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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Monday, 18 July, 1983. 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: Present ing Pet it io ns 
. . . Reading and Receiving Petitions . . . Present ing 
Reports By Standing and Special Committees . 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TABLING OF REPORTS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health .  

HON. l .  DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, I have a statement. 
M r. Speaker, t here was a Cabinet meet ing just a little 
while ago and we had t his statement p repared, but it 's  
p repared mo re as a p ress statement, and I hate l ike 
heck to talk abo ut what the Honourable Minister of 
Health, Mr. Desjardins, did and so on,  so it 's not written. 
If t his is accepted . . .  Thank you.  

MR. SPEAKER: Go ahead. 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: "Fol lowing discussions with 
health officials and a meet ing of Cabinet" - I might as 
well read it the way it is - " Health Minister, L . L .  
Desjardins has announced that co nditions regarding 
West ern  Equ ine  Encep ha l it i s  do not warrant t he 
declarat io n  of an emergency situation at th is t ime, but 
the situat io n  is being mo nitored clo sely. 

"The Health Minister emphasized t hat alt hough the 
Culex tarsalis mosquitoes co nt inue to be high, and viral 
activity has been identified in  chicken flocks, t here is 
not sufficient evidence at t his t ime to warrant a healt h 
emergency. 

"Mr. Desjardins said t hat a subcommittee of Cabinet 
composed of t he Minister of Environment, Government 
Services and myself has been given a mandate to t ake 
any act ions which are deemed necessary. 

"The Healt h M in i ster emp h asized, 'We are st i l l  
considering a n  aerial spraying program as a last resort , '  
and restated that the City of Winnipeg wil l  be expanding 
its larviciding p rogram to an area 15 miles beyond t he 
perimeter. 

"Mr. Desjardins said t hat the warning issued to 
Manito bans last week to take p rotective measures 
against t he disease is co nt inued. These measures 
include" - and I have repeated t his quite often,  Mr. 
Speaker, because I th ink I want to emphasize t hat if 
this is done we p ro bably wo uldn't need the spraying 
and t his is certainly the most important t hing to do 
and every individual should t ake note of that - "where 
possible, avoid being o ut doors during t he sunset hours 
when mo squitoes are more act ive. 

" People should wear lo ng pants and lo ng-sleeved 
clot hing to minimize skin exposure. L ight co lo ured 
clot hing is less att ract ive to mosquitoes. The use of 
insect repellent is st rongly reco m mended. Infant s 
transpo rted in carriages sho uld be p rotected by netting 
and the use of well-maintained screens on doors and 
windows. 

"Mr. Desjardins  said t hat a p ubl ic  in fo rm at io n  
campaign  is  being developed i mmedi ately and a 
t elep ho ne i nfo rmat io n centre is being est abl ished 
thro ugh Emergency Measures Organizat io n to answer 
quest io ns and co ncerns t he p ublic may have. These 
services are expected to be in p lace early th is week." 

Thank you,  Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, I t hank t he M inister 
for his stat ement . I wo uld say that if the officials of the 
Department o f  Health have assured the Minister that 
t here is no p u blic health emergency o r  incipient p ublic 
health emergency at the p resent t ime, t hen we on t his 
side have no quarrel with or criticism of t his statement 
and t his position that he has just art iculated. 

S ir, if t here is d ifference o f  opinion i n  the ranks of 
the Execut ive Council and t he government over the 
efficacy of using t he o ne known p roven weapo n to 
p rotect t he p ublic health and safety and t hat is an aerial 
spray campaign against t he vecto r mosquito, t hen we 
would reject t his kind of a position and regard it as 
highly equivocal and highly unfort unate. 

I do not know t hat t here is that difficulty in the ranks 
of the Execut ive Council, but I must say to t he M i nister, 
M r. Speaker, that t here seems to be current intelligence 
to t hat effect , to the effect that t he government is split 
o n  whet her to engage in aerial spraying or not and 
certainly to engage in t he use of the p roven insect icide 
Baygon.  If t hat 's t he case, S ir, t hen t his posit ion is not 
acceptable. 

The p rotect io n  of t he safety and health of t he p u blic 
must be paramount in  t his situat ion ;  that must come 
first .  When t he M inister says that he and his colleagues 
are st i l l  co nsidering an aerial spraying p rogram as a 
last reso rt , I have to ask t he quest ion ,  S ir, why a last 
resort? If t here is clear evidence that t here is a t hreat 
to public healt h  and safety, an aerial spraying p rotect io n 
p rogram is not a last reso rt ; it 's virt ually a first resort 
and I would hope t h at the government has ordered t he 
spray aircraft and has order the insect icide and is ready 
to go ; and when t hey talk about monitoring t he sit uation, 
I t rust t hey are monitoring on an ho urly basis. 

MR. SPEAKER: Does t he Honourable M inister have 
another statement? 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: Yes, I have. Whilst t his is being 
dist ributed I hope that I will be asked th is  quest ion  o r  
I can t reat that statement a s  a quest io n  because t here 
were d irect quest io ns to me that I should have t he right 
to answer - (Interject ion)  - I'll take it as asked if yo u 
wish. 

There is another statement that had been p ro m ised 
to t he Ho use,  a req uest o f  t h e  mem bers o f  t he 
opposit io n.  

M r. Speaker, o n  March 29,  1 983, I advised t he House 
of reco mmendations that I had endorsed following a 
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preliminary i nvestigation i nto the events surrounding 
the death of Mr. Alvin Nystrom while being  tra nsferred 
from the Hospita l in Flin Flon to Winnipeg. 

A full review of staffing in the nursing depa rtment 
of the hospita l with special reference to the Intensive 
Care U nit  and Casualty D epartment, has now being 
made by Nursing Sta ndards Officers from the Manitoba 
H ea lth Servi ces C om mi ssi o n  a n d  a report,  wi t h  
recommendati o n s, has been forwa rded to t he 
Governing Boa rd of the H ospitaL I understand the 
Commissi on is  currently awaiting a response from the 
H ospita l following this report. 

I would like to point out, contrary to suggesti ons 
made in the media , there was no evidence, from the 
review tha t  wa s ma de,  to i n di cate  a ny la c k  of 
professionalism by the nursing staff i n  the hospital .  
Staff of the Intensive Ca re U ni t  and Emergency 
Department i n  Flin Flon have a justifia ble pride i n  the 
ca re they provide, and it  is felt they have been very 
unfairly treated by statements suggesting that they had 
a lai ssez-fai re a tti tude to the h ospi ta l 's  ca l l  for 
assista nce on the night of March 1 2th. 

One i r.1porta nt  i ssue t ha t  a rose, ha s been the 
i dentification for the need for a forma l  course on C ritical 
Care N ursing desi gned specifi ca lly for nurses worki ng 
i n  Intensive Care U nits i n  rura l  and Northern a reas of 
the Province. This, M r. Spea ker, is presently bei ng 
actively exa mined by a committee comprising of the 
Manitoba Hea lth Services C ommission, the Manitoba 
Associati o n  of Regi stered N urses, two tea chi n g  
hospitals and representatives from a l l  rural hospitals 
with active Intensive Care U nits. I anti ci pate a report 
from this committee later this year a pprising me of the 
viability of a specific training course for these nurses 
worki ng i n  these a reas by providing ongoing education 
programs for these nurses. 

Mr. Speaker, I've been a dvised by the Registra r  of 
the C ollege of Physicia ns and Surgeons of Manitoba, 
that they have completed a preli minary i nvestigation 
i nto the medical practice concerning this case. However, 
i n  view of an impending inquest i nto this matter by the 
Chief Medi ca l Exa mi ner for the Province, a full report 
in this i nvestigation wi l l  not be released to me until the 
public i nquest has been held .  

Thank you, Mr .  Spea ker. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: Mr. Spea ker, I wish to thank the 
Minister for this statement and to assure him that we 
wi ll be awaiting the results of the public i nquest i nto 
this i ncident with a great dea l  of i nterest. U nti l then, 
we would simply want to urge the Minister to move 
with all haste in developing  the critical care nursing 
course that he is  ta lking a bout in  the statement delivered 
to the House this afternoon. 

I might j ust say on that point, Sir, that it's my 
understa nding that here at the Health Sciences Centre 
in Winnipeg, we have one of the two or three best 
critica l ca re, i ntensive care nursing courses i n  North 
Ameri ca .  As a matter of fact the course at that hospital 
is, in my understa nding, recognized as a North American 
sta ndard for training in Intensive Care Nursi ng. One 
would hope that i t  would not be a massive quantum 
lea p  to move from Intensive Care Nurse Training for 
urban hospitals to Intensive Care Nurse training for 
Northern hospita ls, so we would encourage the Minister 
to move very quickly on that. 

MR. SPEAKER: Notices of Moti on . . . Introduction 
of Bi l ls . . .  

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR. SPEAKER: Before Ora l  Questions may I di rect 
the attention of honourable members to t he gal lery 
where we have 50 foreign  excha nge students fro m  
Mexico, Fi n la n d  a n d  Germa ny, a n d  30 Ca na dia n 
students. They a re hosted by the Winnipeg Rotary C lub 
and they a re under the direction of Mrs. Shewchuk. 

On behalf of a l l  of the members, I welcome you here 
this afternoon. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

Strike - Safeway Stores 

M R .  SPEAKER: The H o n ou ra ble  Lea der  of the  
Opposition. 

