you how 
come you did not have your blue box out there with 
the recyclable materials out of your garbage. There is 
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this l ittle, if you wi l l ,  neighbourhood enforcement of the 
program. I was qu ite amused at this, and said does 
this really happen? She said it sure as heck does. What 
is happening is that it has become a watchword in that 
province. I am hoping that the learn ing that we are 
going to be doing in fi rst in Wolseley and now in Fort 
Garry is going to lead us to that sort of situation. 

I have to admit I d id complain to John Barker, the 
head of the Resource Recovery I nstitute, about it .  I 
said , you know you have those blue bags from Glad , 
and I th ink they are strong enough and there is a good 
tie on them, but could they not put a l ittle more blue 
dye in  those bags because they can see al l my l iquor 
bottles in there. So he said that he would speak to 
them about that. 

In al l seriousness, we have to get on with this. We 
have seen the previous administration that was in  power 
for fourteen and a half of the last 20 years, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, and took on no init iat ives of this nature 
whatsoever. I th ink that is d isappointing. 

I agree with the phi losophy of this resolution. How 
could I argue with it? It is along the l ines of things that 
I advocated p revious  to be ing  at t h i s  forum of 
Government and worked with a number of people 
towards recycling on a h it-and-miss basis over the years 
before a program of this nature came. 

We are start ing to see recycl ing not just at the curb 
side, M r. Deputy Speaker. We are seeing recycling trucks 
pul l ing up for a day at the local shopping centre. The 
g rocery store that I patronize on Portage Avenue, 
H arry's, he has it there. every second Tuesday, and you 
k now what? There are l i neups for that truck. There are 
l ineups and some days they have to send a second 
truck because the first one is fu l l .  Now that is people 
voluntarily taking time out of their busy day to come 
to their local grocery store-hopeful ly they are going 
to buy a few things too, I would guess that is part of 
the i ntent- but they are l in ing up there and providing 
the recycl ing people with their materials and getting a 
few cents and in some cases a few dol lars back, and 
it  is work ing.  

Why is it working? Because people are interested in  
th is  sort of th ing  and there are some dol lars to be made 
in recycl ing materials like plastic, glass and aluminum. 
Unfortunately, there is not qu ite as much money in  
recycl ing newspapers. I would l i ke  to put  on the record 
that the Liberals would advocate the recycl ing of 
newspapers on a scale basis in  this province. One of 
the things that should be done by this Government is 
the taking of dol lars from the Western Diversification 
Fund with the co-operation of the Federal Government 
to establish a de-inking plant here in Manitoba, either 
in  Winn ipeg or up at Pine Fal ls by the Abit ibi-Price 
paper plant, so that we can recycle those newspapers, 
because right now the nearest market, M r. Deputy 
Speaker, is  Edmonton, 850 m iles northwest of here.
( interjection)- Right, too far, said the Minister of Health 
(Mr. Orchard). Right on. I n  fact, sometimes they do not 
even want them there. They have too much. We have 
even shipped some as far away as Korea and that is 
not dol lar-effective. 

Let us do the job here in Manitoba. Let us stay here 
and keep the newspaper here and recycle it. We wi l l 
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create more jobs at Abitibi-Price. There wi l l  be a few 
fewer trees requ i red, but it is more environmentally 
sound to operate that way. It would be the creation of 
industrial jobs that I th ink would be beneficial to 
Manitoba. We have not seen that sort of leadership  
yet from th is  Government. We have seen the  co
operation on this specific project, but I th ink there wi l l  
have to be more of an effort on the part of this 
admin istration and this Environment Department than 
we have seen. So while speaking in  support of this 
resolution in principle, I have to say, where were the 
NDP most of the last 20 years? I know that they have 
just had the completion of their Environmental Task 
Force that went all around the province, pontificated 
to the environmentalists, bored them to tears, i n  fact 
lost the support of a few of them, because of all the 
th ings they were saying and all the th ings they did not 
do, Mr. Deputy Speaker. 

So we have here a case of "do what I say, not do  
what I do , "  because the NDP has  done a lot o f  saying 
and little doing. I know that appeals to certain Members 
on the other side of the House, but I sincerely on the 
basis of this Waste Management resolution ask the 
Government Members, and i n  particular the Cabinet 
M inisters, to consider the position they take on waste 
management. I look forward to more in it iatives out of 
this Government to a very important issue. Thank you, 
Mr. Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Jack Penner (Minister of Rural Development): 
M r. Deputy Speaker, it is  certainly a pleasure for me 
to be able to rise in the House to deal with the resolution 
on Waste Management. Those of us who have been 
born and raised i n  rural Manitoba and especially were 
fortunate enough to be able to farm and be involved 
in  the agricultural community for a long,  long time have 
an interest, especial ly in hazardous waste and waste 
management and d isposal of waste. The resolut ion 
clearly defines and speaks on a subject that is very 
dear to my heart and most of my col leagues. The 
sustainable development that Brundtland refers to in 
areas of not only resources, but many other areas, is 
something that I th ink al l  of us need to pay a lot of 
attention to. 

