
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Monday, December 18, 1989. 

The House met at 1:30 p.m. 

* ( 1 335) 

PRAYERS 

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

Robert H. Smith School 
Child Care Spaces 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
Mr. Speaker, on Thur sday of last week, in response to 
a question from the Member for Sturgeon Creek ( Mrs .  
Yeo), the Mi nister of  Education (Mr. Der kach) stated 
that there  had been no change in his department's 
poli cy and the provision of chi ld  car e  spaces in schools. 
The designed wor k for the Robert H. Smith School i s  
now alr eady well under way and t o  date no deci sion  
has been made as to whether funds wi l l  be avai lable 
to bui ld  the chi l d  care; this ,  despite requests from 
Wi n ni peg School Divi sion No .  1 to that effect, and  a 
poli cy which has been i n  place since March of 1 986. 
The day car e  has been trying in vai n  to get answer s  
from the Mi nister o f  Education  (Mr. Der kach) and the 
Mi nister of Fami ly Services (Mrs .  Oleson). 

My questi on is to the Minister of Educati on .  On 
Thursday he i n di cated there was no change in school 
policy and yet, Mr. Speaker, in a letter to the Munr oe 
Day Nursery, the Mi nister of Fami ly Servi ces ( Mrs .  
O leson)  states that the  chi ld care poli cy i n  schools is  
currently under r eview by  both her department and  the 
Mi nistry of Education .  Who are we to beli eve, the 
Mi ni ster who says there i s  no change and i t  is busi ness 
as usual, or the Minister of Fami ly Servi ces? 
.,, 
Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Training): Mr. Speaker, I think the Leader of the Li ber al 
Party (Mrs. Carstairs) just answer ed her own question  
because she  i n dicated i n  her question  that the  poli cy 
is under review, but that does not mean that either 
department i s  oper ati ng under a new policy. The policy 
has not changed to date. It is only natural that from 
ti me to ti me departments would want to r eview policy 
in order to see whether in fact we are meeti ng the 
needs of Manitobans as they should be, and ther e  i s  
nothi ng wrong with reviewi ng poli cy, but the poli cy as 
stated has not changed to date. 

Mrs. Carstairs: Mr. Speaker, i f  the poli cy has not 
changed to date, wi l l  the Mi nister tell the House today 
and also the parents i nvolved i n  the c hi ld  care,  why 
the monies have not been set for the Rober t  H. Smith 
Chi l d  Care spaces as part of the capital budget for 
that school? 

Mr. Derkach: Mr. Speaker; it i s  nor mal before any space 
has been appr oved for day care that the r ole of Fami ly 
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Services is such that they wi l l  confir m as to the need 
that exi sts in that particular area, or that particular 
school ,  and then the Pub li c  Schools Fi nance wi l l  
evaluate t h e  program a n d  the bui ldi ng project t o  see 
whether in fact a day care space should be constr ucted. 

Presently, Mr. Speaker, that is the process that we 
are fol lowi ng .  I wi l l  take the specifi cs of thi s  question 
under notice, and I wi l l  come back to the Member with 
r egar d  to Robert H .  Smith.  

Education Facilities 
Child Care spaces 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
Mr. S peaker ,  the  agr eement  between the  school  
divisi ons and the Ministry of  Educati on set i n  March 
of 1 986 clear ly states that i f  i t  i s  the wish of a school 
divi sion for chi ld  care spaces to be bui lt with the school 
constr uction ,  that is  what wi l l  occur. Why is the Mi nister 
r ejecti ng the policy that has been i n  effect since Mar ch 
of 1 986? 

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Training): There is nothi ng bei ng rejected at all .  In  
fact, Mr. Speaker, the policy does not  simply state that 
if a school wants to bui ld  a day care centre, then we 
just open up  the cheque book and let them go ahead. 
I mean, that may be the way the Li ber als would li ke 
to have it, but there are criteria that have to be followed, 
and i n  each and every case those criteria are followed. 

Mrs. Carstairs: Can the Mi nister of Education  tell us 
i f  i t  is  the policy of his department that when new schools 
are to be constr ucted, chi ld care spaces are to be 
attached at t hat ti me because t h at i s  the  m ost 
economical way of bui ldi ng chi ld  care  spaces in the 
provi nce? 

Mr. Derkach: Mr. Speaker, that is not necessari ly the 
case. Before that ki nd of a decision is made, there has 
to be an assessment made of the request to see whether 
or not there  are faci lities i n  that community that i n  fact 
may meet the needs of the parents who have chi ldren 
who require day care.  

Mr. Speaker, thi s  i s  not simply a case of when a 
school is bui lt that we si mply say automati cally ther e  
wi l l  b e  a day care centre  bui lt with that school . That 
is not the poli cy and I would suggest that the Leader 
of t h e  Li ber al Par ty  per haps r ead t h e  po li cy t o  
understand that there  i s  a n  assessment that needs t o  
b e  conducted before that decision i s  made. 

* ( 1 340) 

Robert H. Smith School 
Child Care Spaces 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
Mr. Speaker, Winni peg School Divi sion No.  1 has had 
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a number of new schools bui lt  in the last few years. 
Every single one of those schools has had chi ld care 
spaces attached to it .  Why is Robert H. Smith being 
singled out for not having chi ld care spaces attached 
to it? 

Hon . Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Training): Robert H. Smith is not being singled out 
as a school which has been denied child care faci l ities. 
As I i nd icated to the Leader of the Liberal Party a 
moment ago, in each and every case there is an 
assessment  d o n e  of  the needs that part icu la r  
community has put  forth and  whether or not  day care 
fac i l i t i es exist where they m eet the needs of the  
community. 

Mr. Speaker, I ind icated also that I would take the 
specifics of this question as notice, and I wi l l  inquire 
with staff as to what the situation is  with Robert H .  
Smith, and I wi l l  come back t o  the Leader with that 
i nformation.  

Mrs . Carslairs: Mr. Speaker, the d rawings are on the 
drawing board for this school .  They wil l  be confirmed 
before the end of this year. We are now reaching a 
deadline  point of some two weeks. Wi l l  the M in ister 
assure this House that the chi ld  care spaces that have 
been granted to every other school in Winn ipeg No. 1 
wi l l  be g iven to this particular school? 

Mr. Derkach: N either I nor the Government nor the 
Public Schools Finance wil l  s imply hand over a blank 
cheque for it to be f i l led out by any school d ivision in 
this provi nce. M r. Speaker, what we wi l l  do  is  do  a 
proper assessment of the needs in that particular 
community and whether or not a day care facility should 
be bui lt along with that new construct ion.  

Mr.  Speaker, Robert H.  Smith wil l  not be s ingled out 
d i fferent ly from any other school  di v is ion  i n  t h i s  
province. 

Out-Migration Statistics 
Government Strategy 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
We would u rge the Govern ment to continue on the 
leadership position that they i nherited in  terms of quality 
chi ld care and using our publ ic school system for publ ic 
non-profit chi ld care in  our province. 

M r. Speaker, I have a question for the Premier. The 
figures are out again today on out-migration. In 1 989, 
29,000 people have left the Province of Manitoba, and 
only 1 9,000 have joined the province in  terms of its 
population for a decrease, an out-migration of 10 ,000 
people as of this morning. 

Mr. Speaker, we have been raising this continually 
i n  the Chamber for the last year and a half, and I would 
ask the Premier whether or not he now adm its there 
is  a real , legitimate problem in  terms of out-migration 
and i ts  impact on our population,  and does he have 
a strategy to deal with this  real problem or is he going 
to continue to not admit  that there is a problem i n  this 
provi nce? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I want to 
beg in  by just congratulating, if I may, the Member for 
C o n c o r d i a  ( M r. Doer)  on  be ing  s i n g led  out an d 
recogn ized for a national award by the Chatelaine 
Magazine. I know that the other Members, certainly 
the male Members of this Legislature, are probably as 
envious as I am of the award that he has been granted 
by Chatelaine. I certainly congratulate him on that 
recognit ion.- ( interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, I am being absolutely s incere 
in  this, and I certain ly do not want to-other than 
recogn ize as I say with envy the award that has been 
announced for the Member for Concordia. 

Getting to the substance of his question ,  I remind 
the Member for Concordia that in  26 of the past 28 
years, the Provi nce of Manitoba has experienced a net 
out-migration of population. That is  a characteristic 
that probably has something to do with the balanced 
make-up of the economy of our province, the fact that 
we nei ther go very much up or very much down i n  
terms o f  growth, t h e  fact that o u r  growth is d istr ibuted 
amongst many sectors and so we rarely have the boom 
a n d  bust  cyc les .  Net out- m i g rat i o n  has been 
characteristic as I say with 26 of the past 28 years of  
our province. 

Mr. Doer: I thank the Premier (Mr. Filmon) for his 
comments. If Mike Duffy can win that award ,  I guess 
anybody can. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!  

Mr. Doer: I understand Don Orchard was runner up.  

* ( 1 345) 

Manitoba Totals 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
This is a very serious matter, Mr. Speaker. The Premier 
(Mr. Filmon) mentioned selectively the quotes on out
m igration. I wou ld ask the Premier, would the Premier 
acknowledge that Manitoba now has a higher out
migration rate than Newfoundland; the Province of 
Manitoba is second only in  the amount of people we 
are losing per thousand per capita than Saskatchewan, 
another Conservative province? Would the Premier now 
acknowledge we have a ser ious prob lem i n  our  
population? 

We used to average 10 ,000 increased population 
through birth, immigration, out-migration, i n-migration, 
per year through the'80s. Since the Conservatives have 
been in office the population has gone from 1 ,084 ,900 
to 1 ,085,300 , a growth of only 400 in our population 
in  a year and a half-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I th ink that the Member 
should recognize a couple of things. He says that I have 
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used selective statistics. Mr. Speaker, 26 of the past 
28 years,  that is not being selective. I d id  not choose 
the two years  that were the exception to the r ule. I 
said 26 of the past 28 years there was net out-migration. 

He  refers to the fact that we have had i ndeed a small 
growth i n  total population in  the past year and a half. 
He r efers to part of the i nput being b irth r ate. I remind 
h im that in  all of  the developed wor ld ,  birth r ates are 
decl in ing.  That is a part  of the calculation of that figure. 
The fact of the matter is that is part of the character istic 
of M an itoba. 

He also makes a very significant compar ison saying 
that only Saskatchewan is having a greater problem. 
I remind him that we are very much t ied in  to the far m 
economy here in Manitoba and that some of the same 
thi ngs that are happening to the economy and to the 
out-migr ation away from the far ms that is happening 
i n  Saskatchewan is happening in  Manitoba. 

What I remind him of is that we are doing things 
that look to the future.  Our growth as a province, our 
economic growth,  is expected to be the second highest 
of any province in the country this year. Next year, 
according to the Conference Boar d ,  we wil l  still be above 
the national average in growth.  Those are because of 
our policies, r educing income taxes in this province, 
red ucing the deficit in  this province, getting away from 
t h e  s h or t -ter m  make-wor k menta l ity t hat h i s  
Gover n ment char acter ized for six and a half years .  

Economic Growth 
Government Strategy 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
Mr. Speaker, why does the Premier ( Mr. Filmon) not 
start tel l ing Manitobans the truth? You have a ser ious 
problem in  this province. There  are 1 0,000 less fu l l
t ime jobs now than when you took office-fu l l-time not 
part-time, full-time jobs.  This Party has an economic 
policy that has part-time people at MacOonalds instead 
of ful l-time people in this provi nce. 

My question to the Premier is this: does he not admit 
that there i s  a ser ious economic problem in  this province 
and wi l l  he not meet with his Treasury Bench and come 
up with an economic strategy for the 1 990s, instead 
of Manitoba being nine out of 10 in  Canada for out
migration numbers? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I wi l l  r epeat 
so that the Member knows the facts, 26 of the past 
28 years,  ther e  has been net out-migr ation in the 
Province of Manitoba. We are wor king on the kinds of 
things that this -(interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Mr. Filmon: -the kinds of economic policies that this 
provi nce must have because as a result  of s ix and a 
half years  of NOP Gover nment, the short-ter m  make
work jobs did not work .  They were not here at the end 
of  six and a hal f  year s  of  pr iming the pump,  of  putt ing 
i t  into the Jobs Fund, of putting it into cutting gr ass 
and putti ng up green and white signs, those jobs d id  
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n ot last, Mr. Speaker. That is the problem that we have 
to deal  wi th  so we ar e attr act ing  the l o n g -t er m  
investment growth i n  this province. 

Real investment i ncreasing in excess of 14 percent, 
i nvestment  in the i n d ustr ia l  sector to  do w i th  
manufactur ing increasi ng by  more than 1 00 percent, 
taxes going down, deficit going down and economic 
growth being amongst the highest in  the country, that 
is what we are wor ki ng on because of our pol icies. 

* ( 1 350) 

Mr. Doer: There is a ti me for the r hetor ic and there  
is  t ime  for the  bottom l i ne  and  the  bottom l i ne  i s ,  Mr. 
Speaker, you have 10,000 fewer people working on full
t ime jobs in  Manitoba than when you took office. You 
are fai l ing. There are only 400 more  people in M anitoba 
i n  a year and a half, when there  used to be 1 0,000 
extra people a year. You are fai l ing.  I would  ask the 
Premier to admit he is fai li ng and develop an economic 
strategy for this province. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh! 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honour able First 
Minister. 

Mr. Filmon: There is indeed a time for r hetor ic and a 
time for r eal answers,  and the r hetor ic comes every 
day from that Member for Concor dia, Mr. Speaker. The 
real answers come from the things that are in our 
budget ,  r ed uced taxes,  reduced deficit ,  i n cr eased 
growth ,  expected to be almost 6 percent according to 
the Confer ence Board ,  the second highest of any 
province in  this country. No more  the short-ter m make
wor k jobs of the NOP, no mor e  the white wine socialist 
p h i l osophy that he sa id  was wh i te wine soci a l i st 
phi losophy when he was president of MGEA. 

He denounced the phi losophies and the actions of 
the NOP that now he says r esulted in  something better. 
The publ ic of Manitoba know that is why they got r id 
of h im as a Government. 

Out- Migration Statistics 
Federal Support 

Mr. Reg Alcock (Osborne): Mr. Speaker, I would l ike 
to correct the Premier if I could,  and I do have a question 
for h im.  In fact, net out-migr ation in this province is 
at the highest level it has been in 10 years,  and it has 
only been that way five of the last 10 and two of them 
have been under this Gover n ment's administr ation. Not 
only that, it is accelerating. At this time last year 5,9 1 7  
people had left this province and this t ime this year 
6,600, an increase of 7 1 9. It wi l l  be higher than 1 0,000 
at the end of this year. 

We have had two recent meetings with the feder al 
Government. One, the First Min ister -(inter jection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honour able Member 
has a question. 

Mr. Alcock: Wil l  the Premier tell us what assurances 
he has had from Ottawa? What new investment Ottawa 
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is prepared to make in this province to help offset this 
trend? 

Mr. Speaker:  The H on o ur a b l e  F ir st M i n ister . 
( inter jection)- Order. 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, just as when 
he phoned New Brunswick and just as when his Leader 
phoned Newfoundland, the Member for Osbor ne br ings 
false infor mation to this Legislature. This province has 
suffered net out-migr ation in  26 of the past 28 years.  
He is wrong and he is dead wrong as he usually is .  

***** 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honour able Member 
for Osbor ne, on a point of order. 

Mr. Alcock: I have a stat istics statement that shows 
it and it is about t ime you got some decent research.  

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Osbor ne 
d id  not have a point of order. The Honour able First 
Min ister. 

***** 

Mr. Filmon: For the past 28 years,  net out-migr ation 
-(inter jection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honour able First 
Min ister. 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, the Member for Osborne 
knows ful l  well that this province is  projected to have 
the second highest growth r ate of any province in the 
country  this year and an above average growth r ate 
next year. 

The  M em b er k nows f u l l  wel l  that  we h ave a 
commitment of i nvestments by Repap of $ 1  bi l l ion 
dol lar s  over the next thr ee year s  in  th is province. We 
have a commitment of $5.5 bi l l ion on Conawapa on a 
transmission l ine. Those are the biggest projects in the 
h istory of this province, Mr. Speaker. That is part and 
parcel of the rosy future  that people see in this province 
which we would  never get under a Liber al Government. 

Mr. Alcock: Mr. Speaker, the policies of this Premier 
are dr iving people out of this province-6,000 people 
to date in  this year. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!  

Mr. Speaker: Or d er, p l ease; or d er ,  p l ease. The 
Honour able Member for Osbor ne, k indly put your 
question now, please. 

Mr. Alcock: Mr. Speaker, we have suffered significant 
losses under this federal Government. I am asking the 
Premier, what offsetting investment h as Ottawa offered 
to assist us at this time when we are now ninth out of 
10 in this country? 

* ( 1 355) 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, I repeat for the Member for 
Osbor ne, the agreement that we signed with Ontar io  
last week, an agreement that we are not  sure the Liberal 
Party supports-they are trying to fight it in their own 
ways-23,000 person years  of employment on the 
constr uction at Conawapa, that is real investment, $5.5 
bi l l ion over a space of 10 years, the largest commitment 
of a project in  the h istory of this province. 

Our manufactur ing capital investment is predicted 
to increase at 104.6 percent this year over last year. 
Our average weekly earn ings, the best increase among 
all pr ov inces in the countr y, at 5 . 5  per cent .  O ur 
manufactur ing shipments have increased at the second 
highest level of any province i n  the country this year. 

All of these things are because of the positive policies 
contained with in our budget to lower taxes, to lower 
the deficit, a budget that the Liber als voted against, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Alcock: Mr. Speaker, our position in this country 
has been sl ipping every month that this Gover nment 
has been in  power. 

Forest Fires 
Federal Compensation 

Mr. Reg Alcock (Osborne): I have a simple question 
to the Premier. The fires this summer cost us an awful 
lot of money. Now the federal Government is responsible 
for any fires that have begun on federal land. H ow 
much money have they offered to put towar ds the fires? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, as the 
Member may know, it takes a good deal of t ime to 
accumulate the costs of such an event -(interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honour able the F ir st 
Min ister. 

Mr. Filmon: It takes a good deal of time to put together 
. the facts and the figures on al l  of the costs that were  
incurred dur ing those immense forest fires. It was the 
greatest natural d isaster, civil d isaster, i n  our province's 
history, Mr. Speaker. 

As I ind icated publ icly, the costs are somewher e  i n  
t h e  range o f  $70 mi l li on t o  $75 mi l l ion.  Some o f  those 
costs were incurred on Indian lands. Some of those 
costs involved the transference of our Native people. 
Some 23,000 people were moved out of their homes, 
most of them Native population. I n  every case we have 
to identify and quantify the exact cost, because when 
you are asking someone to pay a bill you do not wor k 
on estimates, you do not wor k on assumptions. 

We just put together all the final figures dur ing the 
month of November. Those were transmitted to Ottawa, 
and we have asked Ottawa to pay a generous port ion 
of the costs we had in  Manitoba. We are currently in  
d iscussion-

An Honourable Member: How much? 

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

3874 



Monday, December 1 8, 1989 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, I have indi cated that the costs 
are between $70 mi l lion and $75 mi l lion .  

An Honourable Member: Is that what you asked for? 

Mr. Filmon: We have asked for Ottawa to pay a 
generous portion  of that share, M r. Speaker. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!  

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please. 

Hazardous Goods Storage 
Information Systems 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Mr. Speaker, my 
question is for the Minister responsi ble for Workplace 
Safety and Health (Mrs. Hammond). 

M r. Speaker, I was truly amused by the response of 
thi s  Minister to the. proposal by thi s  side of the H ouse 
that lock boxes be mandated for employers in thi s  
provi nce stori ng hazardous chemi cals. 

The Mi nister called thi s  proposal, whi ch has been 
supported by employers and recognized experts in the 
field,  "premature." Thi s  from the Mi nister who after 
six months has sti l l  not come forward with  a report on 
the solvent explosion i n  St .  Boni face, and after three 
months sti l l  has not put standards for carci nogens i n  
the workplace back t o  where they belong, at the lowest 
detectable level. 

M r. Spea ker, thank heavens someone is putti ng 
forward recommendati ons. Is the Minister not i n  favour 
of ensuri n g  that all emergency response teams around 
thi s  provi nce, not just in Wi n ni peg where computerized 
access is in place, have the appropri ate i nformati on 
immediately upon arrival at a scene through the use 
of lock boxes? 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond ( M i nister of Labour 
responsible for Workplace Safety and Health): M r. 
Speaker, thi s  i ssue is bei ng dealt with and i s  goi ng to 
be dealt with by the Workplace Safety and Health 
Advi sory Committee. I believe that the Member i s  
premature  with his suggestion .  Surely w e  would want 
experts to be looki ng at thi s  to give us advice. Whi le 
we welcome suggesti ons from Members in the H ouse 
that is exactly how they wi l l  be treated. 

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

M r. Edwards: I n  fact , experts  have m a d e  t hi s  
rec o m m e n d ati o n ,  a n d  t h e  fact i s  t hi s  Mi ni ste r ' s  
defi ni tion  o f  premature m ust be p u t  i n  t h e  context of 
a six month delay with sayi ng anythi ng about that fi re. 

* ( 1 400) 

Workplace Safety and Health 
Cancer-Causing Substances 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): I have a question  for 
the same Minister, M r. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker: Question,  please. 

Mr. Edwards: Why wi l l  thi s  Mi ni ster not put the 
standards for carcinogens i n  the workplace back to 
where they belong, at the lowest detectable level? She 
does not need to wait for the labelling recommendations 
to come down from the committee. She can do it by 
Order-i n-Counci l  now. She should have done it three 
months ago when the Premier sai d  she would do-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The question has been 
put. 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond (Min ister of Labour 
responsible for Workplace Safety and Health): Mr. 
S peaker, we are i n  the  p rocess of maki n g  
recommendations, but we do not wish t o  g o  forward 
to either labour or management i n  the communi ty with 
separate regulati ons that they wi l l  have to do twi ce 
over when they could do it all at one time. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for St. James, 
with his fi nal supplementary question .  

Mr. Edwards: M r. Speaker, she to ld  employers i n  this 
provi nce that she was goi ng to do  i t  three months ago. 
Talk about confusion ,  i t  has not happened -

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. Is there a questi on here? 

Lynn L ake, Manitoba 
Compensation 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): For the same Minister, 
M r. Speaker. Wi l l  the Labour Mi nister ensure that the 
workers at Lynn Lake at least get the $ 1 ,200 which 
they have been promi sed by thi s  Government before 
the end of thi s  week, in ti me for Chri stmas, given that 
last week a representative from her department told 
workers that money would not be avai lable maybe-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The question has been 
put. The Honourable Mi nister of Labour. 

Hon.  Gerrie Hammond (Minister of Labour 
responsible for Workplace Safety and Health): M r. 
Speaker, we have already i n di cated that we are waivi ng 
that regulati on ,  and the money wi l l  be there thi s  week. 

Cardiac Care 
Waiting Period 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): I have a question for 
the Mi nister of Health (Mr. Orchard). For months we, 
i n  the New Democratic Party, have been expressi ng 
concern about the deteri oration of our health care 
system. We specifi cally rai sed concerns about waiti ng 
lists and, i n  parti cular, the waiti ng list for heart surgery 
at the Health Sci ences Centre. I n  fact, six months ago 
we r ai sed the fact that it had doubled i n  the period of 
ti me i n  which thi s  Government has been i n  office. 

Now we have lear ned from Dr. James Parrott of the 
Health Sci ences Centre that in the past three weeks, 
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two more people have died on the waiti ng list. One 
person wai ted as long as ni ne  months for surgery. 

I would li ke to ask the Mini ster of Health what action 
the Minister has taken si nce we r ai sed thi s  matter in 
the  Legi s latur e  si x m o n t h s  ago t o  dea l  wi t h  the 
situati on? What further action  wi l l  he take i n  light of  
the vari ous serious situati ons, with two deaths in three 
weeks and people waiti ng for heart surgery in Manitoba? 

Hon. Donald O rchard (Min ister of  Heal th) :  Mr. 
Speaker, two courses of action  have been taken thi s  
year. Firstly, t o  establish a committee chaired b y  Dr. 
Lyonel Israels to i nvestigate the exi stence of waiti ng 
lists, the criterion,  et ceter a, et cetera,  used in the open 
heart program at both St. Boni face and the Health 
Sciences Centre,  because my honour able friend might 
recall there  was a sig ni fi cant difference in the length 
of waiti ng li sts at those two i nstituti ons. Despite the 
fact that last year mor e  open heart procedures were 
done than ever before i n  the history of the provi nce 
waiting lists conti nue to exist .  Wai ti ng lists conti nue to 
exist across Canada for open heart surgery. 