HON. S. LYON: Mr. Spea ker, I have a question for the 
First Minister. Today there have been public statements 
made by M r. Bernard Christophe, the Presi dent of the 
U nited Food a nd C o m mercia l Workers U ni o n ,  
announcing that his union wi l l  b e  striking the Safeway 
C o m pa n y  sta rti n g  next week a n d  then a ddi n g  
gratuitously that "The public," sai d  he, "should not 
patronize Safeway stores when they are on strike i n  
order t o  avoid any disorder i n  crossing the picket lines;" 
or i ndeed, "The possibility," sai d  he, M r. Speaker, "of 
physical ha rm coming to the public as a result of private 
citizens crossing the picket lines. " 

My question to the First Minister, Mr. Spea ker, is this, 
wi l l  he i nstruct the Attorney-Genera l  and the Minister 
of La bour to advise this union president, and a ny other 
union presi dents that need the a dvice in this provice, 
that the law of Canada and the law of Manitoba wil l  
b e  upheld; and that citizens, who wish t o  gain entrance 
or to leave premises whether they a re struck or not 
struck, wil l  do so without harassment or without threat 
or i ntimidation of physical violence to thei r  person? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Fi rst Minister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Spea ker, I thi n k  it goes without 
saying, that in fact in 1 976 I can reca l l  a circumstance 
while I was Attorney-Genera l  in which it had to be 
assured that people had right of a ccess and right of 
departure without physical i nterference and I don't think 
that the Attorney-General ,  i ndeed, has to issue a ny 
i nstructi ons i nsofa r  as a ny police force is concerned, 
to assure that there be the right of a ccess, the right 
of departure without i nterference. 

!ION. S. LYON: Well ,  Mr. Spea ker, I 'm sure that we 
Nelcome that kind of reassurance from the First Minister 
of what his i ntention would be, but in view of the fact 
that this union lea der was hea rd to make these forms 
of threat of an i ntimidation nature to the people of 
Manitoba this morning, would he not agree that it would 
be i n  the public i nterest that this particular union leader 
be brought in or be told that that kind of petty despotism 
wil l  not be tolerated i n  this province even though a 
government of his stripe, the NOP stripe, is i n  office? 
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I know the First Minister would be happy to advise h im 
persona lly of  that because I take reassura nce from the 
First Minister's statement that he would not permit this 
kind of petty despotism to be rampant in  Manitoba. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, I am certa in  that no 
one need be ca lled in in  order to receive clear a dv ice 
insofar as the law and the right of a ccess, the right of 
departure that is, indeed, a very clear law. It was applied 
in  1 976 while I was the Attorney-Genera l  perta ining to 
another la bour-management dispute and I'm certa in 
that the same a pplication of the law would ta ke place 
in 1 983. 

Mosquitoes 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Spea ker, my question is to the 
Honourable Minister of Hea lth and I would ask him 
whether he ca n conf irm t ha t  h e  is  encounter ing 
opposition to a possible aerial spraying program to 
combat western equine encepha l itis i n  Manitoba from 
mem bers of h i s  Executive C ou n c i l  a n d  ca ucus 
col lea gues and,  i n  pa rticula r, the M i n ister of the 
Env ironment? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Spea ker, I have no problem 
with this question at a l l .  I might say, yes, in caucus 
there a re some that question the advisa bi lity of spraying. 
In Ca binet, the motion that was made was passed 
u na ni m ously toda y, the  mot ion  i n  C a b i n et -
(Interjection) - in Ca binet, definitely - this one was 
anyway. You would know. You've had experience in 
Ca binet and I don't know . . . 

A MEMBER: Not in that k ind of Ca binet. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: No, tha n k  God. 

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh! 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: I don't know if they could agree 
that the Member for Fort Garry would like a n  answer. 
Could you agree? Maybe I can sit down and you can 
have a meeting and vote on that and,  if so, would you 
let me answer it? - (Interjection) - Well ,  we could 
do that over a glass of beer tonight. Right now I 'm not 
here to talk  a bout that but to try to a nswer the question. 
- (Interjection) - You will let me answer it? 

Now I forgot the question. M r. Spea ker, at  no  time 
did I say we were not spraying. I said that, a s  of now, 
the situation is not an emergency. At no  time in 
Manitoba was there any spraying before the v irus in 
the mosquitoes was identified. We a re now - and I ' l l  
let the M i nister of Government Serv ices go into detai l  
- in  a state of a lert. We're getting the information; we'll 
know exactly when we can get a plane if we decide to 
spray - (Interjection) -

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: I thought this was a serious 
enough problem that they would want to hea r  the 
information and I'm trying to give it to them, M r. 
Spea ker. The situation is that we wil l  know exactly . . . 
I think that now it wil l  be a question within 72 hours; 
we ca n have the proper plane and the chemica l  if we 
go a head .  We're going a head with the information 
package to the public and that's very important and 
a lso the answering serv ice we're setting up through 
EMO and,  as I say, the Minister can expla in  more what 
EMO is doing; there's the committee meeting and this 
is being monitored very closely. It could be that the 
conditions and the situation change fairly fast. I want 
to ma ke that clear, that as far as the surveillance 
committee, we do not get the resolution of that, was 
not that we move immediately, that we inform the public, 
that we give them the steps to take immediately. We 
a re asking them to meet daily on that and it could be 
that the situation will change very fast. But as we said 
prev iously, if it comes to that and if we must go a head 
with  the  spray ing ,  the  members of the  C a b inet 
unanimously will a pprove that decision. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Spea ker, i n  v iew of statements 
made late last week to the effect that the level of risk, 
the danger, was as high or higher than was the danger 
and the level of risk when the government of which I 
was a member, began spraying in 1 981 ,  and in v iew 
of the current intelligence to the effect that the level 
of risk now is higher than it was then, can the Minister 
identify that level of risk for us? Can he confirm that 
the risk of western equine encephalitis, in  terms of a 
public health emergency i n  Manitoba is higher today 
than it was when the emergency was declared in 1 98 1 ?  

HON. L .  DESJARDINS: M r. Spea ker, I don't think that 
I could confirm that the element of risk is worse. If my 
honoura ble friend remembers well, he d id  n ot order a 
state of emergency unti l  well a fter the information that 
horses had been conta minated. This has n ot been the 
case. 

It is true that the offending mosquitoes are in greater 
number and this is why we're mon itoring that very 
closely and there's other information that we a re seeking 
that we should have fairly soon. As I say, it could change 
fairly fast, but as of this time, this is the situation. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Spea ker, in  v iew of the fact 
that the reports and monitoring that have been done 
up to this point in  time, tend to indicate a level of risk 
higher today than was the case i n  1 981 when the 
emergency was declared. 

Can the Minister confirm to this House that he has 
a plan ,  and his colleagues have a plan cal l ing for aerial 
spraying to go into effect immediately with the necessary 
equipment and materia l on hand, and that they intend 
to pursue that course in the interests of public health 
and safety notwithsta nding the criticisms that wil l  come 
from various elements of the commun ity, who will be 
opposed to that pa rticular action for a multitude of 
reasons; notwithsta nding that they intend to proceed 
and can proceed immediately once they're a dv ised by 
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their offic ials that a public hea lth emergency exists? 
Can the Min ister confirm that? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: I want to make sure that I 
understand the question correctly. The member is 
saying that when a state of emergency is ca lled, could 
we proceed very fast. Yes, if need be. This is being -
not discussed - but the a rrangement is n ow, it might 
be that we will even have a plane on standby, but there 
is certain information that we were asking that we should 
have fa irly soon ,  then we'll make a decision. When that 
decision is made there will be good co-operation from 
everybody, we'll be going a head.  As I say we're in a 
state of a lert and a l l  these things a re ready. It is one 
of the a lternatives. It is n ot the only thing. 

Now I did n ot say that there's more risk in certain 
weather. T here's more mosquitoes, but n o  horses or 
no human beings have bebaffected, and a l l  the other 
times when they were spraying, that it was done on ly 
after there had been horses and human beings in al l 
cases, affected. This is not the case at this time. As 
I say it could change fa irly fast, but right n ow the delay 
is n ot being ca used by that because we're getting 
everything ready in case we go in that direction, to get 
the proper chemica l  and the proper plane and to get 
everything in motion .  That is being done n ow without 
delay. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: A final supplementa ry, Mr. Speaker. 
Can the M in ister a dv ise the  H ou se whether t he 
committee monitoring the situation and advising him 
is the sa me committee, that it consists of the same 
personnel and the sa me expertise that a dv ised the 
government in the summer of 1 98 1 ?  

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Well, Mr. Spea ker, I don 't check 
every day to see if the same people a dv ised us in '72, 
'73 and ' 75. I would imagine that most of them are the 
same. There is that surveillance committee, and I can 
say very very clea rly, that the recommendation from 
this committee was that the M in ister of Hea lth be 
informed immediately beca use if you remember not 
long  ago they sa id things looked good, that there 
wouldn't be any problem, but the weather changed so 
fa st that things are completely d ifferent. 

They stated that the public should be informed as 
soon as possible, and that the most important thing 
would be for the public to ta ke preca utions. Even the 
people that have a lways been in favour of spraying tell 
me that if the public would take ca re of themselves 
and heed the recommendation ,  the a dv ice, then there 
wouldn't be any necessity to spray. We know that n ot 
a l l  people wil l  ta ke that care, but we can 't emphasize 
too much the fact that this is very i:nportant. 

Now the thing is that the committee, up to this point, 
has only made that recommendation ;  that I be informed; 
that we inform the public. In fact, we went further than 
that and we've got everything in a state of a lert that 
we could move very very fast. As I say, things are being 
monitored, n ot by the week or the day even , but by 
the hour, and things could change very fast. 

Dominion Store Employees 

MR. SPEAKER: The HC1n oura ble Member for St. 
Norbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Spea ker, my question is to the 
Minister of La bour, and it is this: What action is she 
and the govern ment taking in order to prevent the 
closing of four D ominion Stores and its D istribution 
Centre and to guarantee that some 200 j obs will n ot 
be lost? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Minister of Labour. 