I t  is i mportant  not on l y  t o  susta in  our natura l  
resources, as  the  resolution says, and  to be  ab le  to  
d ispose of  and  deal with landfi l l  sites that concerns 
me. It is  this whole area of waste d isposal and how 
we i n i t iate programs,  whether i t  is e i ther th rough 
developmental in itiatives, by encouraging us to  recycle 
and all those k ind of things, that really concerns me. 
When you look at what is happening in  some of the 
larger major centres that have been in itiating recycl ing 
programs and you look at what is happening to the 
products that they have targeted for recycl ing,  I th ink 
it should lead us al l to be concerned . 

There are a number of products I suppose that we 
could look at to use specifical ly for such things as roads. 
G lass can be recycled and reused and even some of 
the plastics. However, I think it is important to recognize 
that in any product, and having had some experience 
in business, you realize very qu ickly that you have to 
have a market for any product that you are going to 
produce. Recycl ing of some of the waste material that 

we are into certainly leads to exactly that, the creation 
of products that are going to be put on the market 
that are going to have to be competitive with products 
that are currently on the market. Therefore, it leads 
me to wonder whether we could ,  when we in it iate 
recycl ing projects and when we gather materials that 
can be recycled, such as bottles and plastics and rub ber 
ti res and what not all and store them, whether we in 
fact it might lead to the establ ishment of waste dumps 
with in our urban centres. 

I am very concerned that the dump sites that we 
have now are, at least in some of the communities, i n  
such a state that would lead me to  bel ieve that action 
must be taken . Maybe some of the best action that 
we can take is not necessarily recycling, or the gathering 
of materials for some future recycl ing, i n  other words, 
creating large inventories of recyclable materials within 
our urban centres, or maybe even outside of the u rban 
centres, but that would lead to less waste. I th ink we 
are all gu i lty of buying things that we use for a very 
short period of time and throwing it away, creating large 
mounds of garbage. I th ink we were all gu i lty of buying 
for our ch i ldren or our fami l ies things that we m ight 
not need . 

* ( 1 740) 

I refer to this matter specifically because it gave me 
some pleasure, my wife and I ,  to be able to travel to 
Africa on our hol iday this last winter and experience 
a part  o f  the  wor ld  that  few people are ab le  to 
experience. It was in Kenya and Tanzania in the outback 
that we experienced and had the abi l ity to observe how 
i mportant material things really could become. We 
visited some of the vi l lages of the native people and 
those native people sti l l  hunted with their bows and 
arrows and had nothing to wear other than animal skins 
that they could skin and what they could bring down 
with their spears. The t in cans that we had brought 
along with some food were valuable, very valuable to 
those people. They used them as cooking utensils. The 
plastic milk bottle that we brought with us was used , 
and they immediately grabbed it when we offered i t ,  
to carry water, carry water up to 1 0  and 20 mi les. These 
people simply did not have access to dr inking water 
at their vi l lages. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Chair) 

So some of the things, the material things that we 
have become so accustomed to, and so used to 
throwing away and wasting, these people held very 
dear. They became very valuable items to them. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that it is t ime that maybe 
some of us, al l of us in  this Chamber, need to reflect 
on some time. That is that there are people l iving in  
th is  world that are much, much less fortunate than we 
are. Maybe we should pay some attention to changing 
our l ifestyle a bit to create less of the waste, specifically 
some of the hazardous waste when we dump materials 
i nto deep pits and cover it with ground, that we create 
an environmental situation and reaction underground 
that creates hazardous gasses and other th ings. We 
should al l  be conscious of the role that each of us as 
ind ividuals have to play in making sure that less of 
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those waste prod ucts t hat we h ave become so 
accustomed to are really put  into the environment. 

I bel ieve the resolution is lacking in a number of 
areas. It does not say clearly what to do with those 
very products once you recycle them, once you have 
been able to segregate them, and what you are going 
to do with them in the meantime. I th ink it is important 
that we are able to identify clearly, when resolutions 
such as this are put before this Legislature, specifically 
what should be done. It is my bel ief that our Government 
cou ld be qu i te  i nvolved - I am surpr ised that the  
reso l u t i on  does not  i n d icate th i s-in  e d u cat i n g ,  
educating our people, o u r  society, in  ways and means 
to decrease the throwaway things that we have become 
so used to buying.  Maybe we could init iate, at some 
point in  time, marketing opportunity. Maybe we could 
develop markets by creating new uses for recyclable 
products. I see the resolution does not touch on that 
at al l .  