As a result of that ,  i n  thi s  year's budget process we 
did provi de,  to the Health Sci ences Centre,  some 
additi onal fundi ng to be dedicated to the open heart 
surgery program at the Health Sci ences Centre  to 
expand the capacity of open heart surgical procedur es 
at that i nsti tution .  In the meanti me I am awaiti ng the 
r eport of the commi ttee chaired by Dr. Isr aels, which 
is i nvestigati ng the car di ac surgery program between 
the two teaching hospitals. 

Mr. Ashton: Mr. Speaker, the Minister gave the same 
answer in May of thi s  year. People are sti l l  waiti ng for 
surgery, and ther e  have been two deaths i n  the last 
three weeks. 

I would li ke to ask the Minister, what action  wi l l  he 
take - n ot what c o m mi ttee wi l l  he appoi nt ,  the  
commi ttee that i s  n ot repor te d - t o  d eal  with  the  
situati on that we poi nted out  six months ago? There  
were  six deaths on the  wai ti n g  list last year. There  have 
been two in the past thr ee weeks. What action wi l l  the 
Mi nister take? 

Mr. Orchard: The action I have taken is in part 
i ncreased fundi ng to the Health Sci ences Centre.  I 
si mply te l l  my honour able friend that duri ng the 49 
hours  of debate i n  the Health Estimates my honour able 
friend never r ai sed the i ssue once of the open heart 
surgery at the Health Sciences Centre .  He chooses to 
do it  in Question Period, for whatever reasons I cannot 
speculate. 

I answered the question to my honour able friend that 
we i ncreased fundi ng for surgical procedures, i ncludi ng 
open heart surgery at the Health Sci ences Centre  thi s  
year. 

Mr. Ashton: Per haps if the Minister would read beyond 
the headli nes in the newspapers,  per haps if he would 
ta lk to people, he would not be givi ng such an answer. 

I asked the Minister not for rhetoric but what was 
di scussed i n  Esti m ates.  T hi s  was r ai sed  i n  the  

Legi slature  six months ago. What action  i s  he goi ng 
to take now to deal with the deteriorati ng situation with 
the waiti ng list at the Health Sciences Centre,  which 
has mor e  than doubled si nce thi s  Government came 
i nto offi ce? What action wi l l  he take? 

Mr. Orchard: My honour able friend does not li sten to 
the answers.  I have i n di cated two courses of action .  
My honour able friend,  from time to time, gets up  and 
says we are not  spendi ng enough money, and we spend 
more  money. 

That i s  part of the soluti on that we have offered to 
the Heath Sci ences Centre with increased increased 
fundi ng to be avai lable to the open heart surgery 
program at that insti tution .  That is part of the answer. 
I am sure when we receive the report on car diac surgery 
between the two teaching hospitals from the committee, 
chaired by Dr. Isr aels, that further answers wi l l  f low 
from that report .  

Experimental Drug Testing 
Manitoba Totals 

Mr. Guizar Cheema (Kildonan): Mr. Speaker, i n  fact 
the question  about the Health Sciences was r ai sed 
d uri n g  the Esti m ate pr ocess.  Mr s .  J ames was a 
partici pant i n  the testing of Volmax, a new asthma drug, 
when she suddenly passed away. 

Can the Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard )  tell thi s  
H ouse what contact he has made with t h e  nati onal 
Mi nister of Health to fi nd  about thi s  new drug i nvolved 
in the study, and how many other new experimental 
drugs are bei ng used in Manitoba? 

Hon. Donald O rchard (Min ister of Heal th) :  Mr. 
S peaker,  the death of the i n di vi dua l  was a m ost 
u n for t u n ate a n d  l amentab le  cir c u m stance and  
completely, I have to  say, beyond anyone's prediction,  
obvi ously. Currently the Chief Provinci al Exami ner i s  
i nvestigati n g  t h e  circumstances surroundi ng that very 
tragic situation .  I have no comment that I would wish 
to offer at thi s  ti me pendi ng the report to my colleague, 
the Mi nister of Justice (Mr. McCr ae), on that i nquiry. 

Monitoring 

Mr. Guizar Cheema (Kildonan): Mr. Speaker, we are 
asking whether the Mi nister has made contact with the 
national Minister of Health about the experi mental drugs 
in Manitoba. Can the Mi nister of Health tell us what 
action he has taken to ensure that the other pati ents, 
who are partici pati ng in this  study, are protected before 
the cause of Mrs. James' death is found? 

Hon. Donald O rchard (Min ister of Heal th) :  Mr. 
S peaker, befor e  my honour a b l e  fri end  r ai ses  
u nwarr anted fear s  surr oundi ng t hi s  u nfor t u n ate 
circumstance, let me explai n  to my honourable friend, 
and I ought not to have to do this,  but I wi l l .  Mr. Speaker, 
the  experi mentati on or the tri al basi s  of new 
pharmaceuti cals occurs  in this  provi nce and in every 
other provi nce across Canada, in terms of bli nd studies, 
double-blind  studies and other techniques, to assess 

3876 



Monday, December 18, 1989 

the effectiveness of pharmaceuticals that h ave gone 
thr ough every l icensing procedu re.  This is the final trial 
procedure before ful l  i mplementation and licensing if 
you wil l  of that pharmaceuti cal .  

M r. Speaker, those tr ials go on , on a regul ar basis 
in this  provi nce and in other provinces and they go on 
w i th  the fu l l  co-operat i on an d kn owl edge  of the  
individuals who voluntarily sign up to be  part o f  those 
pharmaceutical trials. The unfortunate circumstances 
aroun d  the James' death are being investigated , and 
in the meanti me full p recautions  are bein g  taken to 
assu re that no other un fortun ate in c iden t  s imil ar 
hap pens as a result of this  tri al .  

Guidelines Review 

Mr. Guizar Cheema (Kildonan): M r. Speaker, my final 
sup plementary. Can the Mi nister assure this House
wi l l  he review the guidelines to ensure that sufficient 
protecti on and i nformati o n  is p rovi ded to  all t h e  
par tici pants o f  a l l  t h e  exper i ment d rugs i n  Manitoba? 

� Hon.  Donald Orchard ( Mi n i ster of Health) :  M r. 
Speaker, that is a very easy question for me to answer 
i n  the affirmative, because that is  exactly the procedure 
that is fol lowed i n  every major i nstitution when these 
b li nd trials and dou ble-bli nd trials occur wi th new 
pharmaceuti cals. Every pati ent who enli sts voluntari ly 
in the program is explained the nature of the progr am,  
the  expected outcome, the length of  ti me and what the 
phar maceuti cal is designed to do to help them with 
their particular condi tion .  That is an assurance that I 
can give to my honour able friend easi ly, because it is  
in  fact part of  the testi n g  procedure that is i n  this 
provi nce. 

* ( 1 4 10)  

Pritchard Place 
Heating Costs 

Ms. Maureen Hemphill (Logan): Mr. Speaker, my 
question is for the Min ister of Community Servi ces. 
Pritchar d  Place, a d rop-i n  centre that is servicing about 
80 youths in  the i nner city, has been wi thout heat for 
two weeks due to a broken boi ler, and si nce we know 
that one of the reasons that so many young people in 
the inner city are on the streets is  that they have no 
place to go. I am wonder ing i f  the Mi nister i s  goi ng to 
respond positively to the request that came in to her 
today, her department, to help with some of the costs 
of replaci ng the boi ler, which I think  is going to cost 
about $ 1 2 ,000.00. Thirty-five hundred do l lars i n  private 
fundi ng has been presently found and they are awaiti ng 
a response from the M i n ister's office to see i f  some 
fundi ng can be found,  so that this  centre can be kept 
open for i nner city youths. What is her response? 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Family Services): 
Mr. Speaker, to the Member, yes we received that 
request. That is not an agency which is d irectly funded 
by my department, so thi s  is  not somethi ng of course 
that wou ld  be withi n  our budget. I wi l l  be respondi ng 
to their request after I and my department have a 
chance to look at the situation .  

Emergency Funding 

Ms. Maureen Hemphill  (Logan): M r. Speaker, whi le 
it may not come directly under her department's  area, 
I remi nd the Mi nister that this  is funded under the Core 
Area Agreement and they are a partner. As a partner 
that is concerned , can they n ot put forward the notion 
that there should be some emergency funding found 
now? It is not going to do any good to be found th ree 
or four months from now. It is 35 below, the kids are 
on the street, Christmas hol idays are comin g  up, they 
h ave no  place to go and that boiler needs to be 
replaced . Thei r  C h ristmas dance is going  to be tonight. 
W h at position ,  what action ,  wi l l  this  Government take 
to help open that d rop-i n  cen tre for 80 inner city kids? 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Family Services): 
M r. Speaker, as the Member had indi cated, we have 
just had that request, and I wi l l  assure her that we are 
taki ng a look at the request . 

Alternative Space 

Ms. Maureen Hemphill (Logan): Mr. Speaker, my final 
supplementary question is:  I wonder when the Minister 
is looki ng at that. If it does not seem plausible to get 
the heater r eplaced in a very short peri od of time, wil l  
the Mi nister be prepar ed to look at some alternative 
space? 

There is  a lot of space around. I t  just takes a l ittle 
bit of will to get that centre open over the Christmas 
holidays for inner city youths. Wi l l  she p lease look at 
a l l  opti ons-fundi ng options plus alternat ive space? 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Family Services): 
M r. Speaker, I can assure the Member that we will l ook 
at opti ons, yes. 

Conawapa Project 
Environmental Impact Study 

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): Mr. Speaker, Manitobans 
are d a i l y  becomi ng  more concer ned wi t h  t hi s  
G overnment's li p-service to the envi ronment. All the 
right words are used and little action is taken. The 
Li beral Party indi cated in Apri l of this year that the 
Repap E I S  s h o u l d  be d o n e  as a who le  and n ot 
piecemeal , and the Tories' fai l ure to listen to this sage 
advi ce is coming back to haunt them. 

M r. Speaker, to the Minister of the E nvi ronment (Mr.  
Cummings), given the $ 100 mi l lion penalty Hydro faces 
for  not succeedi ng with the Conawapa E IS ,  what 
assurances can the Minister give to the House that the 
EIS wi l l  be thorough and it  wil l  not be r ushed in order 
to dodge the $ 100 mi l li on in the Tories' new game of 
environmental r ou lette? 

Hon. Glen Cummings (Minister of Environment): Well ,  
I am sorry that the  Member for Wolseley (Mr. Taylor )  
chooses t o  misi nter pret how the Hydro deal i s  structured 
i n  ter ms of assuri n g  t h at comp l ete and fu l l  
environmental assessment i s  done. I wi l l  assure him 
that it wi l l  be done. He should reread the clauses that 
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r efer to the penalti es, because the penalti es are not 
substanti al unti l  a consider able amount of ti me has 
evolved . In fact , reverse onus ther efore applies,  and 
the environmental i mpacts wi l l  have ample ti me to be 
exami ned and make sure  that thi s  i s  ful l  and complete 
in every sense of environmental assessment. 

Work Stoppage Request 

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): We have already seen 
a massive fuel spi ll occur at Conawapa, wor k  has begun 
agai n  on the access r oad, and the coffer dam cleari ng 
i s  complete. Wi l l  the Minister order wor k stopped unti l  
a l l  t h e  envir o n menta l  i m p act stu di es have been 
completed and publically r eviewed? 

Hon. Glen Cummings (Minister of Environment): Mr. 
Speaker -

An Honourable Member: On one hand they want more  
jobs and  on the  other hand  they want to stop-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please. 

Mr. Cummings: Mr. Speaker, agai n  we see that the 
Li ber al Party is prepared to sacrifice their pri nci ples 
to try and make poli ti cal gai n .  We have just si mply sai d  
that we are prepared t o  make sure that all environmental 
wor k is done. 

The fuel spi l l  that he refer s  to, the establi shment of 
that tank farm whi ch ,  albeit a small  one, did have an 
envir on mental  i m pact wor k-up  d o n e  pri or to  the  
establi shment of  i t .  He can rest assur ed that we are 
pursui ng the clean-up of that unfortunate acci dent i n  
a very thorough manner. 

The major construction of thi s  dam will not proceed 
unti l  the environmental i mpact wor k  is all done. 

Mr. Speaker: Ti me for Oral Questions has expired. 

COMMITTEE CHANGES 

Mr. Edward Helwer (Gimli): I have some changes to 
make to the committee for tomorrow mor ni ng .  

I move, seconded by the  Member for Mi nnedosa (Mr. 
Gi l leshammer ), that the composition of the Standi ng 
Commi ttee on Law Amend ments  be amended as 
follows: Prazni k tor Helwer. 

I move, seconded by the Member for Swan River 
(Mr. Burrell) ,  that the composition of the Standi ng 
Committee on Munici pal Affairs be amended as follows: 
Penner for Duchar me, Fi ndlay for Ernst, and Helwer 
for Connery. 

Mr. Speaker: Agreed. 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (lnkster): I have committee 
changes to make. 

I move, seconded by the Member for Transcona (Mr. 
Kozak) , that the composition  of the Standi ng Committee 
on Muni ci pal Affairs be amended as follows: Selkir k 

tor Osbor ne, Spri ngfi eld tor St. Vital, Wolseley for Fort 
Rouge. 

I also move, seconded by the Member for Transcona, 
that the composition of the Standi ng Committee on 
Law Amendments be amended as follows: St. Vital 
for Fort Garry, Ki ldonan for Osbor ne, and Transcona 
for Selkir k.  

Mr. Speaker: Agreed . 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader): 
Mr. Speaker, would you be so ki nd as to call the Bi l ls 
in the followi ng order, and before I give the order I 
might i n di cate there is agreement that at 8 p .m .  we 
would move a moti on ,  or per haps at 6 p .m.  we could 
move the motion and move i nto Esti mates at 8 p .m.  

The Bi l ls would be called i n  thi s  order: Bi l l  No.  83,  
84, 7, 8,  63, 64,  33, 35, 1 2 ,  19 ,  38, 59, 7 1 ,  76, 48 and 
49. I understand also there  might be agreement to 
waive Private Members' Hour today. 

Mr. Speaker: Is i t  agreed that we would waive Private 
Members'  Hour ?  Agr eed. 

DEBATE ON SECOND READINGS 

BILL NO. 83-THE OZONE DEPLETING 
SUBSTANCES ACT 

Mr. Speaker: O n  the pr o posed m oti o n  of the  
Honour able Mi nister of  Environment (Mr. Cummi ngs), 
Bi l l  No. 83, The Ozone Depleti ng Substances Act; Loi 
sur les substances appauvrissant la couche d ' ozone, 
standi ng i n  the name of the Honour able Member tor 
Thompson (Mr. Ashton). Stand .  

I s  there  leave that this  matter remai n  standi ng? 
Agreed . 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): Whi le the Bi l l  may r emai n  
standi ng i n  the name o f  m y  colleague, I would li ke to 
speak to thi s  piece. 

Mr. Speaker: That has been already agreed . 

Mr. Storie: I think  we al l  appreciate that there  are 
some signifi cant pieces of legislation on the agenda 
and the fact that we have agreed to co-operate today 
to spend some consi der able ti me speaki ng on different 
pieces of legislation i s  a recognition of the fact that 
each of us as indivi dual M LAs have establi shed i n  our 
own mi nds a set of priorities about which Bi l ls we want 
to speak to and what message we might want to leave 
our col leagues and the Gover nment with respect to 
some of this  legislati on. Thi s  is one of those pieces of 
legi slation that I thi n k  wi l l  receive the blessi ng of the 
Chamber. 

We are all aware of the impendi ng dangers that are 
goi ng to accr ue to this  spaceshi p  Earth as a result of 
the depletion of the ozone layer. What some people 
might not know is that the ozone layer is an extremely 
fragi le layer in the stratosphere of the earth.  In t act, 
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despite the fact that ozone can be found in some miles 
of atmosphere  above the earth's surface, if that gas 
wer e to be compr esse d ,  br ought  together, if  the  
molecules could be brought together, and we are not 
talk ing about super compression but simply brought 
together, the f i lm of ozone around the earth would 
amount to mi l l imetres thick. Somewhere, they estimate, 
between three and five mi l l imetres thick. 

We are talking about a layer that is protecting the 
earth,  protecting us from ultraviolet rays and the effects 
of skin cancer, protecting plants from the effects of 
r ad iation.  We are being protected by a layer of a 
substance, a gas, which is some three to five mil l imetres 
thick. When you think how fragile that is- I think, when 
you recognize the relative l imited amount of substance 
that is provid ing this degree of protection you have to 
be concer ned.  

* ( 1 420) 

Mr. Speaker, what should also concer n  people is that 
the  f l uor ocar bo n s  t h at h ave been r elease d ,  t h e  
substances l ike Freon and Halon, and s o  forth that 
dep lete a n d  d estroy the  ozon e ,  actua l ly  h ave a 
c u m u l at i ve affect o n  the  ozon e  l ayer i tse l f .  T h i s  
destr uction does not occur a t  f ir st contact necessar i ly. 
Atmospher ic conditions have to be just r ight before 
the actual destr uction of the ozone. 

What this means, Mr. Speaker -and scientists have 
been war ning us of this for some time. It means that 
the actual depletion of the ozone is going to continue 
actually l ong after we have d iscontinued the use or the 
abuse of ozone depleting substances. We may already 
have created a situation within our atmosphere, with in 
the str atosphere,  that wil l  see the eventual depletion 
of the ozone layer, per haps even in  its entir ety. We have 
no way, at this point in  time, of accurately calculating 
how much damage wil l  be done and over what per iod 
of t ime. 

We do know that since 1 974, when scientists first 
established that in fact these substances were depleting 
the ozone layer, in  1 974 the f ir st set of scientists 
establ ished that there  was a hole in the ozone layer 
over the Antar ctic. S ince that t ime we have seen of 
course the continued depletion of the ozone layer. We 
now know that there  is not only a hole i n  the ozone 
layer over the Antarctic, but in  fact there is a norther n  
zone, which i s  becoming larger, which is ozone depleted. 

Mr. Speaker, because of the relative recency of this 
new scientific evidence, no one is able to predict, with 
any degree of certainty, what consequence there  is 
going to be from this depletion. There are all k inds of 
suspicions. We certainly believe-and ther e  is some 
evidence that the number of incidences of skin cancer 
are on the r ise, although it is not certain to what extent 
that incr ease can be attr ibuted to the depletion of the 
ozone layer. 

The fact is that more and more people are also taking 
advantage of war m er c l i m ates.  Ther e  is  s t i l l  a 
consider able emphasis on tanning.  It is stil l  considered 
a mar k  of some sort of status to have a tanned exter ior, 
notwithstanding the danger s  that people have always 
known of in ter ms of overexposure  to the sun. The fact 

of the matter is that we may be compounding things 
not only by exposing ourselves to more sunlight but 
because the ozone layer is being depleted and we are 
getting more u ltraviolet r ays. 

Mr. Speaker, we should not kid ourselves somehow 
that we can protect ourselves. The manufacturers of 
sunscreen blocks and so forth may be making money 
by attempting to scare people into using their products. 
I th ink it also lul ls us into a false sense of secur ity, 
per haps giving some people the bel ief that because 
we can protect ourselves as individuals from the effects 
of u ltraviolet rays, because we can apply a sunscreen, 
that somehow we are going to prevent any cataclysmic 
deter ior ation in  our environment. There is no  evidence 
to support the contention that because we can protect 
ourselves from skin cancer, and the impact of ultraviolet 
r ays on our skin,  that somehow we should ignore this 
problem. 

The fact of the matter is, the depletion of the ozone 
affects more  than just human beings. In fact, we may 
be the last in the chain of organisms affected by the 
depletion of the ozone layer, i n  a substantive way. 

We may be facing deter ior ation in the kinds of crops 
we can grow and the quantities of food we can grow 
around the wor ld .  There is all k inds of evidence that 
incr eased r ad iation leads to deter ior ating crops, but 
no  one knows the compound effect of incr easing 
r adiation on increasingly deter iorating agr icultural lands 
and inadequate stocks of mater ial for future generations 
of plant l ife. 

Mr. Speaker,  the pr oblem is s ign if icant .  It is a 
compounding problem. This particular Bi l l ,  Bi l l  No. 83 , 
is a good first step again .  It reminds me very much of 
Bi l l  No. 84, The Waste Reduction and Prevention and 
Consequential Amendment Act, in  that it gives the 
Gover n ment, to a certain degree, a l icence to act. 

I want to r eiterate some of the concer ns I raised with 
Bill No. 84. While it g ives the Gover n ment a l icence to 
act it is very clear that it gives no commitment to the 
people of Manitoba. I n  fact, this Gover n ment intends 
to act, or is going to act, in  any way which would give 
us cause for rejoicing that a solution is at hand. The 
fact of the matter is, there is a Canadian convention, 
as well as, an inter national convention, which commits 
Gover n ments, states, provinces and countr ies to a 
gradual reduction in the production of ozone. 

I for one-and I believe many of my col leagues on 
both sides of the House wi l l  agree that convention does 
not state the problem in  star k  enough ter ms. I bel ieve, 
as per haps many others  do, that this problem needs 
more  immediate action. 

Mr. Speaker, some months before the Gover nment 
chose to introduce its Bill No. 83 my colleague, the 
Member for The Pas (Mr. Harapiak), intr oduced a Private 
Member 's  Bi l l  asking the Gover nment to act on the 
ozone problem. In  fact, the Member for The Pas' Bi l l  
was very similar to the legislation which t he Gover nment 
eventually introduced . 

The difference between the Member for The Pas' Bi l l  
and this Bi l l  is that the Member for The Pas, along with 
his col leagues in the New Democr atic Party Cauc us, 
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were prepared to act to make this B i l l  a real ity, to 
i mplement, to bring to the Bi l l  some i ntention to act. 

This Bi l l  I th ink fal ls short in two respects. F irstly of 
a l l ,  in the introductory resolut ion, something that has 
become standard in  our Bi l ls, the Government identifies 
ozone as a u niversal problem. It identifies that ozone 
i n  the stratosphere wi l l  cause serious harm or injury 
to the  res i d ents of M a n i t o b a  and  the  natura l  
environment of  the  province. 

Unfortunately, it did not go the significant further 
step and identify that we al l  have to take responsib i l ity 
for cleaning up this problem. 

Unl ike Bil l  84 which says, "AND WHEREAS that 
responsib i l ity includes contributing toward the cost of 
waste reduction and prevention;" and I th ink we al l  
agree that we have to share i n  the burden, this Bi l l  
does not make it clear that there is going to be a price 
to be paid for implementing this legislat ion. 

You know, it is al l  f ine for a l l  of us to espouse the 
best in  terms of the environment, to be statespeople 
and t a l k  about our c o m m i t m e n t  t o  i m p rove t h e  
environment ,  protect the environment ,  without the  
concomitant recognition that there is a cost for  doing 
that. Just as there is a cost i n  reducing our waste; just 
as there is a cost in protecting our water, protect ing 
our soi l ,  there is a cost i n  reducing our dependence 
and our use of ozone deplet ing substances. 

I am not sure why the Government would move away 
from identifying, in the legislatio n ,  that this is a joint 
responsib i l ity. I t  is not just the responsibi l ity of the 
Government, or the responsib i l ity of the Legislature, it 
is the responsibi l ity of people who produce ozone 
deplet ing substances, the people who use them, and 
yes, the people who are charged with the responsibi l ity 
of  d ispos i n g  of t hose s u b st a n ces.  It is a j o i n t  
responsibi l ity, a n d  that responsib i l ity is going to be 
extremely costly. 

Mr. Speaker, the fact that the Government has now 
c h osen to  d ow n p lay the s i g n i f icance of t hat 
responsib i l ity I think is an unfortunate incident. I th ink 
it is an unfortunate reflection on the fact that the 
Govern ment really does not have the wi l l  to i ntroduce 
any strong and significant measures to do any of the 
th ings it says it wants to do. 

I chal lenged the M inister of the Environment (Mr. 
Cummings) when he i ntroduced Bi l l  No. 84, The Waste 
Reduction and Prevention Act. I chal lenged him to bring 
forward regulations. This Bil l is al l  very fine sounding,  
but  unt i l  the people of Manitoba know what items are 
going to be surtaxed , what that surtax level is going 
to be, who it is going to apply to and how it is going 
to be appl ied this is a relatively meaningless Bi l l .  Unti l  
the regulations that f low from Bi l l  No. 84 are put before 
the publ ic, unt i l  we know what their intention is, it is 
on ly words. 

Mr. Speaker, that is my problem with Bill No. 83. B i l l  
No. 83 identifies ozone as a problem, says that it is  
going to make it i l legal ,  basical ly, for  anyone to make 
or use an ozone depleting substance. That is in  Section 
3( 1 ), it says, " Prohibit ion . "  Basically he is saying that 
everything that is ozone depleting wi l l  be d isallowed, 

prohi bited. Then it goes on to identify who can search 
for and who is responsible for enforcing this legislat ion,  
identifies the rules for search and seizure, et cetera, 
of enforcement officers. 