HON. M.B. DOLIN: M r. S pea ker, the n u m ber of 
employees mentioned by the honoura ble member is 
the highest I have hea rd so fa r, a lthough I have heard 
severa l  different numbers of employees. We have no 
notification that I a m  aware of, of this closing.  It is my 
assumption that D ominion Stores is plann ing to pay 
those employees the proper a mount of money, since 
they did not notify us, and there certain ly seems to be 
well over 1 00 employees that will be affected. 

I, of course, a m  not in any way pleased that this 
situation is taking place. It seems to be a trend in this 
particular business. The stores that a re closing ,  if the 
member would check them out, a re all within a few 
blocks of a Safeway store. I don ' t  know whether that 
means anything, but it seems that the business either 
is not there to suppor+ both stores, or there has been 
a determination made to rational ize the ex istence of 
these various groups. I think that it does bea r  some 
looking into and will be a pproaching  my colleagues 
with the problem shortly. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, in the fa l l  of 1 98 1 ,  the 
New Democratic Party said,  in spite of the gains made 
by working people, many Manitobans sti l l  l ive under 
the threat posed by plant shutdowns. The present 
Premier of the prov ince promised to turn the economy 
around and to build a great future. 

In v iew of the promise, Mr. Speaker, that Manitoba 
New D emocrats would prov ide security from layoffs, 
would the M in ister of La bour indicate what action is 
going to be taken to prevent the loss of another large 
a mount of jobs - 200 jobs in this case - that has 
occurred under the NOP? 

HON. M.B. DOLIN: Mr. Speaker, if the people who run 
D ominion Stores or any of these other places that a re 
closing down wish to share with us some of the 
information which they keep to themselves, I'm sure 
that we could a ssist to keep stores open or we could 
assist to find alternative solution s  to the problem. 
( In terjection )  -

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 

HON. M.B. DOLIN: It would be premature for me to 
give an answer as to what we a re doing on this particular 
sit11ation before I discuss it with my colleagues. 

'lllR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, would the Minister of 
Labour consider withdrawing the payroll tax ,  reducing 
the sales tax , deferring the increase in Man itoba Hydro 
rates, deferring the increase in assesments by the 
Workers C ompensation Board from 9 to 27 percent, 
or any of the other impositions which this government 
has put upon the cost of doing business on Man itoba? 

HON. M.B. DOLIN: Certa in ly, Mr. Spea ker, it is not my 
prerogative to do any of the things suggested by the 
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member opposite, and I to this date, know of no 
company that has left this prov ince or closed its doors 
because of the Health and Education Levy. 

I a lso know that I have received through people that 
I hav e ta lked to in the  C ha m bers of C om me rce, 
compliments on the Workers C ompensation situation 
as it ex ists now, the changes that have been made and 
I do not believe that they are the slightest bit unhappy 
with it. In fact, I believe quite the opposite. 

So I would suggest that it is not a ny of these reasons 
that the opposition would most shortsightedly l ike to 
blame, but the fact that employers across this country, 
and in fact a cross most of the Western civilization, a re 
rationa lizing their ex istence. It's a technological change, 
it's a d ifference in society that we a re ta lking a bout. 
- (Interjection) - A member opposite refers to Swifts 
and it's exactly that, the rationalization of a plant without 
consultation with the gov er nment - whatever t ha t  
government is - without suggestions for a lternatives, 
but decisions taken in isolation which do not help 
anyone in this prov ince and certa inly do not help the 
workers involved. 

A MEMBER: That's right. 

Wayside Parks - Mafeking Community 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Natural 
Resources. 

HON. A. MACKLING: Mr. Spea ker, last week the 
Honoura ble Member for Swa n  River asked me some 
questions in  respect to the Wayside Park at Mafeking 
and I a m  pleased to prov ide the House with further 
information that we have now heard forma lly from the 
commu nity i n dica t i n g  its i n terest i n  ma i nta i n i n g  
responsibility for the site a n d ,  accordingly, w e  have 
prov ided two new picnic ta bles to the pa rk, two steel 
fireplaces ( Interjection) - and for the edification 
for the honourable members who sound l ike they need 
to use them, we now have two pit privies that a re 
operational. 

Highway Construction 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Member for Lakeside. 

MR. H. ENNS: Mr. Spea ker, I d irect a question to the 
Honoura ble Minister of H ighways and Transportation. 
Mr. Spea ker, can the Minister confirm - bea ring in  mind 
that we a re wel l  aware of the very substantial reduction 
in  his Highways Program this yea r - can the Minister 
confirm that he has, or ca n today or within the next 
few days, let out the tenders for upwa rds to $8 mi l l ion 
worth of work very read ily? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of H ighways. 

HON. S. USKIW: Well, M r. Speaker, if the Member for 
Lakeside is asking whether the depa rtment has the 
capacity to put out additiona l  work, I would have to 
say yes to that question. 

MR. H. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, I d irect my question to 
the C ha irman of the Jobs Fund or the First Minister. 

Mr. Spea ker, I l ike most other Manitobans have been 
exposed to that final l ine in the thousa nds of dol lars 
worth of a dvertising that advertises the Jobs Fund, that 
jobs don't just happen, they a re created. I ask the First 
Minister, C ha irma n of the Jobs Fund, will he not 
cons ider, hav i n g  just  hea rd from h i s  M i n ister of 
Tra nsportat ion tha t  the M in istry of H ighwa ys a n d  
Transportation could i n  effect, within a very few days, 
prov ide at least some $8 mi ll ion worth of construction 
for the heavy construction industry, would the First 
M i nister not ta ke that as an urgent priority and make 
that ha ppen so that ma ny hundreds, indeed, if not 
tho u sa n d s  of construct ion workers cou ld  f ind  
employment for the  rema inder of the  summer? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble First Minister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Spea ker, undoubtedly we will 
be looking at various a reas by which we can a scerta in  
whether or not  we can assist the  heavy construction 
industry. 

MR. H.  ENNS: M r. Speaker, there is some urgency to 
this matter. Firstly, many of these people that a re 
employed in the construction industry a re in jeopa rdy 
of not being a ble to get i n  their qualifying weeks of 
work, so that i n  a n  industry that has already traditionally 
been beset with seasonal work, that they can at least 
qualify for U nemployment Insurance benefits, will the 
Minister not today regroup his Ca binet and give the 
Minister of Highways the necessa ry authority to expend 
these dol la rs to put people, Manitobans, back to work? 

HON. H. PAW LEY: M r. Spea ker, the honoura bl e  
member asked a second question which i s  very similar 
to the first question that he asked and my a nswer 
therefore is the same as the first question's response. 

MR. H. ENNS: I ' l l  make a dea l  with the First Minister, 
M r. Spea ker. Many of us in the opposition have called 
t ha t  J ob s  Fund a "fra u d" fund .  I persona l l y  -
(Interjection) - I ' l l  stop call ing it a "fraud" fund if you 
let us start building some roads in this province. I ' l l  
stop ca ll ing it a "fraud" fund, I can't spea k  for the rest 
of them. But the M inister has the capacity to prov ide 
- (Interjection) -

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. Order 
please. If the honoura ble member has a question, wil l  
he please pose it? 

The Honoura ble Member for Lakeside. 

MR. H. ENNS: My question is to the Chairman of the 
Manitoba Jobs Fund. M r. Spea ker, I believe he has 
been made aware of the fact that upwards to 50 percent 
of the heavy construction workers in Manitoba a re out 
of work as well as their equipment. There is an urgency 
with respect to workers qualifying for unemployment 
insura nce. The Min ister of Highways has the jobs on  
h is  desk. My question to the  Chairman of  the  Jobs 
Fund is, wil l  he not reconvene the committee that he 
heads as C ha irman of the Jobs Fund and start those 
machines a nd those men working today? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Spea ker, I find it rather strange 
that the honourable member refers to a fund as hav ing 
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been the "fraud" fund when his colleagues stood up 
and supported, one by one unanimously but one week 
ago, the passage of that legislation, third reading i n  
this House. 

MR. H. ENNS: A fina l question to the Chairman of the 
Jobs Fund. Although we expressed some skeptism as 
to the actual jobs created, I ask the Minister whether 
he wil l  not now demonstrate some i ntegrity with respect 
to the Jobs Fund, and create these jobs - that's my 
question to the Minister - and he ca n do it today. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Spea ker, I know that the 
honoura ble member is  grandstanding for reasons that 
are quite appa rent to most of us in this C ha mber at 
the present time. Mr. Speaker, the facts a re that 
Ma ni toba ha s rea ched the second lowest ra te of 
unemployment in Canada, that since the fi rst of the 
yea r the number of actual unemployed in Manitoba has 
decreased from 54,000 January, 1 983, actual to 46,000 
actual ,  a decrease of some 8,000. The fact is, Mr. 
Spea ker, that i nsofa r as bankruptcies a re concerned, 
I would li ke to just i nform honoura ble members that 
I 'v e  just received i nformati on that the percentage 
decrease i n  bankruptcies i nsofar as May '83 to June 
'83, 33.3 percent decrease, the second best rank  of 
a ny province in Canada. 

Un li ke honourable members a cross the way who 
prefer to gra ndstand, who indeed were paralyzed for 
four yea rs when t hey ha d opportuni ty to provide 
government i n  this province, this  government, M r. 
Spea ker, has proceeded by way of the esta blishment 
of a Jobs Fund. This government is sti l l  concerned, 
vita lly concerned a bout - (Interjection) -

HON. S. LYON: Incompetent fools. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Spea ker, clear ly, the leader of 
the Conservative Party, we've touched on some wrong 
nerves because he's shouting "incompetent fools" 
across the way. 

M r. Speaker, I a m  quite . . .  