Therefore, I would say to you ,  Mr. Speaker, that 
legislation such as our M inister of Environment (Mr. 
Cummings) introduced not too long ago when he 
introduced the ACRE program, announced the ACRE 
program, is by far advanced to what we are currently 
discussing here, and I believe wil l  lead eventually to 
the kind of things that I have been suggesting here, 
better education, less waste, and in the long-term wi l l  
help mun ic ipal it ies, local G overnments, provincial  
G overnments ,  federa l  G overnments to  deal  m o re 
economically with the d isposal of products that we have 
become so used to using. 

With that ,  M r. Speaker, I would l ike to say that it 
would be virtually impossible for me to support a 
resolution such as this, that really does not have much 
substance to it except to identify some of the problems 
that we are incurring at this time and wil l incur to maybe 
even a greater degree at future dates unless we are 
able to educate our young people in changing their 
l i festyle and us i ng  less of  the p roducts  t h at are 
disposable. 

I want to thank you, M r. Speaker, for the opportunity 
to rise on this matter and voice my opinions on it .  

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill): It is interest ing that as 
legislators we partake in this debate today in  a Chamber 
with 60 desks, 57 of them full of paper and notes and 
books. Perhaps even your seat yourself, M r. Speaker, 
is ful l  of paper and notes and books, as is the Clerk's 
Table, as are the offices in which we operate- and I 
can tel l you there is a tremendous amount of paper 
and books in  my own office-yet there is probably not 
one piece of recycled paper in  al l that mess. 

The Member for Selkirk (Mrs. Charles) shows that 
she indeed does have a piece of recycled paper, and 
perhaps I overstated the case because I know i n  our 
caucus we have recycled paper as wel l .  I want to talk 
about that in a bit more detail later on in  my comments 
if there is t ime. I think even the Member for Selk i rk 
would agree with me that there is far too l ittle recycled 
paper. Perhaps if we are going to talk about these sorts 
of problems from a position of integrity and from a 
posit ion of some experience, we ought to look inward 
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in the first instance as a Legislature and as legislators 
to determine if we cannot in  our own work l ife, i n  home 
l ife and using our own work style, accommodate some 
of the very important principles that are contained in 
th is resolution by my colleague, the Member for The 
Pas (Mr. Harapiak).- ( interjection)-

The Min ister of Finance (Mr. Manness) says maybe 
we should try and reduce the paper flow, and I note 
that he has been trying to do that by denying access 
to documents quite frequently to groups that have 
requested them. However, I am certain that is not what 
was intended when one put forward the resolution with 
respect to recycl ing.- ( interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order. The Honourable Member for 
Churchi l l .  

Mr. Cowan: Mr. Speaker, the problem is a serious 
problem notwithstanding my own comments and asides, 
and notwithstand ing the rather frivolous comments by 
the Member for Pembina, the Minister of Health (Mr. 
Orchard), from his seat.- ( interjection)-

1 would ask your assistance. The Member for Pembina 
seems to be quite tense in  the Chamber lately and 
easi ly excitable, and it is d ifficult to carry on with a 
serious debate when those sort of f l ippant asides are 
a constant interruption. I am certain that he intends 
them to d istract and i ntends them to cause d ifficulty, 
but I do request some assistance from time to t ime i n  
trying to control t he  Member for Pembina. 

Having said that ,  Mr. Speaker, I want to go back to  
the very serious nature of  th is  resolut ion. I want to  
address my comments first to the Min ister of  Rural 
Development (Mr. Penner) who just spoke and said that 
he could not support this resolution.- ( interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: I am having great d ifficu lty in  hearing 
the remarks of the Honourable Member for Churchi l l  
( M r. Cowan) .  H o n o u rab le  Mem bers w ish i ng  to 
participate in  this debate wi l l  have ample opportunity 
to do so. As of now, the Honourable Member for 
Churchi l l .  

Mr. Cowan: The Min ister of Rural Development said 
he could not support this resolution because it did not 
go  far enough. I think he mentioned two specific areas 
where he bel ieved it did not go far enough .  One was 
with respect to education around the issues associated 
with recycl ing and that includes the reduction of the 
use of toxins in our society, that includes the reuse of 
those substances where possible, the recycl ing where 
possible, and other avenues to reduce waste that needs 
to be managed . 