Final ly, it  talks about penalties. It says we are going 
to impose some fairly sign ificant penalties on users, 
producers, of these particular products. Now these 
products are never identified. Nowhere in the legislat ion 
are they identified . There is just no muscle i n  the B i l l ,  
Mr. Speaker. 

The fines are fairly significant. I am not going to argue 
with the level that they have chosen. It is an arbitrary 
level ,  the level of fines. The penalities can be up to 
$50,000 , or i mprisonment for up to six months, or both 
in  the case of ind ividuals, and even larger, stiffer fines 
for corporations. M r. Speaker, we do not know yet what 
products, what uses, this Bi l l  might apply to. 

Then we come to the real problem of this piece of 
legislat ion and several others this Government has 
introduced, that is, the regu lations. The regulations here 
identify, i n  general terms, what will or wil l  not be al lowed. 
One of them says, "The Lieutenant Governor in Counci l  
may make regulations (a) prescribing substances or 
products as ozone depleting substances; (b) prescribing 
classes or categories of substances or products as 
classes or categories of ozone depleting substances;" 
and it goes on with a l ist of th ings that the executive 
can d o  in terms of identifying these substances but 
g ives us no hint as to how this Government is going 
to move. 

* ( 1 430) 

What we should be doing is identifying ,  just for sake 
of arg u m e n t  if n o t h i n g  e lse ,  wh ich  p r o d u cts the  
Government might be talking about. For example, there 
are many, many fire extinguishers, which use ozone 
depleting substances. In fact some of you may have 
seen a recent television show that was I th ink poking 
fun generally at the federal Government, which created 
sort of an interesting, somewhat humorous situat ion,  
where on the one hand the Department of Industry, 
Department of Science and Technology was handing 
out an award to a company that was producing fire 
extinguishers that were using as its propellant ozone 
deplet ing  substances part icu lar ly Ha lon .  Whi le  the 
Gove r n m ent was applau d i n g  th is  company for  i ts 
innovation,  on one hand saying,  yes, this is really 
wonderful ,  on the other hand the Government was 
writ i n g  leg is lat ion ,  which banned the  sale of f i re 
extingu ishers using that product. 

M r. S peaker, th is  leg is lat ion  is  des i rab le ,  good 
legislat ion,  but  there is a certain amount of  cowardice 
on the part of the Government in  introducing th is. They 
have not raised with the pu blic, on any occasion that 
I am aware of, what products are going to be targeted, 
how those products are going to be el iminated , and 
who is going to pay for the cost. 

Let us use an example: every business in this 
province, virtually every business, air condit ions their 
place of business for the comfort of its customers and 
its cl ients .  Who is going to pay for the replacement of 
the current system? Who is going to pay for the 
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additional cost of introducing air condit ioning systems 
that do not use ozone depleting substances? Who is 
g o i n g  to pay for the a d d i t i o n a l  cost for t h e  ai r 
condit ioning in your car? Who is going to pay for the 
a d d i t iona l  cost for  the air  c o n d i t i o n i n g  of  you r 
residence? Who is going to pay for the cost for the 
h u n d reds and h u n d reds of other uses that t h ese 
products produce or are used in  producing, paper cups, 
styrofoam cups ,  p l ast ic  g o o d s  and m ater ia l s ,  
insu lations, what have you? 

The fact is that ozone depleting substances, and the 
Bi l l  l ists the chemical names of those substances on 
page 2,  CFC- 1 1 ,  CFC- 12 ,  CFC- 1 1 3, et  cetera, et  cetera. 
I wi l l  not try to pronounce the chemical names, but 
there is a whole series of them and they are obviously 
in hundreds and hundreds of products. 

Is the Government serious? That is the question we 
h ave to ask .  I s  t h e  M i n ister  of Env i ronment  ( M r. 
Cummings) now consulting with groups across the 
province, the environmental groups, consumer groups 
and, yes, producers? Is the M i nister now conducting 
those kinds of inquiries? Are we going to be told? Is 
the public going to be told that, yes, this is  fine sounding 
legislation but there is a cost, and we are al l  going to 
share in  that cost and we are al l  go ing to take some 
responsibi l ity for it? 

I believe that a responsible Government would do 
that. I believe that a responsible Government would  
not  try and  sell itself or buy itself a new mandate based 
on legislation like Bill No. 84 and Bi l l  No. 83 without 
tel l ing the people the truth, and the whole truth that 
while this is necessary, there is a cost. 

Let us be honest about this. Let us identify the cost. 
Let us tell people in  what manner we are going to pay 
for this and over what period of time, because this 
legislation alone, sitt ing on the books, is going to do 
us no good. If we are serious about act ing i n  the best 
interests of this province and this planet in  the near 
term, if we are going to be honest about it ,  then we 
now have to say, yes, there is a cost, here is what i t  
is and here is how we are going to pay for it .  

We should start by tel l ing people that as of next year, 
in the Province of Manitoba, there wi l l  be no air 
conditioners al lowed i n  veh icles u nless they meet these 
criteria. There will be no vehicles operating in the 
province that use ozone depleting substances, because 
if we do not take action, if we do not take ourselves 
seriously as a province, if this Government is using this 
as a polit ical carrot for those who are really concerned 
about the environment, then frank ly I do not want to 
be involved in  this. I do not want to be involved in th is .  

When I asked the Minister of Environment to table 
the regulations that went along with Bi l l  No.  84, he 
smiled. I am now aski ng the Min ister responsible for 
Bi l l  No. 83 to table the regulations, to issue a White 
Paper and say, what is this going to cost? Who is going 
to pay for it and raise the serious questions that this 
Bi l l  does not address? If the M inister is not prepared 
to do it, if this Government is not prepared to do it, 
then this frankly is a sham. 

I do not want to believe that.  I want to believe that 
there is enough collective interest in the environment, 
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and to protect the environment, that we wil l  actually 
do something, but I am a l ittle reluctant to pass this 
k ind of legislation, which gives the Government a blank 
cheque to do nothing. There is no requ i rement in  this 
legislation for the Government to even come forward 
with regulations on a specified date or within a specified 
t ime period . The Government is under no obl igations 
according to this Act to introduce regulations at a set 
t ime and at a min imum. At a min imum, M r. Speaker, 
I th ink the Government should be wi l l ing to identify a 
t imetable for the people of Manitoba. It seems to me 
that is a very reasonable min imum to ask of the 
Government, a very reasonable min imum. 

I am also somewhat d isturbed by the fact that when 
I raised the issue of honesty on the part of the 
Government, there is no reaction. I t  leads me to believe 
that the Government has no intentions of acting on 
this leg islation. If that is the case, then it is even more 
d isheartening than I would have bel ieved possible. It  
would be n ice to believe that at least the M i nister of 
Environment (Mr. Cummings) is genuinely concerned, 
has his own timetable, and has worked out a t imetable 
with his department and with some of the interest 
groups that he consults with on a regular basis. 

I am prepared to let this B i l l  go to committee. I know 
that other people may want to speak on this Bi l l .  As 
I say the principles in the Bi l l  are important. They are 
worthy of support. They were worthy of support when 
my col league from The Pas (Mr. Harapiak) introduced 
this Bil l many months ago. 

We want to see some concrete evidence that this is 
not just some fluff for election purposes so that M r. 
Fi lmon or the Member for Tuxedo, or the Member for 
Ste. Rose (Mr. Cummings) can put on their l ittle brochure 
that they hand out, we introduced The Environment 
Act and The Waste Reduction Act and The Ozone 
Depleting Substances Act. Frankly if they do that, 
without having the intest inal fortitude to introduce 
regulat ions, which show what they intend to do and 
how they are actually going to protect our environment, 
they will be doing us al l  a d isservice, and of course 
they wi l l  be undermining what l ittle credib i l ity they have 
on environmental issues. 

Thank you for this time and for al lowing me to put 
my thoughts on the record with respect to Bi l l  No. 83. 
Thank you. 

Mr. Speaker: As previously agreed, this matter wi l l  
remain standing in  the name of the Honourable Member 
for Thompson (Mr. Ashton). 

BILL NO. 84-THE WASTE REDUCTION 
AND PREVENTION AND CONSEQUENTIAL 

AMENDMENTS ACT 

Mr. Speaker: O n  the  p roposed m ot i o n  of t h e  
H o n o u rab le  M i n ister of  the  Env i ron m e nt ( M r. 
Cummings), Bi l l  No. 84, The Waste Reduction and 
Prevention and Consequential Amendments Act; Loi 
sur la reduction du volume et de la production des 
dechets et modifications correlat ives, standing in the 
name of the Honourable Member for Wolseley (Mr. 
Taylor), who has 26 minutes remaining. The Honourable 
Member for Wolseley. 
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Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): M r. Speaker, I hope the 
M inister of Northern and Native Affairs (Mr. Downey) 
is as good as his word . He says, he is going to l isten 
with interest. I would hope so. I would hope that the 
Min ister of Environment (Mr. Cummings) will also. 

This is an Act that is a very i mportant Act for 
Manitobans. I t  talks about waste reduction, it talks 
about the prevention of waste and the consequences 
thereof. It is the fi rst piece of legislation of this nature 
that this province has ever had,  and I th ink in that 
sense it is rather avant-garde. It is not so avant-garde 
in  some of the detail of its content, however. For 
example, when one looks at the WRAP strategy, the 
Waste Reduction and Prevention Strategy Report, which 
is supposed to be coming before this Legislature, the 
way the Bi l l  is written the M inister can delay the 
report ing of that report, a very i mportant report, to 
people in  general but particularly those concerned with 
waste reduct ion.  What he can do  is,  he can delay the 
report unti l  the House is in Session.  

I for one wi l l  be proposing an amendment to this 
statute when we do get i nto committee, to the effect 
that the Committee on Natural Resources woul d  be 
empowered to receive that report with in two weeks of 
the report being transmitted to the Min ister. In that 
way we would  not have to wait for a sitt ing of this 
House to receive the report, to d iscuss its contents 
and to talk about which way Manitoba should go further 
in  reducing waste in  the province. I th ink that is very 
important, and I th ink that is something that must come 
about. 

* ( 1 440) 

I have some concerns, though, about another study 
group being set up  particularly when there has already 
been a task force establ ished by the Premier of this 
province on recycl ing.  I t  is the same subject area that 
we are talk ing about, the same subject area that now 
the M inister of Environment (Mr. Cummings) wants 
another study group on.  

What is the purpose of the task force on recycl ing 
and waste reduction announced i n  the throne speech 
by our own Premier? Do we have two groups doing 
two d ifferent th ings in  the same area of concern? I 
have some concerns about it if that is the case, if not 
I think it is incumbent upon the Government to indicate, 
quite clearly, the differences in roles, the d ifferences 
in the goals that wi l l  be attained and the differences 
in  the time l ines, not just that one is report ing to the 
Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) and one reporting to the M i nister 
of Environment. We will be proposing an amendment 
in  that area, and I think that is important. 

I mentioned when I was speaking earl ier, on Friday, 
on this same Bi l l  that we had concerns about the levels 
of penalties- not that they were there-some concern 
however on the level of them but more concern when 
one sees what happens, l ike the fuel spil l of the 45,000 
l i tres of d iesel oil at the Conawapa dam site, on which 
there is a punit ive fine of $ 1 98 twice for two very, very 
minor infractions. 

The two major i nfractions are waived , are stayed, by 
the l ocal  C rown prosecutor  on the advice of the  

Department o f  Environment and  this Min ister o f  the 
Environment (Mr. Cummings). That says to me there 
is no wi l l  to enforce environment Acts. 

We have a new Environment Act here, The Waste 
Reduct i o n  a n d  Preve n t i o n  a n d  Conse q u ent ia l  
Amendments Act, which does have penalties which I 
prophesie d ,  though  there w i l l  not be the po l i t ical  
i ntestinal fortitude to carry out with any enforcement 
of t h ose pena l t ies to e n s u re t h at we do ach ieve 
compliance. That is unfortunate, but that is the track 
record that has been established in  the last year and 
a half u nder the exist ing Environment Act. 

It ,  qu ite frankly, makes a mockery of another p iece 
of legislat ion which we wi l l  be deal ing with very shortly 
in  this House, that is, Bill No. 8 1 ,  The Environment 
Amendment Act . That Act deals with only one th ing.  
It deals with increasing the level of penalties from five 
t imes to 1 0  t imes what they are in the Bi l l  that was 
brought in by the former administration. 

We are not opposed to the Bi l l .  We are not going to 
vote against it ,  but we are going to speak to the 
hypocrisy of an Act coming forward when you are not 
u s i n g  t h e  e n forcement  c l auses in the ex ist i n g  
Environment Act. I have a l ittle trouble with that sort 
of th ing.  

I d id  start to mention, Friday past, my concern about 
the lack of in i tiatives in  this area, the lack of in it iatives 
of joint private-publ ic enterprises, or undertakings, to 
look at more waste reduction, to look at, f irst of all ,  
re-use, then waste reduction and then recycl ing, the 
three Rs of the environment. We see l ittle of that. 

One of the things that gives me the greatest concern 
when talking about those is not that they are not spoken 
to, to some extent in the Act. They are, but there is 
no addit ional grant money in  the Min ister's budget, 
and we raised that point i n  the Estimates process. There 
is no additional grant money for private groups to either 
undertake on their own or in conjunction with other 
companies or industries, or to undertake in  conjunction 
with publ ic bodies such as this provincial Government. 
There is no  additional grants money at al l .  It is a couple 
percent greater than what it was last year. Wel l ,  what 
is that, M r. Speaker, going to do? That is going to mean 
that you say the right thing philosophically, you enshrine 
it i n  an Act that, if passed by this House after due 
debate, is given Royal Assent, and then there is no 
way to apply it, because the dol lars are not there to 
do i t .  

The dol lars are not there for the grants to in itiatives 
with the private sector to carry out new and interesting 
work to deal with reduction and recycling and reuse 
of materials. That is a sad statement of the polit ical 
reality. The right words are there, the window dressing 
is there, the wherewithal to carry it out are not. 

The reference in  this Act to the environmental officers, 
as we have in the other environment Acts before us 
in t h i s  Sess ion , is q u i t e  appropr iate .  What is a n  
environment officer and what are they doing and how 
many are there of them? That is the most important 
part of all, how many are there of them. It outl ines 
certain of the responsib i l it ies and the capabi l ities. I n  
other words, what are they authorized t o  do? 
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I would wonder that qu ite frankly they have the powers 
necessary. I have seen no d iscourse from the Min ister 
saying where does he feel the bounds of the authority 
of the officers under his department should be or the 
officers that are ostensib ly environment officers but 
operating under other departments such as the Health 
Depart m e n t ,  A g r i cu l t u re Department ,  N at u ral  
Resources Department, whatever. Any of them that can 
be deemed to be some form of environment officer, 
what is the extent of their authority? How wi l l  they be 
recognized and how capable will they be in  practical 
fact to operate? 

Those sorts of th ings have not been d iscussed at 
any t ime by any M i nister of the Environment by this 
admin istration or the preceding one. I th ink it is t ime 
we understood what an environment officer means. We 
have some understanding of what a natural resources 
officer is, we do have an understanding of that. Some 
of us feel there are some l imitations in  what that officer 
can do u nder Natural Resources. 

I t  is  certainly not clear what an environment officer 
is s u pposed to do u n d e r  t h e  Department  o f  
Environment, and  I th i nk  it is incumbent upon  the 
M inister to make that crystal clear to this Legislature 
and to al l  Man itobans so we know what that officer 
can do and what their expectation of performance wi l l  
be.- ( i n te rj ect i o n s)- I a p p reciate the support ive 
comments from the Members adjacent to me.  

The environment officers have l imitations though that 
are very profound  in one area. That is, how many of 
them , M r  Speaker, are t here to carry out  the i r  
responsibi l i ties within our  jurisdiction? I hear mumbles 
and grumbles and rambl ings from the former Minister 
of the Enviro.m 1ent fr om his seat, but not much sense 
is being made by h im,  and I do not find that terribly 
surprising. 

The fact of the matter is, we have an undersized 
Environment Department compared to other min istries 
w i t h i n  t h i s  G overn m ent  a n d  com pared to other  
Env i r o n m e n t  Departments  in  Canada. Other  
Environment Departments in  the provinces of  Canada 
other  t h a n  M a n i t o b a  have been re inforc ing  t h � t  
department, have been bu i lding up t h e  structure so 
that it is capable. What we have instead ii:. we have a 
series of Acts here, 8 1 ,  83 and 84, that are potentially 
good p ieces of legislat ion, but there will not be the 
wherewithal to carry out the clauses contained within 
those Acts on the environment 

I think that is a sad testimony to the lack of political 
will on the part of the Conservative administration, 
because as I have said before and as I wi l l  say again 
and as others w i l l  take up t h e  cry, l i p-service 
env i ronmenta l i sm w i l l  do n o  g o o d .  L i p -service 
environmentalism wi l l  do no good , and the h indsight 
environmentalism of the former administration is  really 
a wonder to behold.- ( interjection)-

The Min ister for Natural Resources (Mr. Enns) from 
his seat , M r. Speaker, says give us the tools and we 
wil l  do the job. It is up to h is Government to provide 
the tools and then do the job. That is what is missing. 
All the rhetoric, al l the talk and all the right buzzwords
my goodness their buzzword generator is working 

overtime. I t  is going to overheat We had enough of 
that through hours and hours, Mr. Speaker, in  the 
Environment Department Estimates. The substance was 
not there, the detail was not there, and we know the 
wi l l  is not there. 

.. ( 1 450) 

I am saddened by that, but we will deal with this with 
rel ish I can say in  the committee process, because I 
th ink that is one of the most exciting parts of the work 
of this Legislature, in the committee when we review 
legislation in some detai l ,  and we can put the ideas on 
the table, we can debate them at some depth, we can 
hear the delegations. 

I think that is one of the most refreshing things when 
people come i n  from outside, M r. Speaker, and tell us 
what their concerns are, what their reservations are, 
where they think we can do it  better, and how. I really 
look forward to that I wi l l  be putting many an hour in 
the committee sessions. 

This Act I feel,  Mr. Speaker, deserves some very close 
scrutiny, not because it is a particularly bad piece of 
legislat ion, but because it is a particularly important 
piece of legislat ion. I would  have to say though that 
when the budgets two years in a row do not match 
with the legislation coming forward I as an M LA, and 
as the Environment Critic of the official Opposition, am 
having a lot of grief with it ,  so are the environmental ists 
and so are the average cit izens. 

As we get together as a community over these 
hol idays, and we meet with our friends and colleagues 
that maybe we have not seen that much of over the 
year, because we have been too busy here i n  th is 
bui ld ing,  there is  going to be a lot of d iscussion out 
there about the environment, environmental issues and 
environmental Acts. I am sure those that are really 
l istening when they are out there l i ft ing their glass of 
good cheer, rekindl ing acquaintances, friendships and 
seeing fami ly members, wil l , i f  they are prepared to 
l isten ,  get a good earful on the environment. 

I hope that the Members opposite wi l l  bring back 
some refreshing ideas and a greater degree of wil l  to  
see improvements to the  environment i n  th is  province 
and to accept positive and constructive amendment 
to the pieces of legislat ion that are being put forward 
here. I wi l l  deal in more detail on this Act when it does 
come forward to the committee stage. Thank you. 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): I look forward to being 
able to participate on the debate on this B i l l ,  because 
it has really summed up the whole debate on the 
environment, th is and Bi l l  No. 83, which I wi l l  also be 
addressing,  M r. Speaker. 

If one looks at the debate that has taken place on 
this B i l l ,  I th ink you wi l l  see the way in  which the current 
G over n m en t  is atte m p t i n g  to rewr i te h istory, i s  
attempting t o  bring i n ,  a n d  I th ink t h e  previous speaker 
summed it up qu ite accurately, the right rhetoric, the 
right words in terms of the environment, but very l ittle 
act ion,  and then attempt I believe to say to the people 
of M anitoba that somehow they are concerned about 
the environment, they are acting on the environment 
and that they should have credib i lity on the environment. 
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Wel l ,  I have news for the Members. They have a sl ight 
problem in  doing that. I want to g ive you an example 
of the extent to which they wi l l  go to attempt-and 
th is  is for the  particu lar edification o f  M r. Dave Blake 
who I notice in  the gallery today. I certain ly welcome 
him back. He I believe wi l l  remember-he was a 
Member of this House prior to 1 988-some of the 
d e b ates t h at went o n .  T h e  former M e m ber for  
M i n ned osa wi l l  remem ber  h ow m a n y  t i mes the  
Conservatives raised concerns about the  environment 
in  Question Period i n  the Manitoba Legislature. He can 
remember it I am sure, because it  surely must be able 
to be counted on one hand. They very rarely raised it. 
I th ink they were almost in a time warp, M r. Speaker. 

I give you an example of the M inister of Health (Mr. 
Orchard) who gave a speech on this very B i l l  and talked 
about the record of the previous Government. He gave 
a speech on the record of the previous Government 
and never once d i d  he m e n t i o n  t h e  words ,  The 
Environment Act. A number of us were in  our seats 
and were trying to encourage the M in ister of Health 
to come out with those words, to spit them out, to talk 
about The Environment Act, The Environment Act that 
the  prev ious  N ew Democrat ic  P arty G overn m e n t  
passed, which is o n e  o f  the best pieces o f  environmental 
legislation in Canada, and has been acknowledged as 
being one of the best p ieces of legislat ion,  a d ramatic 
p iece of legislat ion. 

The M inister responsible for Natural Resources (Mr. 
Enns) applauds and so he should because that was a 

piece of legislation that moved Manitoba to the forefront 
in terms of the environment across this country. Not 
once in the speech of the M i nister of Health (Orchard), 
and he has spoken on other environmental issues since, 
did he mention it? 

(Mr. G i l les Roch, Acting S peaker, i n  the Chair) 

There is a reason for that and that is because if you 
were to l isten to the Conservatives they would  try and 
say that nothing had happened in the environment. 
Well nothing could be further from the truth. That 
Environment Act, in and as of itself, is ind ication of 
the strong comm itment of the New Democratic Party 
to the environment. 

It is about t ime the Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard) 
d id his homework. Perhaps he was not paying attention 
to the environmental  issues when he sat here i n  
Opposit ion. I suspect that is  true, because a s  I said 
you can count on virtually one hand the number of 
environmental questions asked by the Conservative 
Opposition at the t ime. 

That I think speaks to the bottom l ine of this issue. 
The fact is the New Democratic Party was committed 
to the environment. The fact is the Conservatives were 
not when they were in Opposit ion, and their new found 
conversion to environmental issues is real ly nothing 
more than a conversion to rhetoric. I t  is nothing more 
than a conversion to issue m anagement. I do not th ink 
anybody i n  this province believes, M r. Acting Speaker, 
no one believes, that they are going to stand up to the 
big corporate p o l luters ,  t h e i r  f r iends ,  the b i g  
corporations. No o n e  believes that.  

The former Minister of the Environment, who l ikes 
to speak at length from h is  seat on environmental 

issues, I think is a classic example of that. When he 
was Min ister he made sure that he removed a member 
of the Clean Environment Commission who had the 
temerity to complain that the M i nister of Environment 
had said do not go too hard on a major employer in 
my constituency on the environment. Now the M inister 
said he was only joking. This is the same Min ister who 
only joked about pink slips to employees. Some joke, 
some sense of humour. 

The bottom l ine is the former M inister responsible 
for the Environment said ,  do not be too hard on this 
major employer in  my constituency. The bottom l ine 
was this member of the Clean Environment Commission 
was removed with in  a matter of months of having made 
that statement public. I think that was one of the reasons 
why the previous M i nister is no longer responsible for 
that department. 

I wil l give some credit to the First Min ister (Mr. Fi lmon) 
for having appointed the Deputy Premier, because I do 
bel ieve he would not make such errors in  judgment as 
did the previous Min ister. Time wil l  tel l .  The jury wi l l  
b e  out on t h e  extent to which t h e  current Minister of 
t h e  Env i ronment  ( M r. C u m m i ngs)  is i n d eed t ru ly  
committed to the  environment. The jury w i l l  be  out  as 
to whether he is wi l l ing to stand up to major pol luters 
in this province. 

We h ave expressed concern , our Leader has 
expressed concern i n  particular, about the way in  which 
the previous M i nister and the current Min ister have not 
dealt i n  terms of appl ication of the new Environment 
Act to the City of Winn ipeg. I th ink we raised that in 
this House. It is on ly because of pressure i n  this House 
that there have been any developments in regard to 
the implementation of The Environment Act in terms 
of the City of Winn ipeg. 