HON. S. LYON: That's what you a re, a bunch of 
i ncompetent fools. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, is it a ny wonder that 
the honourable members across the way received such 
a shellacking on November 1 7, 1 98 1 ,  when that's the 
ex tent of the t hi n ki ng t ha t  we m ust m ea su re by 
honoura ble members across the v.ay? 

M r. Spea ker . . . 

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh! 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. 
The Honoura ble Attorney-General on a point of order. 

HON. R. PENNER: Mr. Spea ker, with respect to the 
decorum of the House, it is a shame that, with all of 
those representatives of students from other countries 
in this House, i t  sounds like a zoo. It sounds as i f  this 
is not a tri umph but a fai lure of democracy. It sounds 

as i f  that group over there doesn't know how to obey 
the rules, doesn't know how to give a courtesy to 
someone answering a questi on.  If they can't do it, Sir, 
I cal l  upon you to demonstrate that democracy does 
work in this House. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The H on o u ra b l e  Lea d er of the 
Opposition to the sa me poi nt. 

HON. S. LYON: On the same poi nt of order, Mr. 

Spea ker. I thi n k  beca use the Leader of the House has 
made reference to the students in the ga l lery, I think 
i t 's  i mportant  for the students in  the gallery to know 
that this is the only left-wing Marxist government i n  
Canada. They wil l  understand that, Mr. Spea ker, better 
than my honourable friend, the House Leader, who came 
from that bunch himself and who in most of his life 
has been less concerned a bout decorum i n  the House, 
he's been trying to subvert this kind of a House. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lea se. The H o no u ra ble  
Attorney-Genera l  to  the same point of  order. 

HON. R. PENNER: '!r-lS, I wi l l  not lower myself to that 
d redgi ng morass that he would oul l  this House i nto. I 
would simply say this, Sir, that the students being as 
they a re, students, wi l l  know to judge people by thei r  
actions, not b y  empty rhetori c  o f  that kind. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. I hope a l l  members wil l  
bear in mind that this i s  a question period and wi l l  
a llow some members to ask thei r  questions and other 
members to answer them. 

The Honourable First Minister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Spea ker, brief reference to the 
uni nvited comment by the Leader of the C onservative 
Party. I don't i ntend to lower myself to the same kind 
of name-ca lling but i t  would make more sense i ndeed, 
to refer to honourable members across the way as 
being the party of fascists i n  this province as to refer 
to this party as the party of Marxist-Leninists. That's 
a bout the extent to which the Leader of the Conservative 
Party unfortunately has lowered himself i n  this C ha mber. 

M r. Spea ker, I indicated our concern a bout the 
conti nuation of 46,000 unemployed in the Province of 
Manitoba ,  even though our record is the second best 
i n  Canada. I understand the concerns, i ndeed, of those 
that are in the heavy construction industry in the 
Province of Manitoba and that is  why I am going to 
be further meeting with the representatives of the heavy 
constructi on  i nd ustry i n  Ma ni toba .  M r. S pea k er, 
unfortunately, remarks and rhetori c  li ke we have hea rd 
from the Honoura ble Member for Lakeside do not assist 
i.1 dea ling with the problems of unemployed i n  this 
province. 

HON. S. LYON: Have you and Christophe been talking, 
or what? 

MR. H. ENNS: Mr. Spea ker, a fina l supplementary 
questi on. Mr. Spea ker, as concerned as I am a bout the 
educati on of forei gn students, I don't mind admitting 
that my greater concern is  for unemployed construction 
workers in the Province of Manitoba right now. My 
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simple question to the Honoura ble Minister is, would 
he consider restori ng the $20 mil li on that he took out 
of the Highways budget? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Minister of C ultural 
Affairs. Order please. 

Translation of Statutes 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, M r. Spea ker, I took 
as notice on July 5th a number of questions from the 
Member for Elmwood with respect to cost of translation 
services. The question was the cost of tra nslating -
(Interjecti on)  -

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fi rst Minister on a 
poi nt of order. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: I have been sitting but seven feet 
from the Minister of Cultural Affairs. Only a few moments 
ago it  was pointed out that i f  democracy, i ndeed, is to 
thrive as i t  ought i n  this C ha mber, that surely we should 
be given the courtesy and opportunity to hear fellow 
members when they are spea king in this C ha m ber. 

HON. S. LYON: What do you Marxists know a bout 
democra cy? 

A MEMBER: You're sick, real sick. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honoura ble Minister 
of C ultural Affairs. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, M r. Spea ker, as I was 
attempting to indicate, I took as notice a number of 
questions on July 5th with respect to the costs of 
tra nslation; I was asked the cost of translating one 
page of a statute. The present cost of translati ng one 
page of a statute varies between $75 and $ 1 10 per 
page depending on the complexity of the text that has 
to be translated, Mr. Spea ker. I was a lso asked to state 
the amount of money that's been spent to date on the 
costs of tra nslati on services and the answer to that is 
the sa me. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Member for Tuxedo 
on a poi nt of order. 

MR. G. F ILMON: The members opposite have been 
referring to common courtesies in the House. It has 
been courtesy in the past for a Minister when he bri ngs 
an answer to a question, to bring  i t  when the member 
is  here to hear  the response. The Minister has ta ken 
questions from the Member for Elmwood and the 
Member for Elmwood is not here. I would suggest the 
Minister wait  until he is  here to hea r  the answer. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-Genera l  to 
the same poi nt. 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. Spea ker, to the sa me point of 
order. There is  a presumption, I admit ,  easi ly rebuttable 
in this case, that members ca n read Hansa rd. If the 
particular member is not here, surely he ca n read the 

answer in Hansa rd .  If he's i ncapa ble, he can get 
assi sta nce. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honoura ble Member 
for Tuxedo might have been referring to a matter of 
courtesy but he did not have a poi nt of order. 

The Honourable Minister of C ultural Affai rs. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, M r. Spea ker, my 
u ndersta nding of the Rules of the House is that the 
question is  answered to the House and not to a 
particular member i n  the House, and I would assume 
that all members would be i nterested in responses to 
questi ons - and if  I ca n continue. 

The second question was related to the cost of 
tra nslating statutes to date. The a nswer to that question 
is not the $2 million figure that was suggested by the 
member, rather the tota l a mount of money that has 
been expended to date is a pproximately $690,000, 
which is a net cost to the province; a pproximately 
$500,000 after one deducts the federal a ssistance that 
has been provided over the period that translation has 
been tra nslated. 

Jobs Fund - unemployed 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. G. FILMON: Thank you, M r. Spea ker. My question 
i s  for the Honoura ble Fi rst Minister in  h is  capacity as 
responsi ble for the Jobs Fund. In  view of the critica l 
lack of employment opportunities for technica l  and 
engineeri ng g ra d uates in Ma ni toba today, wi l l  the 
g ov ernment consi der a pp rovi n g  more hig h wa y  
construction projects s o  that there may be some 
legiti mate fU l l-time opportunities for these engineering 
and technica l  graduates in the heavy construction 
industry where they ca n be employed in such things 
as design, construction, supervision i n  other fields? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Spea ker, further response to 
the sa me question which is just a bout on the same 
length as the question from the Member for Lakeside, 
I indicated that we would be ta king that under careful 
review. 

MR. G. FILMON: Mr. Spea ker, i n  view of the fact that 
it has been demonstrated that the government has cut 
out large sums of money from line departments in the 
government in order to divert this money i nto the make
work projects of the Jobs Fund, wil l  the government 
not consi der putti ng thi s  money ba ck i nto these 
legiti mate endeavours so that people can be employed 
i n  technica l  fields, i n  construction fields where there 
a re jobs that can be created immediately? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, I don't want to be just 
as si l ly as those who are a sking questions and repeat 
the sa me answer seven times because this is No. 7 -
the same question has been asked with somewhat 
different wording seven times by honourable members 
across the way - for the seventh time, I respond that 
we a re ca refully looki ng at the concerns of the heavy 
construction industry. 
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Mosquitoes 

MR. SPEAKER: The H on o u rable M e m ber for 
Spri ngfield. 

MR. A. ANSTETT: Mr. Speaker, thank you. A question 
for the Minister responsi ble for  the Envi ronment and 
flowing trom the questions asked by the Member for 
Fort Gaffy. 

I consulted Fri day's Hansard i n  which the Minister 
of the Envi ronment indicated a wi llingness to proceed 
with an aerial  spray program and yet the questions 
which flowed this morning and the comments of the 
Minister of Health i ndicated that the opposition felt 
there was some division between the two Ministers; 
and I 'm wondering if the Minister of Envi ronment can 
confi rm if  he sti l l  has a commitment to an aerial spray 
program if  there is a health emergency declared. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Northern 
Affai rs. 

HON. J. COWAN: M r. Speaker, I can only thank the 
Member for Spri ngfield for that questi on,  in that there 
seemed to be an attempt on the part of opposition 
members to i mply that there may have been a change 
of heart in respect to my own commitment in regard 
to a spray program if, in fact, it is found to be necessary. 

I want the record to be very clear and I wil l  draw 
upon Friday's Hansard for an indication of what I have 
said consistently in that regard, and I quote, "Should 
i t  be determi ned that there i s  an epi demic situation, 
a public health threat, and that there is  a need for an 
aerial spray program, certai nly I would support that 
decision and be prepared to authorize the use of those 
substances." 

To the Member for Spri ngfield and to members of 
the House, my position has not changed and I made 
that position known on Friday and wi l l  conti nue to make 
it  known. We wi l l  support such programs if, in fact, 
they have been determi ned to be necessary to protect 
the public health of the people of thi s  provi nce; let 
there be no mistake about that on the part of anyone 
in this House. 

MR. A. ANSETT: M r. Speaker, a further question to 
the same Minister. In view of the difficulties that some 
members have had, both this year and two years ago, 
in i dentifying when there should be a public health 
emergency declared, I 'm wondering if the Minister can 
confirm whether or not there have been to date, any 
confi rmed cases of Western Equine Encephalitis, either 
in Manitoba or in Saskatchewan. 