I would point out to h im that there is a BE IT 
THEREFORE RESOLVED in the resolution that does 
deal exactly with that concern of his. It states that the 
Assembly call upon the Government to expand upon 
a publ ic awareness campaign to encourage the recycling 
of  h ouseho ld wastes, and t h at p u b l i c  awareness 
campaign would indeed be an educational campaign .  

I f  t h e  G overnment  wanted t o  accept t h e  
recommendations in the resolution and carry them 
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forward , they could also expand upon that publ ic 
awareness campaign· by putting it into the schools, 
which I think is a very positive contribution that the 
M in ister of Rural Development made to the debate, 
that suggestion, by even having educational campaigns 
that apply to those like ourselves who do not have the 
opportunity to u ndergo formal education to the extent 
that our younger population does, and to provide that 
sort of education. We agree with h im that it is very 
important and I believe that i t  is anticipated in the 
resolution i n  that particular RESOLVED. 

He also said that one of the other areas that the 
resolution was weak and I know - I  do not want to 
speak for the Member for the Pas (Mr. Harapiak)-that 
we would accept any posit ive amendments to the 
resolution that strengthened it in these areas. That may 
be something that the Min ister wants to th ink about, 
have one of h is  colleagues p rovide, since he has now 
spoken on it ,  i n  a later contribut ion, but if he feels that 
the wording is not dist inct enough or not strong enough,  
then we would certainly look at friendly amendments 
that would  strengthen it. 

* ( 1750) 

I h ave to d isagree w i th  h i m  t h at there is n ot 
contemplated in the resolut ion the addressing of the 
problem of the reduction and the reuse of waste 
p rod ucts ,  because what it ca l l s  for in the  BE IT  
F U RT H E R  RESOLV E D  i s  a c o m p rehens ive waste 
management plan and that wording was chosen very 
careful ly. That is not a comprehensive waste d isposal 
plan which, if it was, I would then agree with the M in ister 
that it did not go far enough because that would only 
i nvolve itself with the d isposal of the waste, rather than 
the management. But because it calls for a waste 
management plan, it does contemplate managing the 
waste in other  ways t h a n  j ust  d isposal . That 
management could include reuse, and that management 
could include reduction in the amount of wastes that 
are put into the system, and that comprehensive waste 
management plan could also i nclude other ways of 
reducing and recycl ing. 

The M inister then went on to suggest that there has 
to be some way to encourage recycl ing and reduct ion. 
The last BE  IT FURTHER RESOLVED cal ls upon the 
Min ister of Environment (Mr. Cummings) to consider 
providing incentives to industries that are engaged in 
recyc l i n g  programs and t hose who use recycled 
materials i n  the i r  product ion processes. 

I believe that the resolution in fact does address the 
issues which he said would prevent him from supporting 
it .  For that reason I would hope that we could count 
on his support. I f  he believes that it does not go far 
enough in addressing those specific issues then perhaps 
friendly amendments could help make all of us feel 
more comfortable with the resolution. 

I ndeed it is an extremely serious issue that affects 
each and every one of us. I want to quote from a 
comment by M r. Donald Worster in an essay entitled 
"Man and the Nature Order" which is part of the Earth 
Report, 1 989. Mr. Worster says, and I quote, never 
before in our h istory has the organic world around us 

been i n  so much  t roub le .  We are creat i n g  an  
environment o f  gaseous .wounds, d isorganizat ion,  and 
death .  

I do not believe that M r. Worster is overstating  the 
case when he ind icates that we are indeed i n  serious 
trouble and that we are indeed wreaking havoc on 
ourselves. We are doing it not in an intentional manner, 
but I th ink more so out of ignorance. Up to a certain 
period of time, that ignorance could almost be forgiven. 
That is not to say that there were not very forward
thinking people who were warning us a long time ago 
about the problems we were creat ing for ourselves and 
trying to stop some of the havoc and destruction which 
we have been imposing upon ourselves. There were 
those ind ividuals, but they were few in number and 
their impact was relatively l imited , unfortunately so. 

Over the past number of years, and almost entirely 
within the past decade or at least the past generat ion,  
those voices have become stronger, those voices have 
become more knowledgeable, those voices have had 
more effect and impact on us because of not only what 
they were saying to us, but because we were able to 
see first hand some of that destruction take place 
around us. 