I th ink that is going to be the bottom l ine that people 
are going to have to ask themselves, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
who is going to stand up to the major corporate 
polluters? Who is going to say that given the demands 
that are taking place in  our environment right now, the 
crit ical situation in  our environment, that we need 
leadership? We need leadership  starting from the big 
corporate pol luters, the big corporate polluters. 

I do not mean to say that we should not all be taking 
a role in deal i n g  w i th  env i ron menta l - i n  fact we 
absolutely shou ld .  It is an ind ividual problem. I t  is  a 
community problem. It is a provincial problem. It is a 
federal problem. It is an international problem. None 
of us can stick our heads i n  the sand ,  whether it be 
in  terms of the ozone layer, whether it be in  terms of 
acid rain ,  Mr. Act ing Speaker, whether it be i n  terms 
of the specific content of this Bi l l ,  the whole question 
of waste reduction and the consequential question of 
recycl ing.  

In  Canada we are one of the biggest creators of 
waste in  the world per capita. We are a very wasteful 
society. Perhaps it has been because of our relative 
affluence that we have been able to do it. Perhaps 
there is somehow a perception that we have wide-open 
terrain ,  that we have the space, that perhaps we can 
afford to be a l ittle less concerned about waste and 
recycl ing.  
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The bottom line is if you look at what is happening,  
the sad part in  Canada is that i f  you look at the example 
of countries, which have far lower rates of waste creation 
than we do, which has really moved ahead , and have 
pioneered in terms of waste reduction and recycl ing,  
it is proving not only to be beneficial to the environment, 
but it is proving to be beneficial economically as wel l .  

The bottom l i n e  in  those countries is that action had 
to be taken in itial ly by Governments, it had to be taken 
by the people saying enough is enough, we need 
leadership. Then it followed through various regulations, 
various Acts, various systems that had been put i n  
place, various recycl ing projects, for example, that have 
been put  i n  p l ace and  other  contro ls .  It worked 
specifically through pu bl ic education, making people 
aware of the problem, and that is something we should 
learn from. That was the process that took place in 
those countries. 

In Canada we are wel l  behind in  that area. In some 
areas there are encouraging signs, I think the Blue Box 
Program, in particular, i n  a number of major centres. 
I was recently in  Toronto and had the opportunity to 
see the program in  action there. What I think is the 
most fundamental characteristic of that program is the 
public support it has received i n  recent years. 

Recycl ing is actual ly noth ing new in Toronto; it has 
been around since the early 1 970s. There were a 
number of offshoots from the late '60s. A number of 
co-operatives were established. I know one in particular, 
the S-Five Project that was establ ished and pioneered 
in  terms of recycl ing.  This was some 15 to 20 years 
ago. In Toronto they were ahead of their t ime. Now 
one goes to Toronto and finds a massive amount of 
support for recycl ing.  Not a house is to be seen without 
some support, some i nvolvement in  that project. I th ink 
that is an indication of when the publ ic has a perception 
of what the problem is, and it is a problem of how 
m uch i mprovement can take place. 

I believe that is what is needed in  Manitoba. I believe 
that there needs to be a strong process of publ ic 
education to determine not only the problems that could 
be associated with refusing to act in this particular 
area, but showing the fact that major changes can be 
made that can improve dramatically the situation i n  
terms o f  waste removal a n d  in  terms o f  recycl ing.  That 
is why I th ink it is important to raise now in debate, 
as we d iscuss this particular Bill, these very issues itself. 

I do know that there is one aspect of the Bi l l  that 
does talk about a waste reduction and prevention 
strategy report being tabled within  six months from 
the date of the coming to force of this section and 
annual ly thereafter. That is good . I t  is good to have 
studies and good to assess the situation and provide 
ways in  which we can improve the situation, but I just 
want  to say to t h e  M i n ister  respon s i b l e  for  the  
Environment (Mr. Cummings), because he is certainly 
I k now following this debate very careful ly, that I hope 
we wi l l  not see this as an excuse for i naction. 

I hope t h at the M i n ister respons i b le  for  t h e  
Environment w i l l  not become t h e  same type o f  Minister 

that we are seeing in  terms of the Min ister responsible 
for Health (Mr. Orchard) who has appointed more 
committees and recycled more announcements-in fact 
he should be the Minister responsible for recycl ing if 
you look at the way in which he has announced the 
Health Advisory Network about 15 t imes, the Health 
Promotion Trust Fund 15 t imes since he has been in 
office, and by the way has managed to very little, if 
anything,  in  terms of those particular Bi l ls.  

I hope the M inister responsible for the Environment 
wi l l  not become a recycler of announcements and a 
recycler of rhetoric. I hope he wi l l  not become an 
i n d iv idua l  who w i l l  appo in t  c o m m i ttees to d e l ay 
implementation of action. Action should not wait for 
this report or the annual reports thereafter. There are 
many documented ways in which we can move, and 
I bel ieve the publ ic of Manitoba is ready to support 
action. They are ready to support, in a fundamental 
way, a change in  attitude toward waste in  our society, 
toward recycl ing,  I bel ieve that to be the case. 

I would  point, for example, M r. Acting Speaker, to 
the task force that we have appointed in  terms of the 
New Democratic Party, that went across the province. 
I would recommend by the way to the Minister that he 
go through this process as wel l ,  because we received 
many, many excellent proposals from individuals, from 
individual citizens in  each and every community that 
this task force visited. There were some excellent i deas 
in terms of waste reduction and in terms of recycl ing. 
I bel ieve that is a process the Government could do 
well to follow. 

We certain ly have been releasing our reports and we 
would hope that they would study them because they 
are reports-yes, they are issued by a political Party, 
a Party that is concerned about the environment, but 
they are not pol i tical reports in  the partisan sense. I 
do not th ink there is anything that is in those reports 
that could not be adopted by any Government that 
was concerned about the environment, because these 
are recommendations from environmentalists, these are 
recommendat ions  from com m u n ity g roups ,  it i s  
recommendations from individuals, many of whom are 
ind ividual citizens who are not that involved in the 
pol itical process. 

I would recommend, and I am sure our environment 
crit ic, the Member for The Pas (Mr. Harapiak) who 
cochaired the Environmental Task Force, wil l  be m ore 
than happy to make copies of its reports available to 
the Min ister responsible for the Environment, because 
in many ways it  has been doing what this Act talks 
about It  talks about establishing the Waste Reduction 
and Prevention Strategy Report. Wel l ,  we drafted it 
because of the input of individual Manitobans, and I 
would recommend it, I would strongly recommend i t  
to the Min ister. I real ize it might be somewhat d ifficult  
for the M inister. He may be afraid of giving credit to 
the task force and indirectly to the political party, the 
New Democratic Party that sponsored the task force. 
I th ink if we are to reach the ult imate goal which is  to 
put environmental issues ahead of narrow parochial 
concerns or even Party concerns, partisan concerns, 
I think that might be a valuable step by the Minister. 

* ( 1 5 1 0) 
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I real ize that he has a d ifficulty, because in essence 
the Conservative Party is full of, perhaps I will use this 
analogy, born-again environmental ists. I do not think 
there is anything in  their record prior to 1988 that would 
show any sympathy whatsoever for the environment. 
I would once again challenge people to go through the 
index for Hansard for the period prior to 1 988. 

The Member for Fl in Flon (Mr. Storie) has sat i n  this 
Legislature since 1 98 1 .  I am sure he wi l l  recal l that. 
The Member for the I nterlake is here, one of the most 
senior Members of this House, has sat in this Legislature 
for 20 years. I am sure the Member for the I nterlake 
can probably count, perhaps not on one hand but on 
both  h a n d s ,  t h e  n u m ber  o f  q uest i o n s  on t h e  
environment that Conservatives have ever asked when 
they have been in Opposition ,  anything that was ever 
raised . Wel l ,  he is counting now, I th ink we were up  to 
about four or five. We may get to two hands; there 
may have been eight or nine or ten questions. 

The bottom l ine, Mr. Act ing Speaker, is they have 
very l ittle concern about the environment, virtually none. 
It is  ironic when they try to rewrite h istory, as did the 
M inister of Health,  and leave out The Environment Act, 
one of the most s ign if icant deve lopments in t h i s  
province. They have not yet accepted t h e  fact , they 
have not come down to the bottom l ine, and that is 
they have jumped on the band wagon since they became 
Government. They are spouting the rhetoric; they have 
brought in some Acts, some of which have some 
substance, but the bottom line is,  I do  not believe that 
M anitobans really g ive the Conservatives a lot of 
credib i l ity on environmental issues. 

They know that when push comes to shove, i f  there 
is a choice, and the Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. 
Downey) is cont inuing to go the same route as the 
M i nister of Health (Mr. Orchard), he has not yet, and 
I want to hear the words come from his mouth to say, 
The Environment Act; The Environment Act, because 
one of the .best environmental acts in the country was 
passed by t h e  prev ious N ew Democrat ic  Party 
Government and he knows that and that is why the 
M inister of Health (Mr. Orchard) and the M i nister of 
Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) and the Member for 
Portage (Mr. Connery), the former Min ister responsible 
for the Environment have not once i n  any of their 
speeches on this Bi l l  mentioned that, and they wil l  
probably not mention it ,  because it has a great deal 
of d ifficu lty for them, they have d ifficu lty trying to 
develop their argument when it was pointed out. 

I t h i n k  even the M i n ister  res p o n s i b l e  for t h e  
Environment would reject that approach. I believe that 
he would take the approach of at least g iving the former 
Government for bringing in The Environment Act . I 
believe he is a basically fair ind ividual and I look forward 
perhaps in his closing comments on this particular B i l l  
to hear h im say that he rejects the approach of h is  
col leagues, he rejects the speeches given by Members 
such as the Min ister of Health (Mr. Orchard), who I do  
not  believe in  the  t ime  that he has been i n  th is 
Legislature has even been known to utter the word 
"environment ,"  let alone ask a question on it unt i l  the 
last year or year and a half. 

I hope it is not, and I hate to be cynical, I hope it 
is not because they have run a poll, perhaps a Decima 

pol l  or something, that has said that environment is  a 
concern and that somehow they should al l  of a sudden 
be mouthing the word and talking about what great 
defenders of the environment they are. Their record 
wi l l  show that. If they want to compare records, they 
can compare the record of their previous Government, 
the Lyon Government, i n  terms of the environment. 

I nc identa l ly, the cu rrent  Premier  was M i n ister 
responsible for the Environment at  that t ime.  Very few 
in it iatives were taken at the time, and I th ink it is a 
sou rce of e m barrassment .  I t  i s  a sou rce of 
embarrassment, absolute source of embarrassment, 
M r. Acting Speaker. We can get into the the MacGregor 
spi l l ,  we can get into issues such as that, but I do not 
want to dwel l  on history, because people go through 
and look at the history of the environment in  this 
province and environmental pol icy or they just go from 
what they know to be the situation, they know to be 
the case, and that is that the Conservatives have never 
really spoken up on the environment until it has become 
a major concern. 

The New Democratic Party has been talking about 
the environmental concerns ever since I can remember, 
and I joined the New Democratic Party when I was 1 7  
years o ld .  S ince that time, Mr. Acting Speaker, when 
I jo ined , and I am proud of that fact, ever since that 
t ime from that period on there has always been talk 
about the environment in  the New Democratic Party. 

When the Conservatives were out defending the 
corporate pol luters, their g reat supporters, the biggest 
contributors to their Party, the New Democratic Party 
was taking what at the time was not necessarily a 
polit ically popular course. It was not popular in the late 
' 6 0 ' s  and  ear ly 1 970 's  to be tal k i n g  about  the  
environment i n  the  sense it is today.- ( interjection)-

Wel l ,  Mr. Acting Speaker, the Minister responsible 
for Northern Affairs says how concerned he has been 
about the environment. I may take the opportunity to 
go through-thanks to modern technology, we have a 
l isting of Hansard that can pick out words, over the 
last period of t ime, we can go back 20 years. The 
M in ister responsible for Northern Affairs; we can find 
out how many times he even mentioned the word 
environment. 

I can say, M r. Acting Speaker, I have come to know 
the style of the Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) 
very we l l  i n  the  e ight  years I have been i n  t h i s  
Legislature, I know he has not raised those concerns 
-( interjection)-

The Deputy Premier (Mr. Cummings) asks if I am 
going to emulate the Minister of Northern Affairs. I can 
say-God knows I do not want to be emulating the 
M inister of Northern Affairs, and no offence to the 
Member. He is a long-standing Member. I do not wish 
to put down the Member in  any way, shape or form 
on a personal basis -(interjection)-

The M inister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey), says 
he wants to run in Thompson. I want to say that if he 
wants to get up and announce his candidacy today, I 
wi l l  look forward to d iscussing environmental issues, 
northern issues, economic issues, issues of any k ind .  
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I wi l l  run against the M inister of Northern Affairs at any 
time, Mr. Act ing Speaker, any time that he is wi l l ing to 
screw up the courage to put his money where his mouth 
is. 

The Member for Arthur, probably the most southern 
constituency in  this province, is the Minister of Northern 
Affairs. Wel l ,  we have accepted that for some period 
of t ime because there are n ot any representatives i n  
this Government from t h e  North. Northerners have 
rejected them -{interjection)-

lf the Minister is so confident about what is going 
to happen after the next elect ion,  let h im put h is money 
where his mouth is and run in northern Manitoba. Then 
after the next election we might accept him as M i nister 
of Northern Affairs. We know he will not, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. He wil l  not run in  northern Manitoba, because 
he is afraid to, because if he has to be he has a heck 
of a lot better chance of justifying his i naction on 
northern issues with his constituents in  southwestern 
Manitoba than he does in  northern Manitoba, and he 
knows that. 

I do not want to be al lowed to be d istracted by the 
M i nister of Northern Affai rs (Mr. Downey). I wi l l  be 
waiting for his announcement that he is running u p  
north . I would prefer i f  he would r u n  in  t h e  Thompson 
constituency, then we could settle some of these matters 
once and for al l .  I have already indicated to the M i nister 
of Northern Affairs that people I am sure will appreciate 
a parachute candidate. I mean, certainly the Min ister 
l ikes to fly around the North enough. He could  perhaps 
parachute in  on our constituency one day and announce 
he is running.  Then we wi l l  be able to have a d i rect 
debate on what is happening under th is M i nister, and 
what is happening under this Government, i n  terms of 
Northern Affairs. 

We wil l  see-and I th ink one of the ind ications, by 
the way, Mr. Acting Speaker, of just how confident th is 
M in ister feels  about his record as Minister of Northern 
Affairs wi l l  be if  he is going to run in  the North i n  the 
next election. Let us not forget there is redistr ibution. 
There are three sitt ing Members that are going to be 
competing for two seats in  southwestern Manitoba 
unless there is some bumping along, and I would say 
that the M inister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) could 
do his Party a lot of good by accommodating other 
Members in  that area and run in  northern Manitoba. 
Then we will see, and we will d iscuss the environment. 
We wi l l  d iscuss the economy. We wil l  d iscuss a number 
of issues. 

I would suspect , and I will say this on the record,  if 
he does not run I think that is a clear indication of just 
how afraid he is to stand on his record in northern 
Manitoba and be accountable for his record.  We wil l 
deal with that as it arises.- ( interjection)- I can tel l you, 
he says if  I run in  Arthur, he wi l l  run in  Thompson.  He 
is the Min ister of Northern Affairs. I have never i n  this 
Legislature claimed to be a great spokesperson for 
southwest Manitoba. I wi l l  say that is a job that is best 
left to people who are from the area who represent 
those constituents, whatever Party they are, in the same 
way that I am proud to represent my area of the 
province, northern Manitoba, Thompson, and the many 
other communities and the surrounding area that wi l l  

soon be part of the Thompson constituency. I am proud 
to represent their concerns and I wil l  look forward to 
seeing if the M inister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) 
has the political intestinal fortitude to put his money 
where his mouth is. We all know the extent to which 
the M inister has a mouth. We wil l  see if  he will put his 
money where his mouth is, and if he wil l  run in northern 
Manitoba. 

I do not want to be deflected , Mr. Acting Speaker, 
from the important issue, the environment. That is the 
fact that throughout this debate, they have refused, 
the Government has refused, to acknowledge what 
happened prior to 1 988, which is the fact-and once 
again ,  the Min ister of Northern Affairs (Mr. ·  Downey) 
does not mouth the words, The Environment Act. 

* ( 1 520) 

Wel l ,  Mr. Acting Speaker, I gave him a chance and 
once again he did not do it .  I t  is amazing for someone 
who could be so vocal , how he cannot spit out The 
Environment Act, and that is  for a reason ,  because 
that shows the commitment of the New Democratic 
Party in terms of the environment. The bottom l ine 
though is what we are seeing on Bi l ls such as this since 
1 988 is that they have become something in terms of 
born again environmentalists. 

I do believe that the Min ister responsible for the 
Environment (Mr. Cummings) perhaps is  not as prone 
to rhetoric on this issue as some of his colleagues are. 
I g ive h im that degree of credit. I th ink he has been 
a good study. He has certain ly learned the concerns 
very quickly. He has had to, and I give him credit. I 
see the former Min ister is giving h im credit. So he 
should ;  he is certainly an improvement over the record 
that we had u nder the former Min ister. The M inister 
would be the first one to know that, Mr. Acting Speaker. 

The bottom l ine is, the M inister is  going to have to 
go further. I th ink he is going to have to first of all 
educate many of his col leagues who seem to think that 
the environment is something that can be thrown around 
as a word, that terms such as sustainable development, 
which has developed out of the Brundtland Report, the 
very excel lent  documentat ion of how ser ious the  
environmental problems are in  our province, I th ink 
they have to go beyond just mouthing the words. 

We have seen sustainable development become 
sustainable rhetoric from this Government. We have 
seen them recycle not waste, we have seen them recycle 
announcements and rhetoric. People are expecti ng 
more. They are expecting more, M r. Acting Speaker, 
from this Government. They are expecting more from 
all Governments than what we are seeing at the current 
t ime. 

I believe that to a certain extent we are seeing an 
interesting phenomenon. That is, people are taking 
something of a green attitude towards the country that 
has never existed before. I do not mean to say green 
as in  the Green Party. I bel ieve that is one manifestation 
of the concern over the environment. I th ink we are 
seeing that all Parties are beginning to adopt at least 
the concerns and the terminology of the environmental 
movement. I th ink that is encouraging.  I th ink that is 
very encouraging. 
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We have to ask each and every person,  each and 
every G overnment that is  talk ing that rhetoric to go 
beyond that.  I bel ieve that it is going to require tough 
choices. It is going to requ i re tough choices between 
some of the big corporate pol luters and the people 
who are going to be affected by the pol lut ion. It is going 
to requ i re some cost measures. It may requ i re some 
su pport  f rom G overn ments .  To get any type of 
environmental program working, you need to have some 
sort of fund ing, some core funding,  even in  terms of 
recycl ing for example. 

I think the question is increasingly becoming not 
whether we can afford to promote environmentally 
sound measures, not whether we can afford to recycle, 
not if we can afford to prevent unnecessary waste, M r. 
Acting Speaker. The real question is whether we can 
afford not to take action and that I th ink is something 
that we as legislators should be answering al l  the t ime. 
That is a q uestion we have to be deal ing with .  Can we 
afford not to? I do not believe that we can. Wel l ,  I do  
not want to suggest that th i s  is necessarily the  one 
and only priority area. We wi l l  be d iscussing this under 
B i l l  N o .  73. The w h o l e  q u est i o n  of the ozone is 
something that is very serious. The whole question of 
the greenhouse effect is very serious. 

When I look at it ,  M r. Act ing Speaker, if you look at 
the trends, even this winter, some of the harshest 
weather on record in th is province. We had minus 44.4 
degrees in my own community of Thompson just a few 
days ago. This unfortunately is exactly what has been 
prophesied by those who are concerned about the 
greenhouse effect, the impact of the changes in  the 
ozone layer, their concern about the huge extremes in  
terms of  temperature. 

What is happening is we are seeing it  on an almost 
monthly basis that those prophecies by people who 
incidentally five and 10 years ago would have been 
considered to be out in  left field in  many cases, many 
people who, as is the case with anyone who is ahead 
of  t h e i r  t i m e ,  many  i n d i vi d u a l  sc ient ists  and  
environmental ists who  were considered to be  perhaps 
less than serious, who were considered to be outside 
of the mainstream, considered to be rather extreme, 
many. of their prophecies in  just a short period of five 
years are now becoming the truth. We are seeing self
fulfi l l ing prophecies. 

I th ink that is something that we have to be very, 
very, very concerned about. It is something we al l  have 
to really th ink about, because as much as anyone can 
try and get up and say that they are concerned about 
the environment, I th ink the bottom l i ne is that prior 
to the last number of years the concern was not enough.  
It d id not  extend enough.  There were certain people, 
certain ind ividuals, certain groups, that were talk ing 
about the environment. We need to get it into the 
mainstream, and we need to recogn ize the bottom l ine 
that it is going to cost money. It is going to require 
real commitment. 

I wi l l  be interested to see whether there is a real 
commitment from this Government. I do not bel ieve 
that there wi l l  be. I do not believe that there wil l  be, 
M r. Acting Speaker. I can tel l  you for the sake of our 
environment, I hope that we wi l l  see some action out 

of the waste reduction and prevention strategy report 
that will be part of the by-product of th is. I hope that 
we wi l l  see something out of the advisory committees 
that wi l l  be appointed if this Bi l l  is approved. 

We wil l  see some real action out of the deposits, the 
co l lected deposits ,  another p rovis ion  of th is  B i l l ,  
something that w e  wi l l  certain ly support in  the New 
Democratic Party. I could go through again in terms 
of the details in  terms of enforcement, i n  terms of 
offences, which are all important sections of this B i l l ,  
warrant to enter and seize, some of the toughening up 
of the procedures that are envisioned by this Act. I 
could get into the penalties and also the extensive work 
in  terms of the regu lations. 

I tend to agree, by the way, with the Member for Fl in 
Flon (Mr. Storie), M r. Act ing Speaker, and I believe the 
Member for Wolseley (Mr. Taylor) who have said the 
real measure of the success of these Acts, actual ly, is 
not going to be i n  the Bi l l  itself, this Bi l l  or the other 
B i l l ,  B i l l  83, or any environmental B i l l ,  it is going to be 
as much in the regulations, the enforcement, the way 
in which the theory of the Bi l l ,  the fine principles that 
we are debating on second reading in this B i l l ,  wi l l  be 
put in place. I th ink that is going to be the real test, 
and I hope the Government wi l l  l ive up to that test. 

I believe they do have the opportunity in  this province 
to take some real action in terms of the environment, 
because we have ind icated, the New Democratic Party, 
that we wi l l  support this. In fact, we are saying-with 
this B i l l -we are wi l l ing to see this Bill pass through 
a second reading this week. 

We have l isted six environmental B i l ls, M r. Acting 
Speaker. Six environmental Bi l ls are on the Order Paper 
that we have asked of the Government, not that they 
have asked of us, to bring forward that we would l ike 
to have passed through second reading this week.  

We have taken that unusual step, not  just because 
many of the Bil ls had either been drafted by the previous 
Government, or in the case of Bill 83, reflect a Private 
Mem bers' B i l l ,  or reflect concerns that are be ing  
expressed whether it be by ourselves or any political 
party, we are asking for that commitment by the 
Government, because we feel they are important Bi l ls 
regardless of what weaknesses they may have. Some 
action on the environment is better than no action.  

I want to state for the record -we do have a number 
of other people who wish to speak on this B i l l- but I 
do want to state, before completing my remarks, that 
we are anxious to see these Bi l ls pass through.  We 
have requested this of the Government. We have said 
that these should be the priorit ies of this Legislature, 
the environmental Bills. I bel ieve there is a general 
consensus amon gst the  Oppos i t i o n .  I hope the  
Government  w i l l  support that .  I hope they w i l l  
accommodate that, because their priorities have been 
d ifferent in terms of which Bi l ls they feel should be 
passed.  

I am glad to see, by the arrangement of the Order 
Paper tod ay, that there is some recog n i t ion  now 
following the request that was made to the Government 
of the fact these are important B i l ls. 

3888 



Monday, December 18, 1 989 

As I said ,  we wi l l  perhaps be attempting to expedite 
this in a way that a number of you might not have the 
opportun ity to speak on this. That is unfortunate, 
because I know in our caucus probably each and every 
one of our Members of caucus wou!d l ike to have the 
opportun ity to speak on each and every one of these 
environmental Bi l ls .  We have decided that rather than 
do that we would l i ke to see the Bi l ls passed, if we 
can, later on this week, at least into second reading 
so that early next year we can deal with the committee 
reports and th ird reading,  and we can have those Bi l ls 
in  place in  terms of Manitobans. 

There may be a number of amendments that wi l l  be 
brought in, M r. Acting Speaker. We are already looking 
at that ,  ways of improving the legislat ion,  but I th ink 
this would be a first step. 