HON. J. COWAN: The member indicated that he has 
referenced his question and specific to cases in horses. 
Of course it is a matter for the Health D epartment and 
the Minister of Health to determine as to whether or 
not there is  a public health emergency, but I can confi rm 
to him that to my knowledge, there have been no 
confirmed cases of Western Equine Encephaliti s  in  
horses to  this date or i n  humans to  this date i n  the 
Provi nce of Manitoba for the current year. 

A MEMBER: Only chickens have got it. 
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MTX Employees 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. D.  ORCHARD: Thank you, M r. S peaker. My 
question i s  for the Minister responsible for the  Manitoba 
Telephone System.  

Have MTX employees, currently working wit h  MTX 
subsidiary i n  Saudi Arabia, been charged with an 
offence under Saudi Arabian law? 

MR. SPEAK ER:  The H o n our able Mi nister of 
Government Services. 

HON. J. PLOHMAN: M r. Speaker, there have been no 
charges that I am aware of, or the Telephone System 
is aware of for any MTX employees. 

There was an i ncident that occurred - I believe ,  Apri l  
2 1 st - with regard to worki ng duri ng prayer time i n  that 
country and I believe that this was taking place by the 
members that are worki ng there - by Canadians, by 
M ani tobans w h o  are worki n g  i n  Saudi Arabi a  
i nadvertently - and I have not received a full report on 
that up to thi s  time, nor has the Telephone System. 
So I wi l l  be aski ng for that full report and if there is  
any further i nformation that the honourable member 
would like to know, I would certai n ly provi de it to him.  

MR. D. ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker, I find i t  somewhat 
strange that the Minister is i n  regular communication 
with the senior management of MTX. I would li ke the 
Minister to answer the simple question as to how it  
took from Apri l  2 1 st unti l  now and the Minister sti l l  
has no i nformation as to the alleged laying of charges 
by Saudi Arabian officials against MTX employees. And 
a further question to the Minister, could he confi rm for 
the House whether  any di sci p li nary acti on  was 
undertaken pursuant to those charges? 

HON. J. PLOHMAN: I don't know what charges the 
member is referring to. I u nderstand that there was a 
warning by Saudi Arabian officials, accordi ng to the 
newspaper article. I don't h ave further i nformation, Mr. 
Speaker. I have discussed it with senior management 
of the MTS and there's a 1 2-hour time difference and 
you cannot get i nformation that quickly. 

Certai nly, if it was a serious matter it would have 
been reported earlier. I don't know that there's been 
any discipli nary action that was requi red. I know there 
was a warning by Saudi officials, accordi ng to the 
i nformati on that I have, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Well ,  i n  view of the fact that the 
incident occurred some three months ago, would the 
Minister undertake to provide the House with an update 
.is to whether charges were l ai d ,  as to whether 
disci p li nary action  were u ndertaken by the Saudi 
Government and report, posthaste, to this House on 
this matter? 

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Speaker, my i nformation is  
that this was an isolated i ncident; there were no charges 
l ai d .  I want to just bri n g  thi s i n for mati o n  to the 
honourable members opposite, that all employees of 
the Manitoba Telephone System - before they undertook 
this assi gnment - were thoroughly briefed on the 
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customs of the country and of course are fully aware 
that they have to obey the laws of the country that 
they a re worki ng on and that's what we expect. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lea se. The ti me for Ora l  
Questions has expi red. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

COMMITTEE CHANGES 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Member for Riel. 

MRS. D. DODICK: I have some committee changes, 
M r. Speaker. On Law Amendments, the Member for 
Fort Rouge wil l  be substituting for the Member for Lac 
du Bonnet; the Member for Osborne substituting  for 
the Member for Rossmere; and the Member for Logan 
substituting for the Member for St. Johns. 

On Statutory Regulations and Orders, the Member 
for Bra ndon substituting for the Member for Riel. 

On Private Bi l ls, we have the Member for C oncordia 
substituting for the Member for Ste. Rose; and Radisson 
for Thompson. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Member for Emerson. 

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Mr. Speaker, I have two changes 
on committees. On the Sta nding C ommittee of Law 
Amendments, Mercier for D riedger; a nd on the Sta nding 
Committee on Municipal Affairs, Mercier for D riedger. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Lea der. 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. Speaker, some committee 
a nouncements. With respect to the Standing Committee 
on Municipal Affairs meeting tomorrow morning, should 
it be the case that it's unable to complete its work 
because of delegations and so on tomorrow morning, 
scheduling the Sta nding Committee on Municipal Affairs 
for Wednesday of this week, July 20th at 8:00 p.m. 

With respect to Law Amendments, and there i s  a 
note i n  the Order Paper that Law Amendments would 
be meeting on the 28th and sti l l  wi l l  be meeting on the 
28th, but the note is  to consi der Bi l l  2. 

With respect to the hearing of delegations, and a ny 
delegati ons on other legislation which may be referred 
to Law Amendments, there wil l  be a nother meeting of 
Law Amendments a week from today, Monday, June 
25th at 8:00 p.m. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u ra ble  Lea der  of the  
Opposition. 

HON. S. LYON: Just a n  i nquiry, M r. Spea ker, of the 
House Leader. Did I hea r  him to say that there would 
be a meeting of the C ommittee of the House on 
Wednesday evening? 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, Municipal Affai rs. 

HON. S. LYON: Mr. Spea ker, we're not opera ti ng, a re 
we, under Speed-up Motions? Then I would thi n k  that 

under the Rules there would have to be unani mous 
consent to that. 

HON. R. PENNER: I don't believe that is right with 
respect to committee meetings. 

HON. S. LYON: The C ommittee of the House is the 
same as the House and the rules that a pply to the 
House a pply to the committee; and the Rules say that 
the House shal l  not sit on Wednesday evenings a nd 
that means C ommittee, unless there is una ni mous 
consent. 

HON. R. PENNER: There is no such a rule, of course, 
and the Lea der of the Opposition i s  flying by the seat 
of his pa nts. The commi ttees hav e been meeti ng 
regularly as announced through this Sessi on ,  previous 
Sessions, Tuesday mornings, Thursday mornings. There 
a re no Sessions of the House on Tuesday mornings 
a nd Thursday morni ngs. We can cal l  a meeting of the 
committee of the House for Friday afternoon, for 
Saturday morning. 

HON. S. LYON: This side of the House has never had 
a ny objection to working. It's my honoura ble friends 
who seem to have the predilection against bri nging i n  
Speed-up. I f  my honoura ble friends want to bring  i n  
Speed-up, the House a n d  committees can sit morni ng ,  
afternoon and evening and there wil l  b e  no objection 
from us. U ntil they're prepared to do that instea d  of 
observing thei r  sort of lackadaisical 9-to-5 hours then 
they have to obey the rules. 

My honourable friend, the House Leader, was not 
consulted a bout that and I suggest that the poir.t at 
issue is  whether or not a Committee of the House can 
sit on a Wednesday night when the House is not a llowed 
to sit. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The H on o u ra ble  M e m ber for  
Springfield. 

MR. A. ANSTETT: Mr. Spea ker, clea rly, to the sa me 
poi nt of order, i f  a nyone has been worki ng 9-to-5 hours 
i t  must be the Leader of the Opposition beca use the 
rest of us have certainly been here burning the midnight 
oi l for some months. 

M r. Spea ker, there is  a bsolutely no requirement i n  
our rules with respect t o  the hours o f  committee sittings. 
Our committees normally meet Tuesday and Thursday 
mornings which a re mornings on which the House does 
n ot si t .  T hi s  spri ng, the  Sta ndi n g  C om mi ttee o n  
Municipal Affairs a n d  the Sta nding Committee o n  
Agriculture both met at times other than Tuesday o r  
Thursday morning a n d  a t  times when the House was 
not sitting. That's a fai rly common procedure. I would 
certainly be the first to concede to this comment from 
his seat by the Member for Minnedosa that normally 
standing committees have not met Wednesday nights; 
there's no  question a bout that. But the House Lea der 
has the right to ca l l  those commi ttees at a ny time he 
sees fit to conduct the business of the House. 

I would be the fi rst to concede that i t  would be more 
beneficia l i f  the opposition were consulted a nd agreed, 
but the Business of the House must be conducted and 
if  the  opposition doesn't want to sit i n  committee, for 
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example, this Friday afternoon, or Friday evening, or 
a l l  day Saturday just beca use the speed-up motion 
ha sn't  been passed, M r. Spea ker, t ha t  would be 
ludicrous. I submit to you that the ru les do not require 
that a l l  the Rules of the House sitting be suspended 
before committees can sit and ca rry on thei r  extra 
workload, that they must carry on to b e  a ble to complete 
the Busi ness of the House. 

So I would submit, Mr. Speaker, a committee meeting 
this Wednesday, committee meeti ngs Friday or Saturday 
of this week a re perfectly i n  order at the cal l  of the 
House Lea der. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n ou ra ble Member for St. 
Norbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, with respect to this 
matter, I wa nt to point out for the record I had a n  
opportunity t o  consult with the Government House 
Lea der last Thursday as a result of which I think some 
i mprovements were made to the order of the Business 
of the House. We were a ble to add a number of 
committee meeti ngs to this week's work which I think 
wi l l  expedite the Business of the House. I must say for 
the record that the Government House Leader did not 
consult me at all with respect to a committee sitting 
on Wednesday night. He should be awa re that Members 
of the H ouse make pla ns for Wednesday nights, M r. 
Spea ker, when the Speed-up Motion is not i n  effect, 
a nd I would ask him to be courteous enough to withdraw 
that for the time being and at least a llow our ca ucus 
an opportunity to consi der the matter further and then 
all of the members plan.  