Being human beings it is sometimes necessary for 
us to experience things first hand before we can put 
them into the proper context. Whi le there may have 
been excuses a generation ago, our generation has no 
excuse. We have no p leas of ignorance to fall back 
upon. We know what we are doing.  At least we should 
k n ow what we are d o i n g .  We shou ld  know the  
consequences o f  what we  are doing. That is why the 
educat ion  campa ign  t hat the M i n ister of Rura l  
Development (Mr. Penner) referenced is so  important. 
It is i mportant because we need to make certain that 
future generations talking to this sort of issue do not 
blame us for not having taken action when there was 
absolutely no excuse to prevent us from taking that 
action. 

The issue of waste management is probably one of 
the most important issues that confront those who care 
about their environment, those who love this p lanet. 
It is because of the amount of waste which is going 
into the env i ronment  th rough  d iscard i n g  after 
manufacturing process or after use at the home or after 
use on the farm or after just general use by the 
populat ion.  We have to take action to deal with that 
in a comprehensive way. 

In the past, we have relied much to much on d i lute 
and  d isperse methodo log ies.  At the  t ime ,  t h ose 
particular methodologies were in  favour. They had 
polit ical acceptance, they had scientific acceptance, 
they were felt to be the proper way to deal with waste 
and around that whole theory of d i lute and disperse 
came the landfi l l  waste management system. 

The landfi l l  waste management system has served 
us for some period of t ime, not very well ,  but we did 
not real ize just how many problems we were creat ing 
for ourselves by not i mplementing a proper waste 
management system in the first instance. 

It is known that more than 90 percent of the world 's  
domestic and hazardous wastes are d isposed of  in  
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landfi l l  sites. Think about that for a moment- more 
than 90 percent. In  Manitoba I understand,  and I could 
be corrected,  but I bel ieve the figure is 1.5 mi l l ion tonnes 
0f waste ln this province in a g iven year. That is expected 
to go up to about 3 .5  mil l ion tonnes in the next number 
of years, over the next five-year period.  That is a 
tremendous amount of waste, and 90 percent of t hat 
is d isposed of in landfi l l  sites. I believe there are 
approximately 530 landfi l l  sites in the province. So you 
know that almost every community is served by a landfi l l  
site to a greater or a lesser extent and t herefore any 
problems that are associated with this method of 
disposal are going to affect a large number, if not a l l ,  
of the communit ies in  M anitoba. So it i s  a problem, 
one that is  germane to every community whether it be 
northern Manitoba, rural Manitoba or the cities. 

I said that we have gotten some information recently 
that was not available to us before that should make 
us act a bit more quick ly, but what is  i nterest ing and 
I am leaning on the experiences i n  other areas and 
other jurisdictions to make these comments, but health 
surveys had shown that those l iving near hazardous 
waste landf i l ls  h ave shown higher than expected rates 
of cancer. 

There was a study done in 1986, one of the more 
recent ones in th is area, in rural Louisiana which said 
that there was a disproportionate number of hazardous 
waste sites that was 19 percent h igher than expected. 
That was as a result of toxins that had f i ltered through 
those landfi l l  sites, not just that day that the survey 
was done, not just that year, but for decades before. 

So what that tells me is that there are some very 
serious concerns that h ave to be addressed, that it is 
probably too late to prevent the problem in its entirety, 
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but it is not late to start the work on the solution. That 
is w h at t h i s  part icu lar  amendment  ca l ls  for, a 
comprehensive waste management program t h at 
p revents those types of health hazards as a result of 
inappropriate d isposal of waste. 

That program must contain four dist inction elements, 
M r. S peaker. There must be a reduction of waste, 
whether it be considered h azardous o r  domestic waste 
it oftentimes has the same effect . So we must start by 
each and every one of ourselves act ing to reduce the 
amount of waste that we produce i n  our work and in 
our home l ife. 

The second must be the reuse of products where 
that is possible and that is someth ing  that the Minister 
of Rural Development (Mr. Penner) touched upon and 
probably one of the most important areas. The Member 
for Brandon for the second t ime has held up a reusable 
envelope that has probably 30 names on it, so it shows 
that we can in fact reuse th ings. 

I have two more points to make very qu ickly, M r. 
S peaker, because I note my time is short. We must 
recycle and we must recover. I th ink if we put together 
a comprehensive program of reduct ion ,  reuse, recycling 
and recovering of waste products, we will have made 
a large step forward in  making certain that generations 
in  the future wil l  be able to look back upon this period 
of t ime as a period of progress rather than a period 
of problem. 

Mr. Speaker: Is it the wi l l  of the House to call it six 
o 'clock? (Agreed) 

The hour being 6 p .m. ,  th is House is now adjourned 
a n d  stands adjourned u n t i l  1:30 p . m .  tomor row 
(Thursday). 