This is  going to be a long Session.  I think we all 
real ize that .  I t  may be longer than some people even 
real ize at this point in t ime. 

The bottom l ine is, while there are contentious issues 
before the Legislature in  terms of the economy, or labour 
relations, or health care where we are seeing growing 
differences in  terms of the position of the Parties in 
this Legislature, if there is one where we can at least, 
to a certain extent, have some focused opinion, some 
co-operation, I th ink it is the environment. That is not 
because we n ecessar i ly  a l l  agree in terms of  
environmental policy, or we are a l l  wi l l ing to go to the 
same extent, or we al l  have the same history of concern 
about environmental problems, but I th ink there has 
to be some recognit ion of the fact that at least on some 
Bi l ls ,  whether it be Bill 84 that we are debating today, 
or some of the other environmental Bi l ls ,  we can get 
some form of co-operation between the various Parties. 

I th ink there is some sense of co-operation.  I hope 
that wil l  be shown this week by the passage of the Bi l l .  
I th ink it is important certainly, before we do get into 
the latter parts of  the Session when I th ink we are going 
to come to some real crunch bottom-l ine issues that 
are going to show very clearly the d i fferences in terms 
of pol icy where there is not even an attempt to suggest 
the Parties have a simi lar view - I  have mentioned 
labour relations, the economy or health care, where I 
th ink there is a clear d ifference between the various 
Parties, but in this case, regardless of whether or not 
my cr i t i c ism is t rue ,  and I b e l i eve i t  is, t h at t h e  
Conservative Party are born-again environmental ists, 
they have not really shown much concern about the 
environment in  the past, I th ink we can put that aside. 
They can perhaps, Mr. Acting Speaker-

An Honourable Member: Do you want to co-operate? 

* ( 1 530) 

Mr. Ashton: Yes, the Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. 
Downey)-1  do want to co-operate if it is going to benefit 
the environment. I have ind icated that as House Leader 
with in the New Democratic Party to your House Leader 
(Mr. McCrae), and to the Liberal House Leader (Mr. 
Alcock). I bel ieve there is a consensus that we can get 
some co-operation on this particular Bill and other Bil ls, 
because regardless of whether or not we do  have 
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di fferences-and I believe in the environment, if you 
strip away the fine sounding words there are significant 
d i fferences in the extent to which each Party is wi l l ing 
t o  go to p reserve o u r  env i ronment ,  p rotect o u r  
environment, take real in it iatives. I believe that is the 
case. 

I th ink regardless of that on these particular Bi l ls,  
th is particular week, i n  this particular Session of the 
Manitoba Legislature the one thing we can do is, 
regard less of those d ifferences, f ind our common 
ground,  which is to see the  passage of  these Bi l ls 
h opeful ly by the end of the week,  if sufficient t ime is 
available for debate. I bel ieve the intention is to make 
that. 

I extend a message to Manitobans, and I will certain ly 
be sending a message, I know, to my constituents 
certain ly as Health leader for the New Democratic Party 
to Manitobans as a whole, and that is, bottom l ine 
message, when it comes to real action in terms of the 
environment we wil l  co-operate and we wil l  co-operate 
to the ful lest extent possible. 

We have already taken i n it iatives by bringing our own 
Bi l ls  in Private Members' Hour. We are pleased to see 
some Government init iat ives, some of them which have 
already been drafted by the previous Government, some 
of which are in itiatives based on the Private Members' 
Hour Bi l l  that we introduced, some of which are new 
i nitiatives. Regardless of where they come from if they 
are good Bi l ls we wil l  support them. 

With those words, Mr. Acting Speaker, I know the 
M e m ber  for the I nter lake m ay e i ther  h ave some 
comments today or certainly wil l  later on in the week. 
I wil l  say that we, i n  the New Democratic Party, wi l l  be 
supporting the passage of this Bi l l  through to committee, 
if at all possible, by the end of the week. We do hope 
to deal with it in  committee later on in the Session as 
we enter into the new year. 

Hon. Glen Cummings (Minister of Environment): 
would like to say a couple of words to wrap up-

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Roch): I am sorry. Order, 
p lease. I d id  not see the Honourable Member for 
I nterlake rise. I understand that if the Minister is allowed 
to speak now he wil l  be closing debate. Therefore, I 
recogn ize the Honourable Member for the Interlake, 
and I give him my apologies as wel l .  

Mr. Bil l  Uruski (Interlake): Thank you,  Mr. Acting 
Speaker. I would l ike to move, seconded by the Member 
for lnkster (Mr. Lamoureux), that debate be adjourned. 

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Roch): The H onourable 
Member for Interlake has already spoken on this Bi l l .  
The Honourable Member for Dauphin .  

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): I would l ike to move, 
seconded by the Member for I nterlake (Mr. Uruski), 
that debate on this Bi l l  be adjourned . 

MOTION presented and carried. 
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BILL NO. 7-THE INTERNATIONAL 
SAL E OF GOODS ACT 

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Roch): On the proposed 
motion of the Honourable Minister of Justice (Mr. 
McCrae), Bi l l  No. 7, The International Sale of Goods 
Act; Loi sur la vente internationale de marchandises, 
standing in the name of the Honourable Member for 
l nkster (Mr. Lamoureux), the Honourable Member for 
l nkster. 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (lnkster): I was only going to 
take a few minutes just to go over th is particular B i l l .  
I d id want to put a few comments on the record. 

I n  today's world, we are moving more and more 
towards global trade. There are many positive benefits 
to moving in  that d i rection in  terms of economy of scale 
and so forth. I believe we have to be somewhat cautious 
as we move towards a g lobal economy, and that is we 
have to ensure there are industries that we protect that 
are here in Canada, in particular here in Manitoba. 
There is action that is needed and necessary i n  order 
to ensure that we have a d iversified economy here in 
Manitoba and i n  fact across the country. 

This Bi l l  helps to faci l itate the need for a more 
standard contract , which wi l l  make it that much easier 
to have trade abroad . If you wi l l ,  it makes an attempt 
at setting a level p laying f ield, thereby al lowing the 
manufacturing industry to be able to compete on a 
more equal basis, and that is important. 

Provinces, many provinces, Mr. Act ing Speaker, have 
established offices and profiles throughout the world .  
If  we take a look in  terms o f  h istory, i n  1 960 for example, 
there were six provincial missions or offices if you wi l l  
that were d ispersed i n  the world and al l  working toward 
expanding the provincial trade from their provinces to 
those countries that the offices were in .  

(Mr. Speaker i n  the  Chair) 

I n  1 97 1 ,  we had 31 of these such offices recognizing 
the importance for trading abroad. You have seen these 
offices grow to this year where we have approximately 
70 offices throughout the world. All of these offices, 
M r. Speaker, have bureaucracies and so forth in order 
to maintain them. No doubt, i n  the future, you are going 
to see the number continue to increase. 

There are some p r o b l e m s ,  M r. S peaker. S o m e  
provinces are much more active than other provinces. 
I f  we take a look at our provinces that are really 
aggressive and active, you are looking at provinces l i ke 
Ontario, British Columbia, Quebec and Alberta. Then 
if we look at other provinces that do have offices abroad , 
you are looking at provinces l ike Manitoba, Nova Scotia, 
New Brunswick, Saskatchewan, and then there are a 
couple of provinces and the Territories that do not have 
these offices throughout the world ,  those of course 
being Prince Edward Island and Newfoundland. 

If we look at Manitoba in  particular, we have a couple 
of offices abroad , one being in  Hong Kong and the 
other one being in  Rotterdam. Both of these offices 
serve a purpose in trying to attract potential growth 
and so forth to the province. Mr. Speaker, I do have 

some concerns in terms of the sizes of the provinces 
or the resources that different provinces have to be 
able to support these offices abroad , because if you 
take a look at a province such as Ontario or Alberta 
where they have more wealth,  and the provinces such 
as Saskatchewan and M a n i toba and  m o reso 
Newfound land and Prince Edward Island ,  they have the 
resources in  order to develop in  that area, to be able 
to have the offices. Some would say that it gives them 
an advantage. The wealthier provinces thereby would 
have an advantage over the not so wealthy provinces 
in the sense that they would be able to have or establish 
more offices abroad , thereby having the abi l ity to 
potentially attract more businesses and industries and 
so forth and trade to that particular province. 

I do have some concerns regarding that. If we take 
a look for example at Quebec, they actually have a 
min istry established that has a budget of over $93 
mi l l ion for it .  Quebec alone has 26 offices or missions 
abroad to try and lure more businesses and industries 
and trade to that particular province. The bureaucracy 
employs d irectly, it is est imated, approximately 330 
employees. 

M r. Speaker, I start th inking in terms of the whole 
question on Quebec and the d istinct society clause. 
Does this mean that by having a d istinct society, do 
they need to have this distinct representation abroad? 
What comes to my mind is the question, why is this 
happening? Why do we have provinces that feel obl iged 
to set up offices abroad? I believe that is a problem 
that does need to be addressed and, as I pointed out, 
maybe because there are other provinces that are at 
a d istinct disadvantage because of the resources that 
they might have. The provinces such as Ontario and 
Alberta and B.C. and Quebec wi l l  argue that the federal 
Government has not been addressing their concerns. 
They have not been out there pursuing that international 
trade for each and every province, and they feel that 
they can do a better job. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we have to be very aware of 
that. It is up to the federal Government to ensure that 
industries are scattered throughout the province, that 
in fact , if you are a have-not province, you are treated 
to some of these industries that you m ight not be able 
to attract because you do not have an office abroad. 

• ( 1 540) 

Mr. Speaker, this also leads to provinces that will b id 
against each other. We see time after t ime provinces 
trying to attract a particular manufacturer or monopol ize 
on an industry and throw in many d ifferent types of 
incentives in order to try and attract it to that particu lar 
province, and in  reality what we are doing is we are 
undercutt ing the other provinces' treasuries. It is very 
expensive to start putting up bids to attract or offer 
tax incentives, tax breaks or whatever it might be in  
order to get that particular plant located in  their 
province. 

Then we can go back, Mr. Speaker, to the idea that 
the provinces that do not have the resources to be 
able to bid with provinces l ike Ontario and Quebec are 
not going to be able to attract them for that simple 
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reason, because they do not have the millions of dollars 
or tax benefits to dish out. Much more work needs to 
be done in terms of trying to ensure that all provinces 
are treated equally to the distribution of industries and 
diversification. 

All provinces would like to be able to sustain their 
economy not on one sector. If we take a look in history, 
we see what one-industries have done to some of the 
provinces, and even currently if we look at the Atlantic 
provinces we see the problems that are going to be 
occurring because of the fishery industry. We look back 
during the oil energy crisis in Alberta, what happened 
in Alberta when they relied on oil to the degree that 
they did and the damage that it did, the high number 
of people who were affected in a very negative fashion . 

Mr. Speaker, Manitoba in some ways is somewhat 
fortunate in that we might not ever have that boom 
that Alberta might have, but hopefully we will never 
have the economic blow that a province like 
Newfoundland might have. I think in that sense we are 
somewhat fortunate in the sense that we do have 
somewhat of a diversified economy, albeit considerably 
a lot smaller than, let us say, the Province of Ontario. 

Mr. Speaker, if we take a look at Manitoba alone, it 
is in fact a major world player when it does come to 
trade. Manitoba is estimated to have over 500 firms 
that export out of province, and it is estimated that 
we are looking at in and around $3 billion worth of 
material. I believe that this particular Bill will help in 
facilitating this type of trade-and that is important
in steps tt>at we can move that will enhance the trading 
that Manitoba can do. It will be that much better for 
all Manitobans. 

As we move closer or take closer steps to world 
trade, we should continue, but there is a need to be 
somewhat cautious. We have now entered into a free 
trade deal in which the Government , today's 
Government, supports whole-heartedly, but I do and 
my caucus colleagues have many reservations about 
the free trade deal and the impact it is going to have 
on Manitoba. If we talk about some of the impacts, 
we can go through a list and I would like to list off 
some of the companies that could have been-and no 
one will really know for sure if that is the case, if the 
free trade deal was the final straw. But there is no way 
we can actually say that in fact that is not the case. 
What we are trying to underline here is that there should 
be something in place from the Government. It is 
important that the Government provide the retraining 
programs and programs that are going to be in need. 

I will read off a few. If we look at Canada Packers, 
100 employees affected; Wescott, 470; Puffy Lake Mine, 
140; Sprague Sawmill, 60; Gelco Express, 20; Toro, 28; 
LynnGold, 250; Lipton's, 33; Ogilvie, 89; S & S Transport , 
118; Rusty ' s Auto Glass, 12; Marr's Leisure, 43 ; 
Manitoba Computer Consortium, 11; International 
Home, 43. 

Mr. Speaker, the list goes on, workers who have been 
laid off since January 1 of this year. We are looking at 
Molson's with 58; Marks and Spencer at 45; Air Canada 
at 66; VIA and CN Rail, 500; Canadian Airlines; Triman 
in Morden, 53. We are looking at, it is estimated to 

be, in and around 2,500 different jobs. These are full
t ime jobs. These are jobs that the Government has 
been replacing with part-time jobs. One can read 
statistics in many d ifferent ways, but the bottom line 
is we are losing a lot of good full - time jobs and there 
are no assurances that this Government can give to 
say that it is not as a result of the free trade deal. 

Where my concern lies is that the Government is not 
putting into place programs to retrain these individuals. 
These individuals have lives to lead and their livelihood 
has been taken away from them, and the Government 
of the Day just does not seem to be taking the initiat ive 
to be bringing forward programs. In part I guess, Mr. 
Speaker, it is because they do not believe the free trade 
deal is having the impact that it is having on Manitobans, 
and indeed that is a shame. 

If you take a look at a couple of industries in Manitoba, 
we should be very cautious-major industries that 
export worldwide such as our garment industry, where 
it employs, I believe, in and around 7,000 Manitobans 
directly. I believe it is important that this is one of the 
industries, and I stress, one of the industries that we 
have to be very careful of. It is nothing for an American 
garment manufacturer to increase capacity or 
productivity by cutting down on a coffee break or hiring 
a half-shift, and then wipe out the entire industry in 
Manitoba, because they are so much larger than what 
we are here in Manitoba. Like our garment industry, 
we have food processing. Food processing will be 
affected by our free trade. We cannot compete with 
southern states that have year-round growing climates 
and so forth. 

That is really all I was wanting to say on this particular 
Bill. Mr. Speaker, it does address a need that is out 
there to expand world trade. I would ask that the 
Government of the Day also, as we go to economies 
of scale and so forth, should be aware of the fact that 
we need to keep a well-diversified economy. That means 
having programs that can be made available for 
retraining. That means having programs, and possible 
assistance where needed, in order to ensure that we 
can keep some of the industries that we have here in 
Manitoba so that, whenever rough times do surface 
here in the province, not everyone will pay the 
consequence. 

Mr. Speaker, many would argue that we are into rough 
times already. I do not think you will find that I would 
oppose that thought because, as we see every day that 
goes by in the economic indicators, they are showing 
time after time that the Manitoba economy has not 
been faring well. I would hope that this Government 
will take some initiatives, some new bold initiatives that 
will start turning Manitoba's economy around and start 
bringing it up to where it should be, so that we are 
attracting more people to the Province of Manitoba 
and not losing people at a tremendous rate, so that 
we can see housing starts start to increase, and that 
would create more jobs. Those are all the comments 
that I was really wanting to put on the record, and I 
will leave it at that. 

Mr. Bill Uruski (Interlake): Mr. Speaker, I wanted to 
place a few comments on the record with respect to 
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Bi l l  No. 7. This B i l l  no doubt, in terms of what is 
occurring nationally and internationally, is l ikely required 
for the province to continue to expand its horizons i n  
terms o f  its business sector, i n  terms o f  i nternational 
trade. 

However, Mr. Speaker, there is a clause in th is 
legislation that concerns me and I th ink should concern 
many Members. That deals with the question of conflict 
w i th  our own leg is la t ion  a n d  o u r  own p r i n c i p les 
surrounding the legislation that we have in  effect . A 
specific clause in th is B i l l  ind icates that, wherever there 
is a conflict between this p iece of leg islat ion and any 
other Act of the Legislature, this p iece of legislat ion 
prevails. 

* ( 1 550) 

Mr. Speaker, I would ,  and I think most Members 
would ,  be very concerned about such a provision when 
it comes to, for example, i nternational trade with 
countries and companies who may not observe the 
k ind of environmental standards that our province 
wishes to put into place. This section appears to be 
in contradiction with the aspirations and the desires 
of m ost leg i s l ators  i n  t h i s  prov ince ,  i n c l u d i n g  
Government Members. The Government is embarking 
on legislation deal ing with protecting the environment 
as one example, and I am sure there are others. We 
believe that our laws are necessary for the preservation 
of the environment and assistance and protection of 
our citizens both i n  the workplace and throughout the 
economy. 

What I am gett ing at is that if we f ind ourselves in  
a situation of  signing international agreements with 
other countries and other tradi ng partners whose record 
of civil rights, record on the environment, may be totally 
opposite to our views, I am not certain that we in  fact 
would in  every instance make that decision to sign 
those agreements just by a matter of pol icy. This Act 
al lows the Government basical ly-and it is very clear. 
The intent is stated very clearly here that the laws of 
this province shall  come secondary to any agreement 
that we have under this Act, and that is essentially the 
concern that I have with respect to this legislat ion. 

(Mr. Harold G i l leshammer, Acting Speaker, i n  the 
Chair) 

To give you a bit of an example of where we are 
headed , we have now concluded an agreement with 
the United States i n  the free trade area. We are now 
involved in negotiat ing several crucial aspects under 
that agreement which may or may not come out very 
satisfactorily. In fact, I wou ld  argue that we are going 
to have one heck of a t ime defending our position when 
it comes to defin ing the one crucial aspect under the 
Free Trade Agreement, and that is what constitutes a 
subsidy. That major portion of the agreement has not 
been negotiated and has not yet been defined. We are, 
as a res u l t  of that ,  be i n g  p lagued severe ly w i t h  
countervai l  a n d  a tax b y  t h e  United States, several 
components of the industry. 

The one before us very clearly is the countervai l ing 
duty on the shipment of hogs where they in  fact have 
determined , and we have lost one round ,  that our 

nat iona l  stab i l izat ion  programs,  of which farmers 
contr ibute and provinces contribute, the amounts of 
publ ic contributions to those programs constitutes an 
impediment and in  fact injures the returns that U.S.  
pork producers receive from the marketplace. 

We send over- I  believe it is less than 2 percent of 
the hogs or pork meat that are marketed in the U nited 
States come from Canada. I t  has been success -
(interjection)- pardon me, less than 2 percent. I th ink 
that is what it is. It may even be less than 1 percent. 
I th ink it could be as low as that, but I am being qu ite 
conservative to the Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. 
Downey). 

That has really been the d i lemma that we face. Some 
of the rules have been not clearly defined in  the 
agreements that we have signed , and are causing our 
Canadian producers very serious consequences in 
terms of t h e i r  ret u r n s  from the so-ca l led  free 
marketplace, which for Canadians in  the hog industry 
c lear ly  d oes n ot ex ist because t h ey h ave been 
bombarded by-first of  al l ,  it started with  non-tariff 
trade barriers by the States of South Dakota, Nebraska 
and  Iowa several  years ago a n d  now d i rect ly  by 
a d d i t i o n a l  d u t ies i m posed by the U . S .  Trade 
Commission on pork meat coming into the U nited 
States. 

Yet when we were as Canadians negotiat ing that 
agreement, we did not define what constitutes a subsidy 
and it will l i kely take another five to 10 years before 
that q uestion may be resolved. I believe that the 
Americans wi l l  not want to rush this issue at al l .  They 
in fact are happy with what is going on.  They are clearly 
operating under their law. They are clearly getting the 
rul ings that they want, and Canada now is sitt ing k ind 
of in  start ing gear, sputtering, spinning i ts wheels and 
getting nowhere with respect to this agreement. 

As wel l ,  before the agreement was entered into, 
Canada already moved out one of its basic tenets of 
support to Canadian producers in  the grain industry. 
I am referring to the two-price system for wheat. Even 
before the deal was signed, we already somehow agreed 
with the Americans that we would remove the two-price , 
system for wheat. Farmers were promised that the 
losses that they would sustain as a result of the removal 
of this system for the protection of wheat sales to both 
the international market and as it relates to the domestic 
market, the monies, the shortfal l ,  that the Canadian 
market would have produced , would be made up by 
our national Government. 

* ( 1 600) 

That commitment was met once. S ixty some mi l l ion 
dol lars was transferred from the federal Treasury into 
the Canad i an Wheat Board l ast year. M r. Act i n g  
Speaker, do you know what is going t o  occur from now 
on? No more money. That situation and that pledge 
has ended. 

Last year that amounted to, as I said before, between 
$60 mi l l ion and $70 mi l l ion to western grain producers. 
That is no longer going to be the case. There will be 
no further commitment or cushioning of the impact of 
the removal of the two-price system on wheat. 
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What do western farmers see as a result of this move? 
They will not only see no further monies coming into 
the Wheat Board account. They will also-and it has 
been announced that there will be no payout under 
western grain, because they have now indicated that 
any shortfall in the marketplace will be met by the 
stabilization programs and there will be no payout this 
year, so there is, in effect, a double whammy on western 
grain producers. That is the result of, what I consider 
c learly, a giveaway by the Canadian Government even 
before the trade agreement has come into effect at a 
cost to western Canadian farmers. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, as well what has been said
and I guess it is not a new revelation on my part-by 
industry in th is country that if the free trade agreement 
comes in there will have to be a harmonization of 
programs, safety-net programs and other legislat ion 
as between the Canadian economy and the U.S . 
economy. The president of the Canadian Manufacturers' 
Association in this country clearly stated that has to 
be the final outcome as to how the relations between 
workers and their employers will follow over the years, 
how they will evolve. It is really coming about to pass. 

We now have the Unemployment Insurance Bill before 
the House of Commons basically cutting $3 billion out 
of the legislation and removing the federal Government 
as a contributor to that fund to assist workers in difficult 
periods of time. The negative impact on Manitoba alone 
from those changes in that Bill will be, I believe, between 
$45 million and $50 million just for Manitobans. Mr. 
Acting Speaker, when you take $50 million out of the 
economy in this province, it is going to have a major 
r ipple effect on the business community, on everyone 
down the line. 

This Government's blind attitude and blind support 
for the agreement with no questioning whatsoever of 
the- not only potential , the impacts are here-negative 
impacts of that agreement is worr isome and 
shortsighted to say the least. 

When those changes in the Unemployment Insurance 
Commission come into play on Manitoba workers and 
that amount of money is going to be out of the economy, 
what happens then? The welfare rolls will expand, and 
it is great for the federal Government. It is one more 
step in their move to offload expenditures, because 
with unemployment insurance it is strictly a federal 
expenditure. Both employers and employees contribute 
to it. If there is a shortfall , the federal Government kicks 
in the balance. 

It has generally been a national program but, when 
you cut out $50 million of benefi ts from a province like 
Manitoba and you shift many of those people onto the 
welfare ro lls, then the provincial taxpayer picks up half 
of the cost of those addi tional clients on welfare. That 
is a nice way of reducing expenditures at the national 
level at the expense of provinces like Manitoba and I 
am sure Saskatchewan and the Maritimes, because 
those provinces in this country are what is considered, 
out of the national equalization scheme, the have-not 
provinces. They receive equalization payments from the 
wealthier provinces, and so it becomes more difficu lt 
for provinces like Manitoba to provide services of a 
comparable nature in health care and education to 

provinces like Alberta, Ontario, Quebec or British 
Columbia at a comparable taxation rate. 

That is where, Mr. Acting Speaker, the question of 
the Free Trade Agreement and its impl ications on 
Manitoba are very severe. The have provinces I am 
certain go along very well with the federal Government 
because, if they do not have to contribute through the 
national taxation pie into these programs, that means 
there is more money in thei r coffers to do what they 
want to do to expand their own economy, their own 
services in their provinces, and the have-not provinces 
get pushed back even more and more. 

It is a very complicated system to explain to the 
taxpayers of this province because most people believe 
that it is just a fight between Governments, it is just 
an argument and a debate between political Parties. 
Well , Mr. Acting Speaker, it goes far deeper than that. 
It goes to the heart of what many of us believe 
Confederation is all about, the sharing of the wealth 
of th is nation, and the provision of services that make 
us equal in this country should be provided generally 
to the citizens of this country, whether they live in 
Newfoundland , whether they live in Manitoba, 
Saskatchewan, or wherever at a comparable taxation 
rate . That is being undermined by successive 
Governments and in particular the present Conservative 
administration . I have to admit it really was, when it 
came to health care, begun by the Liberals a number 
of years ago. So, Mr. Acting Speaker, there is one aspect 
of the trade agreement that is very negative on 
Canadians but in particular on Manitobans. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, what is occurring as well now 
in terms of the international negotiations, under the 
General Agreement of Tariff and Trade, the GATT 
Agreement-and Canada seems to be virtually alone 
when it comes to the question of agricultural support 
and supply management. The Government of Canada 
said to the milk producers, to the dairy producers, to 
the feather ind1Jstry, to the egg industry, we are going 
to protect supply management. 