HON. R. PENNER: . . . to do that, I had hoped to 
make it  possible for members to schedule sufficiently 
advanced by making that a nnouncement today, but I 
am perfectly content to see how the commi ttee works 
tomorrow morning and what's left over. The committee 
may wish to discuss a mong themselves a follow-up 
meeting. By a l l  mea ns, let's leave it  at  that. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H on o u ra ble Lea der  of t he 
Opposition to the sa me poi nt. 

HON. S. LYON: Yes, to the sa me point, Mr. Spea ker. 
The origi na l  point that I raised I thi n k  is sti l l  before us 
and the Attorney-Genera l  may say, let's leave it  at  that, 
but that's a matter for you a nd the House, Si r - not 
him. 

In my time in this House, I do not reca ll a committee 
of the House ever sitting on a Wednesday evening 
without prior  consent, whi le the regular rules were 
enforced. There is no tradition of the House that permits 
the House to sit in committee on Wednesday evenings 
without permission. I've been in the House, Mr. Speaker, 
from a time when my honoura ble friend was running 
for even a different politica l  party than the one he 
professes to support now. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. Since no 
h onoura b le mem bers hav e quoted o u r  ru les ,  o r  
Beauchesne, on this matter, I assume that there is  n o  
rule that would prevent the House from meeting i n  
commi ttee on a Wednesday eveni ng.  - (Interjection) 
- Pardon me. Order plea se. Order please. 

It has been my experience that i t  has been t he 
practice of this House that the two House Leaders wil l  
co-operate with each other a s  a matter of  courtesy 
and decide these things. 

I would hope that i f  there has been some lack of 
consultation on this matter, that i t  would be rectified 
by a meeting of the two House Leaders and t he matter 
resolved i n  that manner. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Government House 
Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, Mr. Spea ker, would you please 
call fi rst of al l  the second rea di ngs on Bi lls 1 05,  1 07, 
1 1 0 ;  fo l lowed by the  A d j ourned D ebate on  the 
Constitutiona l  Amendment wi th respect to Officia l 
Languages; followed by the Adjourned D ebate on Bi ll 
55; and followed, i f  time permits, Sir, by the Adjourned 
Debate on Bil l  3 .  

The Honourable Minister of Municipal Affairs. 

SECOND READING - GOVERNMENT BILLS 

BILL 105 - THE MUNICIPAL ASSESSMENT 
ACT (2) 

HON. A. ADAM presented Bil l  No. 105, An Act to a mend 
The Municipal Assessment Act (2), for second readi ng .  

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Minister. 

HON. A. ADAM: Tha n k  you, Mr. Spea ker. I have a copy 
of the . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. D oes the Honourable 
Member for Morri s  have a poi nt of order? 

MR. C. MANNESS: Yes, I do, M r. Spea ker. Was it  your 
i ntention to call for the ai r conditioner at all this 
afternoon? 

MR. SPEAKER: Indeed it was. The Honourable Minister 
may proceed. 

HON. A. ADAM: Yes, Mr. Spea ker, I have a copy of 
expla na tory notes for the cri ti c  from the officia l 
opposition. 

M r. Spea ker, I am pleased to i ntroduce today a bi l l  
which wi l l  commence the process o f  a ssessment of 
reform i n  Manitoba. Our own review and the comments 
of t he public, as received by the Municipal Affairs 
Committee, have indi cated the merit of several of the 
mqor princi ples put forward in the report of the 
Ma nitoba Assessment Weir Committee. 

Although a consi dera ble a mount of work wil l  be 
required before i mplementati on of these princi ples i s  
feasible, a commitment to the concept o f  a property 
classification system and the esta blishment of the 
porti ons of value by property class is  being made at 
this time. 

Three main issues a re dealt with in this bi l l .  The fi rst, 
as I have just mentioned, is a commitment through 
ena bling legislation whereby the Lieutena nt-Governor-
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i n-Counci l  ca n i m plement the classification of property 
and portioning systems as proposed as the basic tenets 
of the Weir C om mittee. As we heard at the public  
hearings, additional research is  required before the 
respective portions of value by property class can be 
defined a ccurately and it is not our i ntention that this 
section be proclaimed until such time as that resea rch 
has been completed. 

The second item in the proposed legislation has to 
do with maintaining a current intermunicipal relationship 
in the equalized a ssessment. The Weir Commi ttee 
recognized that large-scale shifts i n  assessment from 
one property class to a nother would be undesi ra ble at 
a time when the assessment system was under review. 
Bi l l  1 00 was brought i n  to prevent such shifts from 
occurri ng. The public  hearings recently conducted by 
Municipal Affairs C ommittee of the Legislature heard 
further comments a bout preventi ng major shifts i n  
a ssessment between property classes o r  from one area 
of the province to another. 

In the report of this committee to the Legislature, i t  
was a gai n recommended that steps be ta ken to 
maintain the status quo unti l  such time as the detailed 
i nformati o n  requi red for i m p le mentati ons can be 
obtained. Although Bi l l  1 00 prevented shifts in the actual 
assessment base, it did not take i nto account that shifts 
i n  the  equa lized a ssessment mi ght  sti l l  occur. 
Accordi n gly, this bi l l  proposes to mai ntai n the 
i ntermunici pa l  relationships i n  equalized assessment 
whi ch speci fi e d  excepti ons to a l l ow for new 
construction, demolition or other changes in the same 
degree a s  those relationships existed in the 1 983 
equalized assessment. Since school taxes a re directly 
related to a municipality's equalized assessment, we 
have therefore extended the logic of Bi l l  1 00 to ensure 
that no major shifts occur i n  this assessment at this 
time. 

The third provision is that this legislation concerns 
the vali dation of the assessment role. A provision i n  
t h e  current Assessment Act whi ch va l ida tes the  
assessment role i s  scheduled to expire as of  December 
3 1 ,  1 983. Provision is made herei n  to extend that 
validation so as to safeguard the i ntegrity of these roles 
and the related real property taxation system. I have 
prepared a section-by-section  expla nation of the draft 
legislati on and I have distri buted a copy to the critic 
for the official opposition. 

Tha n k  you, M r. Spea ker. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: I move, seconded by the Member 
for Emerson, that debate be a djourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

Bill 107 - THE CHILD W ELFARE ACT (2) 

HON. l. EVANS presented Bi l l  107, An Act to a mend 
The C hi ld  Welfare Act (2), for second readi ng.  

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Minister of Community 
Services. 

HON. L. EVANS: Thank you, M r. Spea ker. Members 
of the House, I believe, a re fa mi lia r somewhat with the 

content of the a mendment to the C hi ld  Welfare Act 
contained in Bi l l  1 07 which wil l  enable governments to 
replace Boards of Directors of Children's Aid Societies. 
We believe that this is a responsi ble action on the part 
of gov ernment given the  fact t ha t  the  people of 
Manitoba, the taxpayers, virtua lly pay 1 00 percent of 
the operati ons of the C hi ldren's Aid Society. 

At present, there is vi rtually no  a ccounta bi lity by 
C hi ldren's Aid Society Boards to government for the 
spending of monies provided by the province and 
further, g ov ernment's a bi li ty to ensure thi s  po li cy 
direction is carried out, is limited. We recognize that 
the powers the government is  seeking a re a serious 
responsibility but I can assure members, Mr. Spea ker, 
that we would use this legislation only after every avenue 
of co-operation with the society has been exhausted. 
In effect, M r. Spea ker, what we a re seeking here is 
legislation that i n  effect is permissive. It gives the 
government a tool, an i nstrument, i f  that authority, that 
i nstrument is  needed. 

I would emphasize that this legislation is very similar 
to that which exists in Ontari o  and Nova Scotia i n  
respect t o  the boards o f  C hi ldren's Aid Societies for 
the very reasons that I have outli ned. Furthermore, both 
provinces have greater a uthority in thei r  chi ld welfare 
directorates to i ntervene directly i n  the a ctivites of the 
C hi ldren's Aid Society. Of the three provinces remaining 
in Canada that have C hi ldren's Aid Soci ety, Manitoba 
by far has the wea kest legislation to be a ble to a ffect 
the activities and policy directions of C hi ldren's Aid 
Societies. 

I reject the notion, Mr. Spea ker, that this bi l l  is a 
threat to the future of child and family chi ld-caring 
instituti ons i n  our province and to the vo lunteerism i n  
the socia l services field. We a re committed t o  the 
delivery of services by the private non-profit sector and 
I've stated that unequivoca lly on other occasions as 
well. I 'm convinced that this bi l l  wi l l  not discourage 
people from volunteeri ng their services. On the contrary, 
I t hi n k  u ltimately i t  mig h t  i nvite more communi ty 
participation and I can a dvise, Mr. Spea ker, since we've 
a nnounced our i ntenti ons, we've had numerous cal ls 
from Manitobans concerned a bout the situation at GAS 
Winnipeg a nd who a re wi lling to serve on a new Board 
of Directors of GAS Winnipeg, if such should be the 
case. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation to enable the government 
to replace Boards of Directors of the C hi ldren's Aid 
Society is an i nterim measure. The point is that a bove 
a l l  else we must protect the children i n  care so that 
the services provided a re not a l lowed to brea k  down. 
This a mendment wil l  support the government in its 
efforts to achieve this goal .  

Let me briefly refer to the policy direction i n  which 
we wish to go and that is to esta blish a regional delivery 
a pproach in the City of Winnipeg. Our o bective is to 
strengthen the care services for children in need and 
certainly we want to see a first-rate system put in place. 
We a re following three basic princi ples to i mplement 
this policy: ( 1 )  services must empha size prevention 
and the i nv olvement of the family as a unit i n  resolving 
its problems; (2)  services must satisfy the cultura l ,  
linguistic and socia l needs and aspirati ons of chi l dren 
in their families; (3) services wil l  conti nue to be provided 
by the non-profi t  private sector. 