They lulled those sectors to sleep during the Free 
Trade Agreement when the Americans were really trying 
to and virtually got their foot in the door through the 
Free Trade Agreement by Canada agreeing to allow 
the reduction of tariffs on processed products that are 
produced under supply management, and thus basically 
putting Canadian processors behind the eight ball when 
it comes to future expansion of the processing industry 
in th is country. As the Free Trade Agreement comes 
into play, the processing industry which has to buy its 
products from the farm community at basically the cost 
of production in this country, which means farmers get 
their cost of production back and a margin of return 
which is not the case in the United States. 

In the United States, for example, the feather industry 
is controlled by very few firms. In fact, I would say that 
in the turkey industry, as an example, the industry of 
which I and my family are associated with, there are 
about 30 firms in that industry, some of which process 
as much as 400 million pounds of product in the turkey 
industry. If there is any kind of a slu m p or an 
overproduction, that product is just dumped on the 
market for whatever the market will bear. In other words, 
ii it has to be a virtual giveaway, so be it. 
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That pressure wi l l  be i mmense on Canadian food 
processors who may further process poultry products 
or turkeys, as the example that I have used , because 
they will be saying to Canadian farmers, look, if I am 
to stay in business and turkey for further processing 
south of  the border is running at  two b i ts  a pound,  
there is no way that I am going to be paying 60 cents 
a pound in  Canada and stay in  business because that 
prod uct w i l l  be coming  i n ,  rather than bei n g  a l l 
encompassing as it was under  the Article 1 1  of  the 
GATT Agreement where Canada basically cleaned u p  
i t s  own act, d id  not create world surpluses, kept t he 
supply in l i ne to Canadian needs, and also guaranteed 
the countries who exported into Canada their h istorical 
portion of the marketplace. 

What we have done, we have now g iven in this case 
the U.S. an increased port ion of future expansion,  and 
we have given t hem an open door on processed 
product. That has now translated itself in the further 
debate under GATT into what I would  consider a vicious 
pressure by the U.S. to say that Article 1 1  which 
supports the Canadian position of supply management, 
that Article 1 1  should be done away with and a process 
of- I  am just trying to get the word that they are using
tariffication, I guess that is the U.S. word, of tariffication 
should be put i nto place and reduced over a period 
of time, which really impl ies that the supply management 
system should go. 

Right now, Canada and Canadian producers are 
caught behind the eight bal l .  They are left having not 
said anything when it came to the Free Trade Agreement 
with the Americans deal ing with supply management, 
because they b l ind ly bel ieved that the Government of 
Canada was protect ing their i nterest and n ow they find 
that they were not. 

When it  comes to the GATT Agreement, they really 
do not have very much of an argument because they 
al lowed the Free Trade Agreement to come in and 
undermine their system, and the argument is virtually 
the same under the GATT negotiations presently. We 
are very m u c h  i n  a d i l e m m a  and  i t  w i l l  b e  very 
interest ing,  to say the least, to see what wi l l  occur over 
the next number of months. We have only probably six 
to eight months of negotiations left under the present 
treaty, and agriculture has to be negotiated during that 
period of t ime. 

The industries are very concerned . I n  fact today it 
wi l l  be two weeks ago the industry held cross-Canada 
meetings from eastern Canada right across to the West 
Coast both on the dairy side and on the poultry side 
about  t h e i r  concerns deal i n g  with the p resent  
negotiations u nder GATT. They are basically admitt ing 
to all that they fel l  asleep at the switch during the free 
t rade d ebate.  T h ey are bas ica l ly a d m i t t i n g  t h at 
somehow they al lowed the Government of Canada to 
trade away and al low the U.S. a major foot in  the door, 
which undermines the supply management system that 
Canada has put i nto place over the last 20 years when 
supply management actual ly came i nto being. 

They are now very much in  a d i lemma and coming 
to producers and saying, look, wi l l  you lobby your 

provincial and federal Mem bers over the next number 
of weeks to get their assurance that they wi l l  support 
s u p p ly m a n agement .  We h ave a l l  sai d ,  even 
Conservatives have sai d ,  yes, we support supp ly  
management ,  but  the  fact  of the  m atter  i s  the  
agreements that have been signed undermine that .  

It  wi l l  be interesting to see what wi l l  occur, but  
devastating to the industry over the next n u m ber of 
months should the U.S. attack on Article 1 1  in GATT 
succeed. Apparently, it is very hard to predict what wi l l  
occur, but the recent rul ings from GATT dealing  with 
the whole dai ry question really must place fear in  those 
of us who support supply management and those i n  
t h e  industry w h o  saw this latest rul ing on yogurt and 
ice cream, where they have determined that yogu rt and 
ice cream are not milk and they are not l ike products. 
Mr. Act ing Speaker, I venture to say, I wonder how they 
would make yogurt or ice cream if they d id  not have 
mi lk .  I do know that there are some synt hetic and other 
natural non-dairy products on the market like tofu , 
which is being used to make an ice cream-l ike product 
for people who cannot handle mi lk ,  who are allergic 
to dairy products, but notwithstanding that, that rul ing , 
is one more chip in the whole supply management 
system. 

It  is being attacked by none other than some of our 
key consumer groups, the Consumers' Association of 
this country. They have one target in  sight, and that 
is to say we want lower prices for our consumers. On 
the surface, it sounds l ike a very, very popular and 
plausible argument, but I know other Members here 
i n  this Chamber are producers u nder market ing boards 
and know that argument is primarily a short-term 
argument. 

I n  many industries, there is no way that Canadian 
prod ucers can com pete agai nst t he i r  A m e r i ca n  
counterparts. When you look at what has occurred i n  
food prices over t h e  last number o f  years, you w i l l  f ind 
that the least i ncrease in  food prices has come from 
supply-managed commodities like potatoes, l ike eggs, 
like dai ry products. 

When you look at the volat i l ity of food prices in this 
country, you wi l l  f ind that the i ncreases in  food prices 
h ave n ot come about  f rom supp ly  m a n agement  
commodities, they have come about as  a result of 
commodities that are on the so-called "free market ."  
Market prices have fluctuated and consumers have paid 
far g reater i nc reases in food pr ices f rom t h ose 
commodities not under supply management .  

Mr. Acting Speaker, this legislat ion, whi le I am sure 
i n  order  of the  conve n t i o n  and w isdom of the  
G overn m e n t ,  i s  req u i red to  fac i l i t ate any fu tu re  
agreements. There is the  clause about the  confl ict of 
laws that concern myself and I am sure other Members. 
We and Members on this side wi l l  not al low this 
Government to rest on their laurels when it comes to 
the impacts of the Free Trade Agreement and their so
called position of supporting producers and sectors of 
the economy, because as we see jobs go down the 
drain, we see no strategy on behalf of the Government 
to deal with those losses, and Manitoba wi l l  be the 
loser if we do not have a strong Government standing 
up  for Manitobans. 
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Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): I just wanted to 
ind icate that we are attempting to have a number of 
Bi l ls passed through this week ,  th is being one of them. 
We have had a number of speakers and it real ly is a 
broadly based Bi l l .  It does deal with a number of very 
i mportant areas. I certainly commend the Member for 
the I nterlake ( M r. Uruski) for h is  contribution today. 

I just want to ind icate that we would be quite wi l l ing 
to pass it through second reading at this point i n  t ime. 
We have a number of other Bi l ls  which we wil l  be 
debating later on today, and we hope to actually see 
a number  of Bills passed through to at least second 
read ing th is  week in  a spirit of co-operat ion,  Bi l ls  that 
are either important or also in this case, which is really 
more of a technical Bi l l .  I do not think this is an i mportant 
substantive B i l l ,  although it does touch on important 
areas the Member for I nterlake pointed out. 

So with those comments, I certainly look forward to 
the closing remarks of the M i nister and look forward 
to seeing this matter in  committee. I t  may be d ifficult 
to schedule it for committee this week, but certainly 
in the beginning of the new year we look forward to 
seeing this go through committee and back into this 
House for third reading.  

• ( 1 620) 

The Acting S peaker ( M r. G i l leshammer) :  The 
Honourable Attorney General , t he  Honourable M i nister 
will be closing debate. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General): Mr. Acting Speaker, we on th is side of the 
House sincerely appreciate the generous co-operation 
extended to us by Members of the Opposit ion i n  seeing 
this B i l l  passed at second reading today. One th ing the 
Honourable Member for I nterlake (Mr. Uruski) said that 
caught my attention near the end of h is remarks was 
that the NDP would not al low this Government to rest 
on its laurels. 

We appreciate the knowledge on the part of the 
Honourable Member for I nterlake that there are indeed 
laurels upon which this Government can i ndeed rest. 
We have no such intention. We indeed have many -
( interjection)-

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Gi l lesham mer): Order, 
please. 

Mr. Mccrae: -achievements of which we can be 
enormous ly  proud  i n  1 8  o r  1 9  short  m o n t h s  i n  
Government. This Government has achieved what the 
previous Government was not able to achieve in  a ful l  
seven years of Government. I ndeed , we are proud of 
that. By all means, I reassure the Honourable Member 
for I nterlake (Mr. Uruski)  that we have no intention 
whatsoever of resting on our laurels and i n  the coming 
months and many years ahead as the Government of 
Manitoba we wil l  continue to bring forward progressive 
pieces of legislation , progressive in itiatives which lay 
a solid foundation for the future of Manitobans and for 
our chi ldren and our grandchi ldren.  

Again,  I say thank you to Honourable Members for 
their co-operation in the passage of this Bi l l .  

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 
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Bill NO. S-THE 
ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT 

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Gilieshammer): On the 
proposed motion of the Honourable M in ister of Natural 
Resources (Mr. Enns), The Endangered Species Act, 
standing in the name of the Mem ber for The Pas (Mr. 
Harapiak). Stand.  

Is there leave to have it standing in  the name of the 
Member for The Pas (Mr. Harapiak)? Agreed. 

Bill N O. 63-THE CONSUMER 
PROTECTION AMENDMENT ACT (3) 

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Gilleshammer}: On the 
p roposed mot ion  of the H o n o u rab le  M i n ister  of 
Consumer Affai rs ( M r. Connery), B i l l  N o .  63, The 
Consumer Protection Amendment Act (3); {Loi  no. 3 
modifiant ta Loi sur la protection du consommateur), 
standing in  the name of the Member for Seven Oaks, 
the Member for Seven Oaks. 

Mr. Mark Minenko (Seven Oaks): Mr. Acting Speaker, 
I appreciate the  conf idence shown i n  me by the 
Honourable Minister of  Northern and Native Affairs (Mr. 
Downey) by his comment as wel l .  I ndeed I speak today 
with a view to having this legislation moved on to 
committee and considered, open to publ ic discussion 
and debate, which I th ink is a very i mportant aspect 
of this particular legislation. 

So often, Mr. Acting Speaker, we get legislation before 
us that is very much of a technical nature. It  is of a 
specialist nature, for example, the B i l l  we just passed 
on to committee, B i l l  No 7, The I nternational Sale of 
Goods Act. That certainly is a l ittle bit more a specialist's 
type piece of leg islation which applies to many of our 
exporters and all of our exporters in  the future. Although 
generally the effect is not necessarily felt by everyone 
in this Chamber, I am sure Members of th is Chamber 
perhaps have n ot n ecessar i ly  reviewed a l l  of the  
implications and  technical aspects of  th is  leg islation. 
I am sure there wi l l  be many questions of the staff and 
the Minister responsible when this Bil l moves into 
committee. 

This Bill No 63, M r. Acting Speaker, touches us al l .  
I t  touches each and  every one  of  our constituents in  
a way that needs to be addressed and looked at 
carefu lly in that I have reviewed and l istened to the 
speeches on this piece of legislation before. I believe 
our Member for Radisson (Mr. Patterson) reviewed this 
legislation, because even in the M i nister's own press 
release he s i m p ly h i g h l ighted one  area, a lbe i t  an 
i mportant area of  th is  legislat ion, that deal ing wi th  the 
closing of health spas and contracts that dea l  with 
health,  fitness, diet, dance and other simi lar firms. That 
is one aspect of this legislat ion.  

The Honourable Member for Radisson has done 
justice to the other aspects of this legislat ion, br inging 
it to the attention of Members to ensure that the 
impl ications are understood and arrives to debate this 
B i l l  in  that it certainly appears to deal with a continuing 
problem in our society that involves t he sale of prepaid 
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personal services. I say "appears" to deal with the 
problems arising from these sales because it is indeed 
unfortunate in  our society that there are people who 
are prepared to take advantage of their fel low man, 
woman and child, whatever laws may be before us. An 
often dangerous aspect to this al l  is that people very 
often do not u nderstand their own rights, do not 
u nderstand how the present law may or may not protect 
them. 

I think that is a very large problem, because if indeed 
consumers were better prepared, understood what their 
rights were now, they would be i n  a better-and I am 
sure the M inister of Consumer and Corporate Affai rs 
(Mr. Connery) would agree- position to deflect some 
of the calls that they receive, deflect some of the 
commercials that we see on television that might prompt 
them to purchase services, to sign contracts, to enter 
i nto agreements that may reflect something they d id  
not expect, something they d id  not really look forward 
to, something that does not qu ite deal with what they 
were bargain ing for. 

I th ink that is an i mportant aspect in our society, and 
it is important that Members of th is Chamber use the 
privi leges that we do have as Members, for example, 
the householder, to provide some of this information 
to our constituents, because un less someone is truly 
burned or knows of someone who was burned by some 
unscrupulous ind ividual ,  then perhaps people are not 
necessarily aware. I appreciate some of the education 
programs that the Min ister 's department has proposed 
and which we have debated before in this House some 
time ago, but I th ink  there is always a danger of simply 
letting it sl ide and saying,  wel l ,  people wi l l  come to it ,  
and so on.  

Oftentimes either material is presented in  a way that 
is not necessarily easily understood , and I see the 
M inister of Education (Mr. Derkach) conferring with the 
M i n ister of Consumer and Corporate Affai rs ( M r. 
Connery), and I th ink that is the k ind of d iscussion that 
needs to go on in matters with respect to consumer 
affairs. I think we see too l itt le of that, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, when we look across at that side of the House. 
There is too little of that d iscussion, too little of that 
debate amongst colleagues and Cabinet to ensure the 
departments are co-ordinating activities. 

* ( 1 630) 

I think by introducing a certain measure of consumer 
courses in  our high school curricu lum,  in  our education 
curricu lum, perhaps we are going to address some of 
the problems. This again sort of prompts and says, 
wel l ,  what are the roles of our schools? What is the 
role of our education system? Are we putting too much 
pressure on our education system to do so many things? 
I th ink that is again a debate that has to continue and 
has to be in it iated , but perhaps at another time. 

These words are geared to deal ing with a situation 
where someone comes to your door and says, have I 
got a deal for you? Too often we have heard that,  
whether we have been Members of the Chamber, or 
whet h e r  we h ave been i n d iv i d u a l  c i t izens of t h i s  
province, or that w e  have seen on television. 

Certainly, one of the situations that this Bi l l  attempts 
to address is the situation of health spas and their 
closing. H aving some knowledge, although perhaps not 
practical practice i n  health spas and physical fitness 
centres, as I am sure all Members of the Chamber 
could attest to, I can indeed agree that there are indeed 
very good institutions in  this province. As the Industry 
and Trade Critic, I have had the opportunity to visit 
some because they do form part of the business 
community in our province. I th ink it was important for 
me to visit and to discuss matters of importance to 
that business community. 

Many of these people are very much aware of their 
responsib i l ity, are very much aware that they have 
indeed a great duty and have voluntarily taken on a 
duty, a serious duty, of assist ing people in becoming 
healthier, physically healthier, perhaps leading to some 
mental fitness as wel l  resulting from that.  We have also 
seen, although some of these places have in  the past 
taken on this obl igation, and it is indeed an onerous 
obl igat ion,  they have found themselves for whatever 
reason closing. 

Several years back, two or three years back if  I 
remember correctly, a string of fitness centres closed 
in this province in  the City of Winnipeg, leaving many 
people l iterally hold ing the bag, their own gym bag, on 
the steps of that particular faci l ity. I do not think there 
is any need to dwel l  on perhaps some of the reasons 
for the demise of this faci l i ty, but I think we need to 
look at what the effect and the implications of that 
sudden closing had upon the people who were looking 
forward to some fun and fitness. 

They were often left in  a situation of shock, of surprise. 
They were left i n  a situation of being taken financially 
advantage of, and t hey were u pset . They were 
concerned , they were cross, they were angry, they were 
upset and they looked for some solution. Unfortunately, 
for whatever reason the Government of the Day, whether 
they were start ing to look at this issue, somehow d id  
not  address that issue at  that t ime. 

N o  m atter what the M e m ber for E lmwood ( M r. 
Maloway) l ikes to comment in this Chamber about our 
posit ion,  the Liberal position , on various Bi l ls-and he 
has our position on paper. But again ,  the responsibi l ity 
somehow did not come through, so that now we are 
faced a couple of years later debating legislat ion that 
could have or should have been introduced some time 
ago. Again, with the change in this Government's 
Min isters from one Member to the other representing 
this department, there were again perhaps val id reasons 
and perhaps not so val id reasons for having delayed 
this B i l l ,  having not brought this forward earl ier to 
perhaps address some of the concerns that were raised 
to me a few short weeks ago by members who had 
again signed up for some fitness, for some fel lowship,  
for some fun, and were left again hold ing the bag , their 
own gym bag , on the steps of that particular facil ity 
and being told that they need to travel to a d ifferent 
part of the city. 

I understand that there is quite a difference between 
people who l ive in Winnipeg and people who l ive outside 
of Winn ipeg as to what the concept of distance is. I 
i ndeed know from many words with the Member for 
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Lac du Bonnet (Mr. Praznik) when he spoke, oh, it took 
me so long to get to this part of my constituency or, 
when we were classmates in school together, and he 
says well it only took me this long or that long to travel 
there or there. I always thought that was quite a 
distance. Although, here the people were left really with 
perhaps a short 10-minute car ride to go to a different 
facility. Although it does not seem very long, for certainly 
many of the people who use the particular facility in 
the north end of Winnipeg, that could have been a 
hundred miles and an hour's worth of transportation. 
One of the many reasons for those people joining a 
facility in that particular location was exactly that
location. It was a place that was close to their home, 
it was within walking distance, there was a bus close 
by if they needed to go by bus. It was a familiar part 
of town , and they felt comfortable there meeting with 
friends, a day out with their friends to have a little fun 
and maybe become a little bit more fit than before. 

Then again, we look to places like the European 
Health Spa which right in its title implies something 
that is available there other than strictly physical fitness. 
They were a little disappointed. A little disappointed 
is perhaps an understatement. They were tremendously 
disappointed when they found that this place was being 
closed . Yes, they could go to another facility, but 
somehow it just was not part of the community. It was 
further away, and I think what is going to happen is 
that there will be fewer and fewer people who will be 
taking that trek downtown. 

I have spoken to some of my constituents who have 
said that although it was even suggested and planned 
that there would be a group that would take a physical 
fitness class, an aerobics class at another facility at a 
particular time, they were themselves a little 
disappointed with the attendance of the people, thereby 
suggesting that a very important aspect of the closing 
of this facility was location. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, this Bill does address this 
important issue of long-term contracts, because in 
today's business world I have been finding from my 
discussions with businesspeople, both small and large, 
from local corner store to some of the larger industries 
in our province, that there is quite a bit of volatility in 
the market partly as a result of free trade. We seem 
to see on a weekly basis, if not a daily basis, some of 
the ill effects of this particular agreement on Manitoba, 
and many other conditions, financing the reduction in 
retail sales that we have seen in this province since 
this Government has taken over. 

Again all these obviously impact on the success of 
a business. When one were to look at some of the 
contract proposals, a lifetime membership for $299 or 
$349 or whatever the sale price was, one begins to 
wonder, Mr. Acting Speaker, how long is a lifetime. I 
believe that this particular company that promised 
lifetime memberships to some of my constituents and 
many other constituents of Members of this Chamber, 
lifetime turned out to be very short indeed. Even the 
time contracts, the five-year contracts, is indeed a very 
long time in today's commercial world, resulting in many 
of my constituents losing several hundred dollars. 
Having paid that amount to the company, expecting 

certain services and conveniences in return, they were 
faced holding the bag again. 

• (1640) 

This Bill certainly addresses that particular problem, 
so we know the lifetime will only be one year, and some 
fitness centres, certainly around Winnipeg and perhaps 
in areas such as the Member for La Verendrye's (Mr. 
Pankratz) constituency they have a certain initiation fee 
with a monthly fee to go along. In that situation-if I 
were indeed and perhaps as has been suggested by 
many friends and certainly my wife that maybe I should 
seriously look at becoming a member of a fitness 
facil ity-that kind of contract is certainly attractive, 
where I can pay a small initiation, then a small monthly 
fee, allowing me to better incorporate that expenditure 
into a monthly budget as well. 

I certainly congratulate the Government on taking 
this step in addressing th is particular need, and indeed 
perhaps falling in with some of the other provinces 
across Canada that have similar legislation. 

Another aspect of this legislation that I would like 
to touch on before sitting down is I certainly would like 
to see this legislation move into committee for 
consultation with the public and with consultation with 
the businesses that are going to be affected as well, 
is the cooling-off period that is included as part of this 
legislation, the cooling-off period which has been 
increased from four days to 10 days. 

I think again this ties in with my previous comments, 
that how many people even in this Chamber, even in 
this building, know that they have a right to cancel a 
contract on four days' notice. That is only on todays' 
legislation. I would speculate and hypothesize that very 
few people realize that they do have a four-day cooling
off period today. I think by extending it to 10 days, 
that perhaps the publicity of the change would inform 
many more of your and my constituents so that they 
are better aware of some of these rights. 

As I mentioned earlier, this is an important aspect 
of consumer rights, is knowledge. What this 10-day 
cooling-off period will do is to provide people with an 
opportunity to have that sober second thought, to 
having listened to someone at their door, having become 
excited about a particular product or service and having 
then perhaps signed the contract, handed over the 
cheque, seen many perhaps hundreds of thousands of 
dollars leave, they indeed say just hold on a second. 
Can I actually do that? For example, I would be 
interested in learning to play the saxophone. If someone 
were to come by the door and say, listen Mark, here 
is a saxophone, why not give it a try, I would probably 
get excited and especially if the notes that came out 
of the saxophone actually sounded like a note. 

An Honourable Member: I will give you lifetime lessons, 
Mark. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Chair) 

Mr. Minenko: I hear someone from the Opposition 
benches saying that they will give me lifetime sessions. 
Well , I am sure that will be an interesting matter to be 
reviewed by the Consumers' Bureau. 
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If perhaps someone were to come to my door and 
say, l isten Mark, do I have a deal for you. I wi l l  teach 
you to play the saxophone and this is how you are 
going to sound ,  and why not try it, and I was excited 
and I signed on the bottom l ine.  

Mr. Speaker, I th ink we al l  can appreciate that many 
of us are indeed very busy outside the confines of this 
Chamber participating in  constituency events, visit ing 
with constituents, meeting with them, deal ing with their 
concerns, and by al lowing myself to have th is 1 0-day 
cooling-off period of t ime, I could realize that to be 
able to take a one hour lesson a week plus, or half
hour lesson as it may be, and then perhaps to have 
to practice an hour a day, that may indeed prevent me 
from perform i n g  my d u t i e s  as a M e m ber  of t h e  
Chamber. Although, i t  sounds relat ively s l im,  o n e  hour 
a day, indeed I th ink when you review some of our 
duties and our activities and fol low some of us through 
a day, you will notice that indeed that day could be 
part of that day spending i t  with family, which I th ink 
is important as well .  

I would appreciate having  that 1 0-day cool ing-off 
period of t ime so that after I can reflect, look at my 
schedule,  and say, what did I get myself into,  I could 
call them u p  and say - I  can send them a written notice 
saying I have intention to cancel and I wi l l  cancel this 
contract, because I just do  not feel l ike doing it or 
cont inu ing it on.  

I th ink this is i mportant too, because oftentimes 
people feel that they have to give a reason to cancel 
something that someone sold them at the door. I th ink 
this provision i n  th is Act that says that there wil l  be 
no requirement for a reason for the cancellation to be 
g iven is an important aspect. I th ink an important aspect 
t h at M e m bers of t h i s  C h a m ber  s h o u l d  t e l l  t h e i r  
constituents about s o  they are m uch more aware of 
their rights. 

Mr. Speaker, in  conclusion ,  I feel the Government 
has taken a step i n  the right d i rection. They have 
addressed some of the problems people are faced with 
day to day at their doorstep. I look forward to seeing 
how exactly we wil l  be able to enforce this type of 
legislat ion,  because it is indeed u nfortunate that there 
are always a few people out there who are prepared 
to go and do whatever they feel is best for them, no 
matter what the consequences. 

This is of concern,  I th ink ,  if I could digress for just 
a second ,  in some of the matters that have been raised 
by o u r  h o n o u ra b l e  f r i e n d s  to my left and  the  
Government's right, i n  that you  may create a situat ion,  
a set of laws, that wil l  impact on everyone. Yet there 
is no need for this type of legislation for the honest 
businessperson,  and there are many out there. They 
are the vast majority, as I am sure we can all attest 
to. 

There are only a few, as always, Mr. Speaker, who 
affect the system and cause us to introduce and debate 
this type of legislat ion.  It is u nfortunate those few wil l  
always find a way of gett ing around it ,  of deal ing with 
this type of legislat ion.  I certainly, i n  my conclud ing 
remarks, call on the Government, call on the M i nister 
responsible for Consumer and Corporate Affairs (Mr. 

Connery) to look at this aspect seriously. Again ,  I believe 
the fines and penalties have been i ncreased to try to 
deal with that situat ion,  but to be vigilant and to call 
upon all Manitobans to participate in  this vigi lance. 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): Mr. Speaker, I would  l ike 
to add some remarks to this debate before we move 
it through to committee. I know, from the remarks of 
my col league for Seven Oaks (Mr. M inenko) and others 
who have spoken, there is a general consensus that 
what is being proposed here is necessary. 

I want to add some words to the debate, having had 
a chance to read both the Minister's i ntroductory 
remarks when the Bi l l  was moved for second read ing 
and some of the other comments which have been 
made about the Bi l l ,  both about the Bi l l  as i t  was 
i ntrod uced some year ago by my co l league from 
Elmwood (Mr. Maloway) and the comments others have 
made about the similarity between the two Bi l ls.  

* ( 1 650) 

An Honourable Member: Not nearly as well .  

Mr. Storie: The M inister of  Health (Mr. Orchard) says, 
well ,  i t  was not done nearly as wel l .  The fact of the 
matter is there are many aspects or some aspects of 
th is Bi l l  which have been weakened by the Min ister, 
some that are going to be of concern to consumers, 
and I wil l  d iscuss those a l ittle bit later. 

I wanted to say at the outset that when the M i nister 
was talk ing about the principles of this Bi l l  i t  became 
very interesting that the Min ister in his speech had 
really adopted the Bi l l  as if it was his very own .  When 
he talks about the Bi l l ,  he says he is pleased to introduce 
amendments which will provide for increased protection 
for consumers .  He says, u n d e r  m y  proposed 
amendments, prepaid service contracts wi l l  be l imited 
to 12 months. He says, we have also included a provision 
for an increased cooling-off period . He does this all as 
if he has done this all h imself. He goes on in his speech, 
qu ite characteristically I would say, to denigrate the 
role of the Member for Elmwood (Mr. Maloway) and 
h is contributions. 

T h at i s  the k i n d  of  M i n ister of Consumer  a n d  
Corporate Affairs (Mr. Connery) we have. Rather than 
acknowledge the work that was done by my colleague, 
the Member for Elmwood, done by the New Democratic 
Party Government, he denigrates his role and says he 
did not add anything to this. Instead of admitting the 
truth that this legislation was drafted under the previous 
administrat ion,  that had that Session, the February
March Session of 1 988 proceeded, the Bi l l  would  have 
been introduced and would have been passed , and it 
would have been a stronger Bill than the current Bi l l  
we have before us.  

That is not to say we are not making some progress 
in terms of consumer protection, but we need to put 
on the record the fact that the Minister is really 
p lag iar iz ing  q u i te  l i beral ly f rom the  p revi ous 
admin istration's B i l l .  I n  fact, some would say th is  is the 
Joe B i d en of the C o n servat ive Caucus .  He has 
plagiarized and not acknowledged that he plagiarized . 
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I suppose that we all take l iberties with other people's 
material from time to t ime, but this was a very blatant 
example and the record needs to be very clear on that. 

I want to say this just for the record. The Free Press 
of Thursday, September 8, 1 988, d id a review of the 
legislation that was being proposed by my col league 
for Elmwood , and it said :  "Maloway, Elmwood, unveiled 
another piece of an NOP package proposing stronger 
consumer protection measures for Manitobans. The 
Bil l  would extend the cool ing-off period during which 
a buyer is allowed to back out of an agreement to buy 
items sold door to door. The cool ing-off period would 
be extended from four days to seven, close to the 1 0-
day cool ing-off period in Saskatchewan." This was back 
more than a year ago, in September of 1 988. This Bi l l  
woul d  clearly also ban car dealers from removing 
factory-suppl ied stickers l i st ing the manufacturer's  
suggested price on new cars. 

The fact of the matter is that this is one area where 
the M i nister of Consumer and Corporate Affai rs (Mr. 
Connery) has seriously undermined the strength of this 
legislation. This is one area where the vast majority of 
consu mers wou ld  h ave wanted t hat a d d i t i o n a l  
protection. They would have wanted t h e  car dealership 
to  h ave the respon s i b i l i ty of d i sp lay ing  t h e  
manufacturer's sticker. I th ink when w e  are asking,  o r  
when consumers are faced with o n e  o f  t h e  most 
important purchasing decisions of their l ife, that they 
should have al l  of the protection that we can afford 
them. I do not know what is so onerous about asking 
the retail salespeople, the automobi le dealerships,  to 
ensurf' that the manufacturer's recommended sel l ing 
pr ice be available, that it be on the car so that 
consumers know what the recom mended price is. Then 
clearly if the dealership wishes to provide i ncentives, 
if the dealership wishes to reduce the price or change 
the price, be it up  or down, they are free to do so, but 
the consumer wi l l  have at h is  or her d isposal the 
necessary information. 

This is one of the areas where the M i nister of 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs (Mr. Connery) chose 
to l imit the power of th is B i l l ,  and I do not know whether 
he did that because there are some extremely healthy 
or heavy contributors to the Conservative Party in 
Portage la Prairie who also are automobile dealership  
owners, or whether he just really does not care what 
the impact will be on consumers but, to my way of 
thinking, there was no good rationale for the el imination 
of this provision in the Bill that was introduced by my 
colleague. 

The Minister wi l l  be put on notice that addit ional 
amendments to his legislat ion wil l  undoubtedly be 
i n t rod uced . It i s  o u r  i nt e n t i o n  to strengthen  t h i s  
legislat ion, t o  make it conform with t h e  original i ntent, 
to make sure that when we pass legislation that protects 
consumers we do it as thorough ly and as consistently 
as possible. 

The article goes on to say: "In addit ion, the Bi l l  
would ban personal service firms, including everything 
from martial arts schools and dance schools, to health 
spas, from sel l ing mult i-year or l ifetime membershi ps. 
Contracts would be l imited to one year and sellers would 
have to accept payment in  two or more instal lments. 
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Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, it is interesting to note what the 
M inister had to say with respect to the provisions of 
the Bi l l  that he introduced . He said the protection 
amendment wil l  provide for increased protection for 
consumers who enter contracts with health,  fitness, 
model l ing,  d iet, talent, martial arts, and dance clubs, 
as wel l as door-to-door se l lers .  I n  recent years, 
n umerous health c lubs have closed their doors, and 
the M inister goes on to explain why he is actually 
i ntroducing the amendments which my col league for 
E l mwood i nt roduced  a year ago and wh ich  the  
Conservative Government refused to support and  now, 
in perhaps the i r  dy ing  days, are propos ing t h i s  
legislation i n  order t o  look l i k e  a group i nterested in  
consumer protection legislation and in  protecting the 
consumers. 

They have fai led on one count already, because they 
have actually weakened the Bi l l ,  and the el imination of 
the requ irement of car dealerships to save and to make 
visible the manufacturer's suggested price is a scuttl ing 
of a very good clause and a very good portion of the 
legislat ion. 

The Minister went on to say in  his opening remarks 
that he also proposed amendments that prepaid service 
contracts would be l imited to a length of 12 months. 
That sounds alarmingly simi lar to the comments, the 
reports in  the Free Press about the Bil l that was 
i ntroduced by my colleague again .  Almost item for item, 
almost clause for clause, the legislation introduced by 
the Member for Portage (Mr. Connery), B i l l  No. 63, The 
Consumer Protection Amendment Act (3), is the B i l l  
introduced by my col league in  Private Members' as 
Private Members' legislation. 

We are not i ntending to be jealous of our legislative 
domain .  We are certainly prepared to share this with 
the M inister. Obviously the Minister, on sober second 
thought or perhaps at the urging of some of his more 
enl ightened colleagues, decided that this was important 
legislation and brought i t  forward, and for that he is  
to be commended. At least we wil l  have the opportunity 
as a Legislature to deal with this legislation and perhaps 
to strengthen it if we get the opportunity, but we need 
to have the record clear. The Minister is standing behind 
me. I understand why he is behind me, he is  afraid to 
face me, because he knows that plagiarism even in  the 
Legislature is d i rty business. Now, Mr. Speaker, he is  
prepared to face me, but he is not prepared to say 
anyth ing,  because he knows there is nothing that he 
can say in his defence.-( interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Member 
for Flin Flon. 

Mr. Storie: I am certain that the Member wi l l  reflect 
on h is words, both in the introduction of this Bi l l  and 
his subsequent and somewhat hypocritical attack of 
my colleague from Elmwood (Mr. Maloway), and perhaps 
withdraw those at some other point in the debate on 
this Bi l l .  

Let us talk about the principle of this Bi l l .  There have 
been perhaps only a few other occasions when th is 
Legislature has undertaken what I consider serious 
amendments to consumer protection legislation. We 
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have dealt with and are deal ing with another piece of 
consumer protect ion legis lat ion i n  The Resident ia l  
Tenancies Act, which for some reason has not been 
called by the Government. 

I n  fact , we have been told that the Government is 
not anxious to see that proceed . But aside from that 
Bi l l ,  which we believe is consumer protection legislation, 
again which was prepared by the New Democratic Party 
Government, this legislation is the next most important. 
We have another piece of legislat ion,  B i l l  64, The 
Business Practices Act, which is also important, but 
this one, I bel ieve-

An Honourable Member: A l ittle more in-depth .  

* ( 1 700) 

Mr. Storie: It is, as the M in ister says, a l itt le more in
depth .  But this one, Mr. Speaker, is the one in  my opinion 
that most people wi l l  have reference to should they 
have trouble at the doorstep and in many of their 
transactions, and the most important clause and the 
most important amendment is the one with respect to 
the cooling-off period.  It  is an important one, and it 
ackn owledges two very f u n d amental  p r i n c i p les of 
salesmanship .  Although I have done some sel l ing ,  I 
have other fami ly members who are much more deeply 
i nvolved in salesmanship  and market ing,  and -

An Honourable Member: What are they sel l ing now? 

Mr. Storie: The Member for Thompson (Mr. Ashton) 
asked me who they are sel l ing for. One of them actually 
is sel l ing for Pitney Bowes, and another one is sell ing 
for NCR, both extremely good companies, but they wi l l  
tell you that a good salesperson can often ,  i f  not always 
but  often , rea l ly  i n c rease t h e  va lue  of a sale 
surreptit iously almost. A good salesperson wi l l  almost 
i nevitably sel l  someone more than  t hey or ig i na l ly  
intended to buy. For  some of us, the more affluent, for 
some members of society, that is not a particular 
problem, but for many in our society, the use of good 
sales techniques-and I am not suggest ing there is 
anything u ntoward , anything i l legal i n  the use of good 
salesmanship, the salesman's technique-very often 
people are left in a much worse position as a result of 
the psychology of sel l ing.  This provision, the cooling
off period is a very important way of allowing people 
to reflect on: (a) the necessity of their purchase; and 
(b) the size, scope and the cost of their purchase. 

We know that in  the past , and I th ink to some extent 
sti l l ,  many many people on sober second thought 
change their mind about their purchases, and what this 
does, i t  a l l ows the purchaser t o  escape w i t h  no 
obl igat ion.  The obl igation then falls logical ly on the 
seller. The sel ler has to determine for h is  or herself 
that what they are sel l ing is needed, is requ i red,  is 
adequate or perhaps necessary for the process, the 
service that this person is sel l ing.  The onus now falls 
to a greater extent on the seller to make sure that they 
are being responsible in their job of sel l ing .  What it 
does is it al lows people who are caught u p  in the 
moment ,  who are swayed by p rofess i o n a l  sales 
arguments to do more than they original ly i ntended, 

it allows them a chance to do that sober second thought 
without financial penalty. 

I th ink that is fair. It is certainly, i n  my opinion,  fair 
when it comes to the way many, many of our seniors 
are dealt with in the marketplace. I should  say that 
whi le we are talk ing about door-to-door, by and large, 
we are also talking about sales contracts that are 
entered into in  other arenas. Seniors are a particularly 
vulnerable group. No. 1, this happens when you are 
not in the marketplace all the t ime. They are not always 
as familiar with current prices or costs as perhaps some 
other people are. They also tend to feel more vulnerable, 
less competent with the facts than others in our society. 
Their memory is sometimes, they wil l  acknowledge, not 
what it used to be, and it tends to create contusion 
and u ncertainty when it comes time to sign a sales 
agreement. 

This kind of protection al lows everybody a chance 
to reassess their needs and requirements, as well as 
to reassess the k ind of deal that they have just entered 
into. Mr. Speaker, it will also al low us, the Government, 
to do  a better job of enforcement of these kinds of 
provisions. It wi l l  al low us an opportunity to perhaps 
i dentify some of those people who are sel l ing on the 
edge, who are really fly-by-night operators. 

I am not sure whether we are in  any better position 
than we were a few years ago with respect to fly-by
night operations, people who sell with no intention really 
of delivering a service or a qual ity of service that is 
appropriate. This certainly wi l l  allow people a l ittle more 
leeway to determine whether what they have got and 
what they have undertaken financial ly is consistent with 
what they need and what is possible for a seller to 
provide, so we have a chance to, I think, improve that. 

I t h i n k  t h at there i s  st i l l  room for some other  
improvement in  th is in  terms of  the l iabi l ity tor  the 
purchaser, the l iabi l ity perhaps for the seller as well .  
I n  tact peop le  u n dertake,  s i g n  sales contracts , 
particularly larger ones where we are talking about 
major renovations and so forth ,  where people undergo 
legal costs and other costs as a result of entering i nto 
th is agreement which in  my opinion perhaps should be 
covered by the eager seller, the person who is using 
h igh-pressure sel l ing techniques, using other subtle 
forms of pressure to urge people to sign an agreement . 

If the buyer in h is or her haste undertakes additional 
costs, then perhaps there should be some way of 
sharing that burden with the seller. Mr. Speaker, I 
cert a i n l y  be l ieve t h at t h i s  B i l l  w i l l  create m ore 
responsible sellers and perhaps more thoughtful buyers 
as wel l .  That is one, Mr. Speaker. 

The second area which this Bi l l  deals with is in the 
area of personal service contracts. The Minister i n  his 
opening remarks talked about the fai lure of a number 
of I bel ieve they were health spas or physical education 
clubs or whatever they are called, and it is another 
area where people were habitually r ipped off, if you 
will forgive the expression, Mr. Speaker, part icularly 
those clubs and companies that were offering !ong
term agreements that would extend for three or five 
or ten years and sometimes l ifetime agreements. 

Mr. Speaker, here is another example where the 
responsib i lity l ies on the Government to make sure that 
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there are limits to the obligations of purchasers because 
again, Mr. Speaker, the professional salesperson, well, 
we have all heard the euphemism, sell ice to people 
living in igloos or whatever, dirt to farmers, I do not 
know what other ones there are. A good salesperson 
is difficult to get away from and it is difficult not to 
overextend yourself. This is also very important because 
many of the clubs that this would deal with , many of 
the health spas, many of the recreational clubs, are 
dealing again with a group that is vulnerable. Many of 
these people are attending these clubs, getting involved 
in these activities for self-development , perhaps 
because of concern about their own personal health , 
their personal physique, their personal well-being, a 
whole series of very emotional, psychologically pressing 
issues that make them sign contracts in the heat of 
the moment because of personal lack of self-confidence, 
personal self-doubt, all kinds of things. 

* (1710) 

These personal service organizations and 
establishments tend to feed on those uncertainties. We 
all know, every individual in this Chamber has gone 
through periods of feelings of well-being and then 
depression. It does not matter who you are or what 
your status in life, you go through periods when you 
have less confidence than other periods of time. These 
kinds of contracts that people are signing, these long
term contracts, become an exceptionally onerous 
burden. Long after the need for this particular contract 
has disappeared, the people are obligated to continue 
to pay. So we have to find a way as well to protect 
that group of people and to provide them with a 
reasonable responsible out, and that is not to say we 
want to undermine the selling of those kinds of services. 
All we want to do is provide some form of balance so 
that when people are trapped into these situations 
because of momentary circumstances because they 
are depressed and they want to lose 10 pounds or want 
to look and feel tanned and so forth, we want to make 
sure that there is a balance. They obviously will have 
to fulfill part of their obligation, but there is also an 
out. 

Mr. Speaker, that is only a couple. I know that other 
people have spent some time talking about other 
provisions in here, but we believe that there are also 
some points that the Minister has ignored. I mentioned 
one, and that is the manufacturer's suggested retail 
price. There are two other areas that we will be 
addressing in terms of amendments to this legislation, 
but it is a good first step. It reflects I think a recognition 
that the marketplace, the unfettered marketplace, is 
not necessarily fair to all participants, that in fact there 
have been and there will be winners and losers in the 
marketplace and that all we can do is make sure that 
to the extent that it is possible that the obligations and 
responsibilities of both the buyer and the seller are 
relatively balanced. Where they are not, we have to 
make sure that there are checks and balances so that 
the interests of each party in those negotiations or 
those agreements are protected. 

We have tried to do that I think in this legislation. I 
can tell you that the legislation, because it is our 
legislation, will receive the support of our caucus in 

the main . We also intend to introduce some 
amendments to strengthen it , and to perhaps 
accommodate some of the things that were originally 
intended in the legislation but which have been left out 
by the Minister responsible. 

* (1730) 

So, Mr. Speaker, I think that is more than my t ime 
for this particular Bill and I hope to have an opportunity 
to listen to some of t he ot her comments of my 
colleagues. Thank you. 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): I move, seconded by 
the Member for Interlake (Mr. Uruski), that debate be 
adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

COMMITTEE CHANGES 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): If I might make a 
couple of committee changes. 

I move, seconded by the Member for Flin Flon (Mr. 
Storie) that the Standing Committee on Law 
Amendments be amended as follows: the Member for 
Elmwood (Mr. Maloway) for the Member for Thompson 
(Mr. Ashton); and the Member for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie) 
for the Member for St. Johns (Ms. Wasylycia-Leis). 

I further move, seconded by the Member for Flin 
Flon, that the Standing Committee on Municipal Affairs 
be amended as follows: the Member for Dauphin (Mr. 
Plohman) for the Member for Concordia (Mr. Doer); 
and the Member for Interlake (Mr. Uruski) substituting 
for the Member for Elmwood. 

BILL NO. 64-THE BUSINESS 
PRACTICES ACT 

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the 
Honourable Minister of Consumer and Co-operative 
Affairs (Mr. Connery), Bill No. 64, The Business Practices 
Act; Loi sur les pratiques commerciales, standing in 
the name of the Honourable Member for Seven Oaks 
(Mr. Minenko), the Honourable Member for Seven Oaks. 

Mr. Mark Minenko (Seven Oaks): Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to put a few short comments with respect to this 
particular legislation that the Minister has brought 
forward for consideration. Again I look to its passage 
into committee for discussion by the community that 
is going to be affected by the legislation, both 
consumers and the business community. 

I think it would be indeed a valuable exercise to hear 
comments from both sides, as well as any individuals 
who want to participate. I would certainly hope that 
for Bill No. 63 and Bill No. 64 the Government can, in 
some fashion, put out the information so that the 
greatest number of people can participate in the debate 
on these two companion pieces of legislation that 
attempt to deal with a problem from a different angle 
dealing with similar-type problems. 

We in the Liberal Party feel that the function of the 
Department of Consumer and Corporate Affairs is to 
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protect the citizens of Manitoba from abuse by the 
private sector. I think we should temper the comment 
"by the private sector" to also add that the vast majority 
of the people who are in business do not abuse the 
purchasing publ ic and, as such, are i ndeed outstanding 
citizens in  the Province of Manitoba and should be 
congratulated . 

I have taken many opportunities over the last several 
months to indeed speak on small businesses and the 
importance of small business to Manitoba and indeed 
all business to Manitoba, because we certainly see that 
when this Government has no economic development 
agenda ,  where the M i n i ster respons ib le  for Ru ral 
Development (Mr. Penner) tel ls us wait t i l l  the next 
budget for a rural economic development strategy, I 
think we indeed have to put more weight on the 
shoulders of our private businesspeople to develop an 
eco n o m i c  strategy for t h e i r  compan ies ,  for t h e i r  
industries, because certain ly t h e  Government has not 
been showing very much. 

I ndeed in some of the in itiatives that they have tried 
to take-and I emphasize the word "try" -we find 
delays. I simply need to remind people in  the Chamber 
here and indeed Manitobans about earlier comments 
about the Business Start Program and some of the 
answers that I received in response to q uestions that 
I posed to the Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness) and 
the Minister of Industry and Trade (Mr. Ernst). Indeed 
I was greatly d isappointed in  the manner that they have 
been progressing en the Business Start Program but, 
thankful ly, it is now in  place. Hopefully, i n  a short period 
of time, we can see Manitobans being able to take 
advantage of this particular program while we see 
towns, vil lages, cities across this province being ravaged 
by the Free Trade Agreement, ravaged by the actions 
of the federal Tory Government. It  is indeed encouraging 
to  see t h at no one seems t o  be  express i n g  any 
opposition to these comments at al l  i n  this Chamber 
today. 

M r. Speaker, when we look to this particular legislation 
introduced by the Min ister, and he titled his press 
release a few short weeks ago " Law to Curb Dishonest 
Business Practices." I th ink that some of my previous 
comments on Bil l  No.  63 can equal ly apply to this 
legislation in  that one of the things that I have certainly 
found i n  speaking to my constituents going door-to
door the last several months and over the last 15 months 
is that people are often unaware of many of the laws, 
many of the rights they have. Just to buttress my 
previous comments, I would  just l ike to add that again 
this is indeed a challenge that has to be addressed by 
any Government. 

U p  to now, Governments have not succeeded in 
providing the type of education out to Manitobans so 
that they are indeed aware. In  d iscussions with the 
M i n ister of Consumer and  Corporate Affa irs ( M r. 
Connery), I understand he is indeed qu ite concerned 
about this. 

I n  the review of Estimates, we see that this particular 
department has not very m uch money for advertising. 
I certain ly hope that the Government comes up with 
some initiatives to deal with this particular problem, 
because I think an important aspect of consumerism 

is knowledge. You can only deal from a position of 
strength if you have knowledge about the rules and 
regulations that govern sales of various goods and 
services in this province. 

M r. Speaker, when we look to legislation that we have 
before us, such as Bi l l  64, we have to keep that in  
mind .  As I dealt with it to some degree in my previous 
debate under 64, I will just end my comments with 
respect to that, st i l l  wanting to emphasize to the 
Government that I sti l l  feel that is an important aspect 
to their job in  this province in providing assistance to 
people. 

When you look to this piece of legislation, we certainly 
can get caught up  in  some of the specifics, but I th ink 
that we need to look to some of the specifics. I look 
forward to the committee stage where not only people, 
Manitobans, our constituents, wi l l  be able to comment 
on this legislation but also to perhaps question some 
of the people who have been involved with some of 
the technical aspects. 

* ( 1 720) 

Again we see that this legislation, although very 
important to all of our constituents because it wi l l  affect 
them i n  t h e i r  d ay-to-day operat ion i n  sa les and 
purchases, is indeed very technical , especially when i t  
deals with defin itions and these sorts of  things. So I 
certainly would call on Members of the Chamber to 
review some of these things. 

When we look to Section 2 . ( 1 )(d), I would certainly 
l ike to ask the Minister at some future opportunity about 
this particular paragraph in the Act that deals with "a 
representation that goods are new or unused when 
they are not" and "have been altered or recond it ioned , 
or have been reclaimed from a previous purchaser. "  

I a m  just wondering whether this particular legislation 
will be broad enough to cover the problem that we see 
from time to t ime arising as a result of sales of Autopac 
write-offs to people, where people have found that they 
have purchased the vehicle and find out that it is really 
a vehicle made up of parts of many vehicles. There 
have been some situations that we have certainly seen 
in  the press from the United States where they packed 
on the back of a '63 to the front end of a '62 and you 
have got a '62-and-a-half vehicle. I will certain ly be 
looking to the Minister and his staff to deal with that 
particular problem whether this particular section deals 
with that problem. 