These pri nci ples reflect our primary responsi bi lity to 
develop a delivery system which wil l  be more responsive 
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to children a nd the fa milies i t  serves. The regional 
a pproach that I refer to, M r. Spea ker, wi ll be a system 
that emphasizes prevention-oriented fami ly services 
with activity taking place i n  the home. 

Let me say a word a bout the historica l development 
of child welfa re services in Winnipeg. Our proposal of 
regiona lization in ma ny ways wi ll correct historica l 
wrong. The present child welfa re system developed from 
a time when provincia l fina ncial responsibility was 
limited; rather churches, and municipalities funded chi ld 
welfa re services i n  the province. In the early 1 940s, the 
decision was ta ken to develop the present regi onal 
delivery system through the province with government 
assuming responsibility for child welfare services where 
no C hi ld re n ' s  Aid S ocieties exi sted . Out of t hi s  
development, governments assumed greater financial 
responsi bi lity, and i n  al l  this time the organization of 
services in Winnipeg has never been rationalized, so 
what we have in the city is three agencies, CAS Eastern, 
CAS Winnipeg, and indeed, the regional child welfare 
office of my own department deliverying simila r  services. 

We a re suggesting that we need a system that wi ll 
be very sensitive to local needs, and a s  I've suggested 
before, Mr. Spea ker, it is our belief through experi ence 
that smaller agencies have operated more effectively 
in the province. They've tended to place greater reliance 
on foster care and a doption which is a much less 
expensive and more effective means of handling case 
loads. Also where agencies have emphasized group
home and i nstitutional care, costs have been greater 
and the quality of service has not been effective. We 
believe smaller is  better and why a regional delivery 
a pproach is desi ra ble for Winnipeg. 

I wa nt to refer a lso, M r. Spea ker, to the fact that 
regi o na li za ti on  wa s recommended i n  a st udy 
commissi oned by the  government, by  the  depa rtment, 
back in 1 977. A regional delivery, as i t  applies to chi ld  
welfa re services, has a lso been endorsed by two Fa mily 
Court j udges, na mely Edwi n  Kimelman and Judge 
Robert Carr in reports prepared for the province. The 
concept ha s also been endorsed by a prov i ncia l 
pla nning and review committee made up of senior chi ld  
welfa re representatives from the chi ld  ca ring agencies 
and i nstitutions, i ncluding CAS Winipeg. As well, we 
have been encouraged to a dopt a regional delivery 
model by va ri ous social service professionals who a re 
experi enced and knowledga ble i n  the field. C learly, i t  
i s  the best way to go. 

I want to empha size that we're not attempting  to 
single out any particu la r  C hi ldren's Aid Society. What 
we are doing is  looking at the City of Winnipeg as a 
whole i n  this a pproach to see if we ca n have a more 
rational, more effective system, a system that is more 
a ble to cope with the need of children and families 
who are requi ri ng some assistance. 

As I've indicated, we'll be naming a n  i mplementation 
steeri n g  c o m mi ttee to ov ersee t he p ro posed 
reorganization and to work out on a consultative basis 
the mechanics of a new structure. That commi ttee wi ll 
include representatives from the agencies i nv olved, GAS 
Eastern, GAS Winnipeg, as well as staff from my own 
department, community representatives, officials of the 
Nativ e c o m m u ni ty as wel l  as u ni on or staff 
representatives. 

I wa nt to empha size, M r. Spea ker, that this is a 
participatory process. We a nticipate and look forwa rd 

to co-operative and participation of GAS of Winnipeg. 
There's an urgent need to get on with the j ob. The 
issues at sta ke go well beyond jurisdictional bounds. 
I repeat, our main concern is and must be the ca re of 
c hi l d ren  i n  the  City of Wi n ni peg.  Our  p ri ma ry 
responsibility is for chi ldren i n  the child welfare system 
i n  Winnipeg, and i ndeed the whole province. 

We believe that only by reforming the present delivery 
system ca n we strengthen the chi ld  and family services 
of Winnipeg. It is i mperative that we move a head ,  Mr. 
Spea ker, wi t h  a stronger, m o re supportive a n d  
p reventi on-ori ented c hi l d  a nd fa mily service for 
Manitobans, which at the same time has community 
i nvolvement. 

I seek the co-operati on,  M r. Speaker, of the agencies 
i nv olved as well as the members of this Assembly. Thank 
you. 

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question? 
The Honoura ble Member for Fort Garry. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: Mr. Spea ker, I move, seconded by 
the Honoura ble Member for Sturgeon C reek, that 
debate be a djourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

Bill 110 - THE CONSUMER PROTECTION 
ACT 

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK presented Bi ll No. 1 10, An 
Act to a mend The Consumer Protection Act, for second 
rea di ng.  

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Minister. 

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: Thank you, M r. Spea ker. 
The bi l l ,  Bi ll 1 10, proposes a mendments to severa l  
aspects o f  The Consumer Protection Act and proposes 
a new part to the act respecting consumer deposits 
on the retai l sale of goods. 

The Consumer Protection Act requires disclosure of 
certain aspects of the a dvertising of loans or credit 
such as the cash price, the cost of borrowi ng expressed 
i n  dollars, as well as the percentage rate per a nnum, 
and a number and a mount of monthly or periodic 
payments. An a mendment is proposed that would 
require that a dvertisements made through the medium 
of televisi o n  provi de suffici ent opportuni ty  for 
consumers to be made aware of the time of the items 
required to be disposed and that print size, regardless 
of the medium, would be of sufficient size to be easily 
reada ble. The principle is to ensure that effective 
disclosure results from a dvertisements subject to the 
act. 

The Consumer Protection Act currently provides for 
the licensi ng and bonding of direct sellers. Certain types 
of di rect sellers who enter the province from time to 
time have challenged the provisions on the basis that 
there is no personal communication between buyer and 
seller prior to the time of delivery of goods or services. 
In such cases, the consumer may be without redress 
if a problem develops with the goods or services after 
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the vendor has left the province. The bi l l  a mending the 
act would provide that licensi ng and bonding is  required 
and therefore provide some redress if such becomes 
necessary. 

The C o nsumers Burea u  ha s the o bliga ti o n  to 
i nvestigate complaints and the right to obtain access 
to documents. Without the relevant documents, the 
Bureau ca nnot properly i nvestigate matters brought to 
its attention. The bi l l  proposes, therefore, that credit 
gra nters maintain records for a period of three yea rs. 

The Consumers Bureau currently licenses direct 
sellers, vendors and collection agents. As part of the 
licensing provisions, the Burea u  may condition the 
licence of direct sellers and vendors, but not at the 
present ti me, t he li cence of a col lecti o n  a gent .  
Conditioning of licences is  a n  i mportant feature of  the 
Burea u ' s  responsi bility as it provi des su bsta ntia l 
flexi bi lity i n  dea ling with particular cases. 

I am proposing an a mendment which would a llow 
the Bureau to condition the licence of a collection agent. 
Other a mendments affecti ng col lecti on  a gents a re 
designed to i ncrea se their accountability to those from 
whom goods have been seized, those who hire collection 
agents and to the Consumers Bureau.  

Fina l ly, M r. Spea ker, Bi l l  110 proposes limitation on 
the size of deposits, trust provisions for deposits and 
liability for deposits given to a seller by a consumer 
respecting the retai l sa le of goods. There are two basic 
pri nciples i nv olved i n  bringing forward these provisions. 
The fi rst is consumer confi dence and the second is  the 
use of deposits for genera l  cash flow purposes. 

M r. Spea ker, I thi n k  it is genera lly a cknowledged that 
the economy is showing signs of growth and that 
consumer spending is a key factor in maintaining and 
i ncreasing the  possibi lity of  further economic expansion. 
By providing trust provisi ons for deposits made for the 
purchase of goods, I believe that consumer confi dence 
wi l l  be enhanced. 

I further believe it is wrong in princi ple, that deposits 
be used for genera l cash flow purposes by a business 
entity. The greatest danger of the consumer losi ng his/ 
her deposit is where a fi rm requires deposits to keep 
one step a head of its most pressing financial obligation. 
Such a pparent cases of undercapita lization should not 
be rectified, in whole or in part, by third persons who 
have no knowledge of possi ble financia l difficulties of 
a particula r  fi rm. 

I, therefore, recommend this bi l l  to the honourable 
mem bers for thei r  consi derati o n ,  comments a n d  
adoption.  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER, P. Eyler: Are you ready for 
the question? The Honoura ble Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. G. F ILMON: M r. Spea ker, I move, seconded by 
the Honourable Member for La Verendrye, that debate 
be a djourned on this bi l l .  

MOTION presented and carried. 

ADJOURNED DEBATE ON RESOLUTION 

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT RE: 
OFFICIAL LANGUAGES 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of 
the Honourable Attorney-Genera l ,  with respect to the 

C onsti tuti ona l Amend ment rega rdi n g  Offi ci a l  
Languages, sta nding i n  the name o f  the Member for 
The Pas. 

The Honourable Minister of U rban Affai rs. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, Mr. Spea ker. I would 
li ke to speak on the proposed a mendment to Section 
23 of The Manitoba Act, 1 870. At the outset I believe 
it wi l l  be useful to reinforce certain issues that were 
raised by the Attorney-General i n  his opening address, 
a nd to elaborate on other perspectives that are perti nent 
to my ministeria l responsi bilities. 

My comments, whi le touching on  some of the lega l  
a n d  constituti ona l events discussed b y  the Attorney
Genera l ,  a re i ntended to express the issue from a 
cultura l  and historica l  context. 