The next issue as well is the definition of "suppl ier. "  
It means "a person who, in  the  course of  business, 
sells or solicits," etc. Again ,  we know that many people 
carry on bus i n esses on the s i d e  to  the i r  reg u l a r  
employment, whether they b e  civil servants o f  whatever 
level of Govern ment ,  whether they be ind iv iduals 
working for Crown corporations or larger corporations 
as a sideline. Does that necessari ly include many of 
these people? 

I am also wondering then whether the tie-in between 
the previous d iscussion under 2.( 1 )(d)  and some of the 
Autopac problems, wi l l  this then apply to people who 
work out of their back lanes, causing d isturbances to 
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people around them, whether this particular section 
would apply to deal with suppliers who supply vehicles 
in those conditions? I think those questions have to 
be answered as well. 

When we look to this, the rest of the legislation, we 
certainly see that the Director of the Consumers' Bureau 
will have increased power to issue certain orders, obtain 
assurances and take civil action on behalf of consumers 
where it is in the public interest. 

I think this last point, taking civil action on behalf of 
consumers, is an important aspect to this legislation 
because oftentimes people are indeed dissuaded from 
actually ensuring that their rights are being enforced. 
We all know the expense of legal action. Whether you 
do it on your own or you hire someone, court costs 
are involved. Then again, if you hire counsel, again they 
are tremendously expensive suits to carry on. 

That is certainly something as a barrister or solicitor 
in this province I have certainly been concerned about 
in that what is happening is that people who can afford 
Legal Aid and people over a certain income, say $50,000 
a year, can indeed have legal representation and enforce 
their rights. But what about that middle-class group of 
people, a group of people that keeps getting hit by 
taxes like we have seen happening over the last several 
years under the previous administration where we have 
had a number of sales tax increases, where we have 
had a 2 percent tax increase which allowed people who 
could put more RRSPs away to deduct that before the 
2 percent is counted. 

Again, it hits those people who work for employers, 
have some sort of pension plan . It has certainly hit 
them the most. Here again, legal costs prevent many 
of these people from enforcing their rights for making 
sure obligations taken on by businesspeople are indeed 
effected. This particular section again is an important 
section, and we have read from time to time and seen 
from time to time where Legal Aid Manitoba often takes 
on various issues of general interest, of community 
interest, to litigation to ensure that various aspects of 
the law are indeed enforced. So I certainly feel that 
this aspect of this legislation is indeed important. 

However, Mr. Speaker, as my previous comments on 
Bill 63 pointed out, there will always be a small number 
of people who are prepared to take advantage of 
yourself and myself, no matter what the law is. I think 
that is the problem that we are facing. I think 
Government has to strike the balance between placing 
onerous regulations on businesses while trying to do 
something, trying to protect a certain group of people. 
If we find that sort of situation happening, I think we 
have to review the entire situation to see whether we 
are indeed addressing the problem that we are trying 
to address. 

Mr. Speaker, I would suggest and submit to this 
honourable Chamber that is a problem that we are still 
going to encounter. We still will encounter those people 
who come to our doors, who come to our constituents' 
doors, who come to our neighbours' doors, and promise 
the world and deliver very little. We will still encounter 
the problem of enforcing. We will undoubtedly encounter 
the difficulties with going after these people who take 

3903 

advantage of us, of you and me, because they have 
indeed disappeared into the night, as sometimes has 
happened in various communities across this province. 
It happens too often. I think this is a problem that has 
to be addressed. How it is going to be addressed, I 
think to a certain degree, by education. If people know 
what the law is, they know what their rights are, what 
the obligations the supplier, as this legislation sets out 
and defines, has to them they will be in a better position 
to make that choice when that person comes to the 
door to sell a particular product. 

However, Mr. Speaker, as a Member of the Legislature 
who represents an area of hard-working people who 
lived in their own homes for many years, who are indeed 
what is referred to as seniors, I think this is indeed a 
group of people that Government will have to work 
very closely with. Too often , we read in our newspapers, 
hear in the media, hear from our constituents, about 
this person or that person being taken advantage of, 
that all of a sudden they had money for their retirement 
and with a swift stroke of the pen they no longer have 
that security. 

Mr. Speaker, just recently one of my neighbours 
brought to my attention a matter that one of her friends 
or relatives was involved in and said, Mark, I was just 
at court and this was what was happening and this was 
the case and maybe you read about it, and explained 
to me what had happened, where the people came to 
the door, suggested certain things to the individual. 
The person who was not maybe necessarily 
knowledgeable with their rights and duties of the 
supplier to them said, yes, I agree with you that this 
is something that perhaps I should be doing, and quickly. 
The product was certainly inferior to what was being 
suggested to the individual , and it cost him 
tremendously more than the value of even quality 
services and supplies were to that particular individual. 

* (1730) 

So, Mr. Speaker, I still think we are going to be faced 
with situations like that and I understand that the 
Minister has, in previous debates with myself and 
various Members of this Chamber, commented on 
developing a volunteer network in the community to 
provide the information, to encourage people to work 
together, to call the Consumers' Bureau, because 
oftentimes people are caught at the door, a problem 
is pointed out to them, and oftentimes these problems 
relate to the building , the structure, the place that they 
and their spouse had lived in for 30, 40, 50 years, that 
they purchased when they were young, purchased when 
they were building a family, in many parts of our city, 
and took pride in developing. Again, my community is, 
unlike many other communities, where people indeed 
take a pride in their home, in their property, to ensure 
that it is kept well and in good repair. When somebody 
comes in and points out a crack or points out another 
perceived deficiency, they are taken aback. 

Certainly, myself , who has been doing some 
renovations to my own place, trying to improve it and 
bringing it up to the standard of the other homes on 
the street, I might be perhaps in a situation or been 
able to say, well , that is not really serious or let me 
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check it out. But how many people are in that situation? 
I th ink,  Mr. Speaker, that th is need has to be addressed 
and Government does have a responsib i l ity to ensure 
that people who are constituents are not being taken 
advantage of by unscrupulous suppl iers of various 
goods and services. 

So I would certainly l ike to see this Bi l l  brought to 
committee, this Bill to be reviewed by Members of this 
Chamber on the committee, that some of the drafters 
of the legislation be questioned as to some of the 
technicalities where, I th ink before a Bi l l  becomes law, 
some problems perhaps could be pointed out and dealt 
with before rather than later. I th ink it is equally 
important that we hear from both consumers and from 
businesses, because oftenti mes they can show us where 
a particular piece of legislat ion could be strengthened , 
how it might negatively affect any portion of our 
community, and how we can provide legislation that 
deals with the problem that we attem pt to address. 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): Mr. Speaker, I move, 
seconded by the Member for I nterlake (Mr. Uruski), 
that debate be adjourned . 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 33-THE ECOLOGICAL 
RESERVES AMENDMENT ACT 

Mr. Speaker: O n  the  p r o p osed m o t i o n  of the  
Honourable M inister o f  Natural Resources (Mr. Enns), 
Bill No. 33, The Ecological Reserves Amendment Act; 
Loi modifiant la Loi sur les reserves ecologiques, 
standing in  the name of the H onourable Member for 
Thompson (Mr. Ashton). 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson):  Mr. Speaker, I would 
first of al l  l ike to thank the Members of the Legislature 
for allowing this matter to remain standing in my name. 
I know I had adjourned it some time ago, and I 
appreciate the fact that the Members d id  al low their 
M LAs to speak i n  the interim.  

I just want to speak very briefly on th is .  It is a B i l l  
that, as the Member for  Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) pointed 
out, had been drafted. In fact , the Member for Dauphin 
had been in the process of introducing that into the 
Leg is lature pr ior to  the fal l of the previous N O P  
Government. I f  o n e  wanted t o  b e  a l ittle bit cynical, 
one would ask perhaps if the current Government had 
thought that the question of paying royalties to the 
in it iators of this. I was somewhat d isappointed they had 
not g iven credit to the fact that the Member for Dauphin 
( M r. P l o h m a n )  was very actively i n volved in the  
development o f  this. I n  fact, he pointed out  in  debate, 
Mr. Speaker, that he had a meeting two days prior to 
the b u dget wh ich  had led t o  the d efeat of the  
Government in  regard to th i s  very specific B i l l ,  this 
identical Bi l l .  

I t h i n k  the Mem ber for  Dau p h i n  ( M r. P lohman)  
deserves credit for  i t .  I was as  puzzled as  the  Member 
for Dauphin that this was not brought in  during the 
last Session of the Legislature, the first Session of the 
previous Government. I suspect it was because they 

wanted to have a Session without much in the way of 
part icu lar  su bstance, and certa in ly that was what 
evolved. 

There were not many Bi l ls of substance in the last 
Session, but now that it has been introduced, I want 
to ind icate that our caucus is quite happy to be co
operative in terms of getting this Bi l l  into second 
reading. I n  fact, I wi l l  be the final speaker on second 
reading on this particular Bil l . I understand the Liberals 
do have at least one more speaker, but we certainly 
would  anticipate having this Bi l l  go to committee, if not 
t h i s  week ,  certa i n ly when we resume s i t t ing  the  
beginning o f  January. 

I d id  want to indicate it is a matter of particular 
concern when one looks at the fact that we are deal ing 
with many species that are d isappearing on a daily 
basis across the wor l d .  I t h i n k  t hese are some 
substantive measures that can be taken by having a 
d irector in charge, for example, of ecological reserves. 
I think that is a very significant matter. I clearly empower 
the Min ister to enter into agreements. I think that is 
a very significant move, and I would put this in the 
general category as an environmental Bi l l .  

I referred to env ironmental  matters ear l ie r  th is  
Session. I want to indicate, once again ,  we i n  the  New 
Democratic Pany have ind icated that as a priority we 
have requested that the Government call the current 
Bi l ls,  and I do thank the Government for responding 
positively. We have requested the six environmental 
Bills be called so that we can debate them this week 
and attempt to get them in the second reading,  and 
pass them as expeditiously as possible. 

I would  l ike once again to acknowledge the co
operation of the Member for Morris, the Acting House 
Leader (Mr. Manness) last week and the current House 
Leader this week, the Government House Leader (Mr. 
Mccrae), for call ing those Bi l ls so that we can debate 
them and get them through to committee. I th ink that 
is important. 

I think the message we have to send to Manitobans, 
cert a i n ly o u r  caucus wishes t o  send ,  is t h at 
environmental matters wi l l  receive a top priority of our 
caucus and of Members of the Legislature, and we are 
wi l l ing to expedite Bi l ls to the ful lest extent possible, 
particularly a Bil l of this nature, which as I said ,  Mr. 
Speaker, was developed by the previous Government, 
was developed i n  fact by the Member for Dauphin (Mr. 
Plohman) in conjunction with the department. I th ink 
if credit is due on this Bi l l ,  really the credit should go 
to the  department for in itiating this, and the  work that 
has been done by the Member for Dauphin and also 
by the Minister of Natural Resources (Mr. Enns). 

With those few words, we al low this Bi l l  to pass 
through to second reading and into committee, and 
we look forward to committee hearings and passage 
of this Bi l l  early in the new year. 

Mrs. Gwen Charles (Selkirk): Mr. Speaker, I am very 
p leased to be able to speak on this Bi l l .  We have been 
waiting for such a Bi l l  to come in all of last year, and 
it is very obvious that we do need such a Bi l l  that wi l l  
protect and promote ecological reserves in our province. 
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I d o  have some d ifficu l ty  in u nderstan d i n g  th is  
Government though, because they seem to have two 
opinions on what to do with the natural resources. At 
the opening of this Session,  the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) 
stated h i m se l f  t h at G overn m e n t  is  c o m m i tted to 
developing our natural resources as an engine of growth 
for rural and northern Manitoba. I have not heard any 
statement appropriately saying the same that we should 
have our natural resources kept i n  its prist ine state 
wherever possible and used for the future of Manitobans 
and not just for the mining of Manitobans. 

We have seen Repap come in  where we have not 
been able to have an EIS done on the complete program 
to be undertaken by Repap. They have been g iven one
fifth of our land surface to take trees from,  but no 
assessment has been done of what already is there, 
so we should know the impact on  wi ldl ife and on  our 
environment. We have been having to wait for  a year 
now to f ind out what wil l  be happening under Repap 
to our forestry reserves. 

Ecological reserves are the thing of the future and, 
if they are not undertaken immediately, they wi l l  be too 
late, and be a hope and dream of the past.  The 
importance of ecological reserves are not just to set 
aside land that is useless in the terms of non-productive. 
It  is  not land that has to be set aside in the North or 
in  remote areas. An ecological reserve should be set 
aside throughout all parts and places in the Province 
of M anitoba, including our urban areas. It is most 
important that we maintain a level of environment versus 
human l ife as we know it today. It can be done very 
successful ly within cities and within  rural communities. 
I am afraid that al l  too often we think of these reserves 
as being our untouched wilderness and our u ntouched 
northern areas, and we should be looking more forward 
to seeing them developed within the outskirts and within 
our own communities themselves. 

* ( 1 740) 

I was very pleased as a member of counci l  in the 
Town of Selkirk to be able to encourage and have 
dedicated a part of our commun ity within the Town of 
Selkirk as an environmentally significant area, which 
is only a beginning,  to say that land, even within an 
u r ban concept ,  is i m portant  a n d  u n i q u e  for t h e  
environment that i t  i s  itself, a n d  for the future and 
understanding of our environment. 

I would  have l iked to have seen some statements 
with in this Bill perhaps dedicating a certain percentage 
of land to environmentally ecological reserves, so that 
we would know what levels we should be looking at, 
even if it were a goal to have been reached. We certainly 
are not going to set aside 1 00 percent of the province. 
That would be impossible and unrealistic, but we should 
be looking at what we have now and be able to say 
what we can sustain as ecological reserves i nto the 
future in the same way that we are trying with in our 
country to work toward getting a Parks Act i n  place, 
so that al l  the provincial parks and al l  the federal parks 
land that has been identified as being important to our 
future can be set aside as qu ickly as possible, i n  order 
that we can have that land maintaining itself, and being 
developed environmentally and ecologically i nto the 
future. 
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We often think of many parts of our province as 
b e i n g  l i t t le  ava i lab le  to  m an k i n d .  Yet i n  o u r  
environmental world where w e  have acid rain ,  where 
we have a changing cl imate, no part of our environment 
is untouched by mankind.  What is not accomplished 
by land, we now can do by air, by water pollution and 
by changes in water and climate control .  We look toward 
Conawapa Darn which is going to be developed with in 
an area set aside for environmental and ecological 
reserves, and we wonder what is this dedication of this 
Government to such an area. 

Within this Bi l l  and Act, there is no procedure which 
the Government has to go through in order to remove 
the designation of an ecological reserve, and I th ink it 
would be appropriate for us to look at this in committee 
to determine how easily Government could ,  in any future 
t ime, remove the designation as an ecological reserve 
in order  to perhaps s t r ip  the  env i ronment  of i ts  
resources in  that particu lar area. I th ink that is very 
important, although perhaps politically it  would not be 
something a Government would wish to do in the future. 
It could be economically enticing for a Government to 
do so, and they may try to slip it through without the 
publ ic's notice. 

In the same way, I notice that the public is not referred 
to really in this Bi l l .  That is unfortunate, because I think 
i n  order to have support and encouragement for 
Government to set aside land, we have to have the 
public know why it is important that should be done, 
and why the setting aside of land will help future 
generations. 

As I previously mentioned, we have to look at where 
t h i s  l a n d  is ,  and  n ot always leave the i dea t hat 
environmental areas are somewhere else, but that the 
environment begins under our feet. We saw just this 
last summer the wonderful arrival of two panda bears 
f rom the Rep u b l i c  of C h i na ,  and  t h at was very 
magnificent to see those animals, and very d isturbing 
to real ize that they are an endangered species. We 
have to also remind people that even the ugliest bug 
or the unknown organisms that are beyond our eyesight 
are also environmentally endangered, and that they 
have as much significance to our land as a cuddly panda 
bear. We must notice that in  order to have mankind 
exist, we must guarantee some balance of nature as 
wel l .  Again ,  this cannot always take place outside of 
where mankind treads but wi l l  have to take place within 
our useful land area. 

We are finding in more developed nations that this 
balance between what the land can g ive and produce 
and what man can take is a very fragi le situation, and 
mankind can easily upset that balance. Sometimes in 
our l ifestyle we have encouraged in developing some 
of these nations, we have i ndeed endangered their 
environment by not understanding what the history of 
that land has been. We have encouraged people to not 
be nomads but to settle down and, in doing so, have 
destroyed their land and their water suppl ies. 

We here in  Canada are very able to wisely use our 
land ,  and nature has replenished it and been able to 
replenish it quite wel l ,  but there wil l  come a time at 
the rate of development where that is not to be the 
case. Within 1 00 years, we have already destroyed at 
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least half of our topsoi l  in the country. In many areas 
in Alberta, more than half, wel l  more than half of topsoi l  
has been destroyed . Where a quarter of an i nch of 
topsoil may take hundreds of years to come back, we 
al low it to be blown away at a rate of inches a year. 

Setting aside ecological reserves should not be only 
seen i n  the eyes of the publ ic to be some wonderful 
wi lderness scene far away from our h ighways, but 
should also be seen as land set aside  as reserves for 
the future in  al l  parts of the province. I know there is 
a movement on for tall prairie grass areas to be set 
aside and bought out, and we only have a small 
percentage, less than 1 percent of our land surface 
left in  prairie grass. Obviously, wherever it is, we could 
f ind new areas should be set aside for its significance. 

That can happen as well in downtown Winn ipeg. To 
have significant areas of land mass- and I th ink we 
are all looking toward The Forks as being set aside 
again as an ecologically important area, if not a reserve, 
so it can be allowed to grow back into the way it wou ld  
have naturally developed if  we had not  interfered . We 
can learn not only what has been, but that we can al low 
th ings to go back to some degree the way nature 
intended it to be. 

This is an important Bi l l .  It will determine our future 
in our determi nation of importance that we g ive to this.  
If this goes through and is never acted upon,  it  wi l l  be 
a g o o d  i n d icat i o n  of  the lack  o f  s u p port  by any 
Government for the  environment. It is important to  have 
our land set aside before we further destroy it. It  is 
important to say land is significant and that we must 
protect it. I would hope that once introduced and 
passed , we wil l  see a very strong monitoring of our 
land ,  that we wil l  see an inventory taken i n  great detai l 
of land that can and should be set aside, and that we 
wi l l  see Government support charges of people or 
industries or any group organization which destroys 
land in any ways or means. 

Our environment is precious and this Act is one step 
toward ensuring that this precious commodity will be 
here for futures to come. I support it, as my Party does, 
and we look forward to passing it through committee 
and hope we will always, in Government and in this 
bui ld ing,  enhance and work toward a real istic and 
promising future through setting aside our land and 
ecological reserves. 

Mr. Bill Uruski ( Interlake): Mr. Speaker, I would l ike 
to put a few comments on the B i l l  with respect to this 
piece of legislation and add my support to the passage 
of this Act. We want to do what we can as a Legislature 
to protect any species that may be endangered and 
this piece of legislat ion, while it sets u p  the framework 
for proceeding with this policy, the real proof of the 
pudding wil l be in how we administer the policies arising 
from this legislat ion. 

What I would hope occurs - M r. Speaker, we have 
been debating the changes in The Assessment Act
is that some of the suggestions that we have made for 
a dual evaluation system under The Assessment Act 
will al low the Government to protect and use The 
Assessment Act to protect species under this Act. For 

example, if there is wi ld l ife or bird habitat that may 
req u i re to be p rotected because of i t  be ing  an 
endangered species, then there would be the tools 
under The Assessment Act to lessen. I f  these lands 
are held privately, then in  fact these lands could be 
assessed at a lower value than agricultural lands, 
because the agricultural land component is now within 
The Assessment Act, and the species would be able 
to be protected by protecting the habitat. 

* ( 1 750) 

M r. Speaker, it is my hope that the Government will 
look at the amendments that we wil l  be urging upon 
them under The Mun icipal Assessment Act and be able 
to al low citizens who may be interested in  protecting 
the endangered species -(interjection)- I gather there 
is a bit of conversation going around  and I will continue 
my remarks. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh !  

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Member 
for the I nterlake has the floor -(interjection)- Order, 
please. The Honourable Member for the I nterlake. 

Mr. Uruski: Mr. Speaker, some Members, if they wish 
to participate in  a debate, certainly they are welcome 
to rise and put their comments on the record. 

This legislation, as was mentioned by other Members, 
had  been proposed by t h e  b ureaucracy in the  
Department of  Natural Resou rces. It follows along the 
proposals i n  the legislation passed by this House a 
number of years ago setting up the ecological reserves. 
A number of those reserves were set aside because 
they were protecting not habitat but flora and fauna. 
I guess those words would best describe the situation. 

For exam ple ,  there is Rei n deer Island o n  Lake 
Wi n n i pe g .  That has been p rotected u n d e r  that 
leg is lat io n ,  and  n o  fur ther  encroachment  of  
development is al lowed in  those areas. The whole 
question of the native prairie grasses, and the protection 
of those areas of the province which have in most 
instances been ploughed under and used for agricultural 
purposes, have been protected under that legislation. 

I wou l d  t h i n k  that the pereg r i n e  falcon as an 
endangered species has been brought into Manitoba 
for further propagation but yet is j ust beginn ing to take 
hold in its rejuvenation as an endangered species, will 
be, I am certain ,  one of the species that will be protected 
by this Act . So it is certain ly a piece of legislation that 
is welcome and I am sure is supported by all Members 
in  this Assembly. 

I want to reiterate that the proof of the pudding wi l l  
i n  fact be in  the way that lands- because primarily 
what we will have to do is not only designate species 
that may be endangered , but we will have to do 
something about protecting their habitat, the area, their 
environment in  which they can reproduce, can be kept 
safe so that they will flourish . 

The M in ister of Agriculture (Mr. Findlay). I think I 
mentioned had a project in his own area, the protection 
of  l a n d s  u n d e r  the H E L P  P rogram . One way of 
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enhancing that would  be to encourage citizens who 
have lands held privately to keep those lands out of 
production and let them be maintained as habitat for 
wildl ife, but especially for endangered species of birdlife 
or wi ld l ife. Both wou ld be very necessary. 

One of the wildlife, which many people may in a sense 
cringe upon, is the d isappearance of our garter snakes 
in the I nterlake. I know that the Min ister of Natural 
Resources (Mr. Enns) th is year imposed a moratorium 
on the picking of garter snakes and that industry 
provided job opportun it ies for a large number of Native 
people in my own constituency, Native people from the 
Dog Creek Reserve. It wou ld be no d ifferent from 
fishermen. It would  be seasonal employment in  which 
they made a few thousand dol lars of income as a result 
of catch ing garter snakes which were used for research 
purposes. 

The  n u m ber  of  g arter  sn akes h as d ropped off 
phenomenally and I want to tell you in  the I nterlake 
region,  and I recall going back 25 years, you could see 
the highways l i ttered with garter snakes which were 
trampled by automobi les. Today, you wi l l  be lucky to 
f ind one even in the Narcisse area where the pits are 
concerned .- ( interjection)- No, no. Mr. Speaker, some 
Members may be in  a jocular mood on the issue that 
I am touching upon, but it really is not in terms of the 
value of the garter snake and the value that i t  has been 
used for research for medical purposes and otherwise. 
Although it has created d ifficulty for people in  the Native 
community, I th ink the ban that was placed probably 
can be supported. M r. Speaker, I think the Attorney 
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General (Mr. Mccrae) wishes to make some statements 
and I wi l l  end my comments here in support of this 
legislat ion.  

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, I would now move, seconded by the 
Honourable M inister of Housing (Mr. Ducharme)- and 
before I do that, I would thank the H onourable Member 
for I nterlake (Mr. Uruski) for h is accommodation-that 
Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair and that tile House 
resolve itself into a Committee to consider of the Supply 
to be granted to Her Majesty. 

* ( 1 800) 

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable 
Government House Leader (Mr. Mccrae), seconded by 
the Honourable Minister of Housing (Mr. Ducharme), 
that M r. Speaker do now leave the Chair and the House 
resolve itself into a Committee to consider of the Supply 
to be granted to Her Majesty. Agreed. (The Honourable 
Member for M innedosa (Mr. G i l leshammer) in  the Chair 
for the Department of Energy and M ines; and the 
Honourable Member for Burrows (Mr. Chornopyski) in 
the Chair for the Department of Northern Affairs.) 

The hour being 6 p .m. ,  I am leaving the Chair with 
the understanding that the House wil l  reconvene at 8 
p .m.  i n  Committee of Supply. 