Most Manitobans are aware of the fact that The British 
N o rt h  A meri ca Act of 1 867 represents the lega l 
cornerstone upon which this nation  was formed. Not 
only was it  a lega l cornerstone, however, i t  was a lso 
a statement of the founding pri ncipals of this nation, 
written based on century-old practices, recognized the 
necessity to bargain in good faith with the habitants 
of this land. 

Cu lture, peoples way of life, thei r  lands and traditi ons 
were recognized as rights to be bargained for in good 
faith in excha nge for the right to settle. Those who 
believed that these issues should be settled on the 
pri nci ple of "to the victor go the spoils" have forgotten 
tha t  the country was founded on vastly different 
principles. The rights of the country's Fra ncophones, 
our Native people and,  i n  fact, a l l  minorities a re i n  
danger whenever the ground i s  left ferti le for such a 
thought. 

Section 133 of The British North America Act made 
for Canada a promise that either the English or the 
French language could be used by a ny person in the 
debates of the Houses of Parlia ment of Canada. It a lso 
provided assurances that either language could be used 
in a ny court i n  Canada, and that the acts of the 
Legislature were specifically required to be printed and 
published i n  both la nguages. 

In 1 870, three years after Confederation, Manitoba 
joi ned Canada under the provisi ons of The Manitoba 
Act. Section 23 of Manitoba's own C onstitutional Act 
repeated the same language guarantee. Manitobans 
had entered C onfederati on partici pating  i n  the 1 867 
drea m  of a country which could protect minority rights 
of those who had chosen to overcome their la nguage, 
cultura l, educationa l  and religious differences in forming 
a nation. 

In  1 870, of course, Anglophones represented the 
mi nority i n  Ma nitoba a nd the la nguage,  cultura l ,  
educational a n d  religious gua ra ntees took a different 
mea ning than they do i n  today's context. After only 20 
yea rs, with massive immigration i nto the province, 
Francophones soon represented the minority in the 
province, at  that time some 30 percent of the population. 

In  1 890, the Legislature of Manitoba enacted an 
Officia l  La nguages Act which effectively made the 
province unili ngual. That act was finally challenged i n  
1979 before the Supreme Court of Canada a nd declared 
i nvalid on the grounds that provincial Legislatures could 
not uni latera lly a lter their C onstitutions. 

While those on both sides of the constitutional debate 
wi l l  a rgue whether the courts would ever cause lega l 
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chaos by rendering our statutes i nvalid, we forget that 
the issue is not j ust one of whether they could or whether 
they would, the issue is whether the country's minorities, 
those here at that time, as well as those who have 
a rrived later, can be guaranteed the right to retain and 
to be educated i n  the la nguage, the culture and the 
religi on of one's heritage. 

Manitoba ns must recognize that this province, with 
its Constitution only 1 13 yea rs old, and its population 
consta ntly evolving, takes i ts  very shape, and certainly 
its character and strength, trom the diversity of its 
people. Canada 's  C onstitutional Act of 1 982, and the 
C harter of Rights and Freedoms, do not in a ny way 
diminish our obligation to ensure that we honour the 
pri nciples and constituti ona l guarantees which our 
founding fathers agreed upon as a basis for this 
province and country. 

Manitoba ,  perhaps more than any other p rovi nce i n  
Canada, demonstrates the cultura l  diversity t o  b e  found 
within Canada. Manitoba's culture is  formed from its 
Native peoples; the traditions of its founding nati ons, 
a n d  the ma ny a nd v a ri e d  cu l tu ra l  tra di ti ons  a n d  
perspectives which have been brought t o  this province 
through the decades of i mmigration. 

Canada is  both a bi lingual a nd a multicultura l  country 
and our vision of ourselves cannot have validity without 
ta king this fact i nto a ccount. We cannot form a society 
worth livi ng i n  if we d o  not  recognize fu l ly  the 
contribution that each of its members ma ke to it. Our 
vision of our society wi l l  be flawed if  we do not dedicate 
ourselves to ena bli ng a l l  of our resi dents, no matter 
what their linguistic and cultural heritage might be, to 
participate fully in the formati on and development of 
our future. 

Recently I received a copy of a letter from the 
C hai rma n  of the U k rainia n C ommunity Development 
Committee addressed to the Presi dent of the Societe 
Franco-Manitobaine which expressed the view of that 
organizati on with regard to the i nitiative before us. I 
would like to just take a moment t o  read part of the 
translation of that letter, M r. Speaker. 

He says, i n  part, " I  a m  plea sed to congratulate the 
SFM, as well as the enti re French Canadian community 
of Manitoba ,  for having recovered Manitoban's right 
to be a bi li n g ua l  provi nce under  t he Mani toba 
Constitution, constitutionally determining a historic right 
and a rea lity in Manitoba ,  the denial of which had 
previously obstructed the exercise of natural rights by 
a l l  groups." He goes on to say, "We a re convinced that 
the recognition, by a l l  Cana dia ns, of thei r  country's 
offi ci a l  bi li n g ua l  c ha ra cter i s  a condi ti o n  of i ts 
multicultura l  nature." 

He goes on to say that i n  relation to the rights of 
both the French and the Ukrainian i 11 Canada that we 
believe that the rights of these two communities are 
indivisi ble and that denyi ng rights to one community 
a mounts to wea keni n g  t he ri ghts of a l l  other 
communities. 

Just last Friday in the prea mble to a question, M r. 
S pea k er, the H on o u ra ble  M e m ber for E lmwood 
suggested t ha t  a n other lea der of a U k rai nia n 
organizati o n ,  the U krai nian  Ca na dia n C o m mi ttee, 
Winnipeg Branch, was opposed to what the government 
was attempting with respect to the resolution that i s  
before us. I ca n report t o  you, Mr. Spea ker, that I met 
with the presi dent of that organization last Friday 

afternoon and he is not opposed. In fact, he's in favour 
of the position of this government. 

It's significant to note that many of the representatives 
of the ethnic minority communities in the province, M r. 
Spea ker, as evidenced by the position of leadership 
within the U k rainian community, as evidenced by the 
representati on that was made to the public information 
meetings that were held i n  Winnipeg last week, a l l  of 
them, that they believed that the province's bi lingual 
cha racter must be a ccepted as a premi se to 
u nd ersta ndi n g  the p rovi nce a nd the country's 
multicultural nature; that to deny the rights to one 
commu ni ty wi l l  wea ken the rights to a l l  other 
communities i n  the provinces. That's a view that's 
a ccepted by many of the lea ders, in fact a l l  that have 
spoken out publicly with respect to this resoluti on.  

I a lso share this belief a bout the nature of this 
province and this country. It is upon this premise that 
I support the C onstitutional Amendment. I believe that 
the further the expansi on of service to Manitobans i n  
either of the officia l  languages i n  a practical and 
responsi ble manner i s  a necessary component to this 
thrust I feel that this commitment should be entrenched 
as well. 

One only needs to go to the Laurier-Greenway 
compromise of 1 896 to see why. At that time, a n  
unconstitutional but legislative compromise was made 
on the schools issue. It permitted other la nguages than 
English to be used in Manitoba schools. However, with 
a change in government in 1 9 1 6, M r. Spea ker, during 
a period that was not known for great cultural tolerance 
due to the war and the turmoil that was taking place 
in the world at that time, The Public Schools Act was 
further a mended to strike that compromise. There a re 
ma ny Fra ncophones i n  this province as weli as ma ny 
other citizens who ca n remember having to hide French 
textbooks or not speak thei r  ancestral language on the 
a rriva l  of the school i nspector to thei r  school. These 
various fears and i nfri ngements on human dignity and,  
i n  fact, rights cannot be al lowed to happen to our 
citizens agai n .  

A s  was mentioned i n  the Throne Speech, Mr. Deputy 
Spea ker, my government is committed to preserving 
and developing Manitoba 's cultural heritage in  full 
recognition of the diverse backgrounds and traditi ons 
of its citizens. My government recognizes that Manitoba 
is a multi-ethnic society. The French language has a 
unique historical a nd constitutional position i n  Manitoba,  
a position that has been reaffi rmed by ruli ngs of  the 
Supreme Court of Canada. 

Our view is evidenced not only by our commitment 
to this particular resolution but a lso by the steps which 
we hav e ta ken to recogni ze both fa ctors i n  the  
develop ment of gov ernment policy. Believing tha t  
M :mitoba 's cultura l  diversity is  a significant factor i n  
cuntri buting t o  understanding Manitoba a n d  Canada, 
this government has over the past year taken at least 
four steps to demonstrate our commitment to the 
multicultural nature of Manitoba. 

My depa rtment's Multicultural Gra nts Program has 
been i ncrea sed from $ 135,000 the last yea r of the 
previous admini stration, to over $300,000 this year. The 
Li ngui stics G ra n t  Support P rogra m  t ha t  provides 
assistance for the developing of ancestral language 
training i n  the off-school or after-school time period 
for our various ethnic communities, has been i ncreased 
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from less than $40,000 to some $60,000 this yea r, Mr. 
Speaker. The Multicultural Ca pital Gra nts Program has 
recently been i ncreased a lso under the Jobs Fund from 
some $65,000 to $ 1 00,000 this yea r. 

The fourth and perha ps the most significa nt i ni tiative 
was this government's belief in the need to esta blish 
a n  i ntercu l tura l  counci l  formed from a n d  by the  
community. It is  my belief that the  community itself 
holds the expertise and experience to find solutions 
for confronti ng the v a rious  problems whic h  face 
Manitoba 's cultural minority groups. 

It is for this reason that this government esta blished 
an Interi m  Liaison Committee on Multiculturalism i n  
May o f  last year. The purpose of this committee was 
to make recommendations to government on a formula 
for representation, organizational structure and d raft 
by-laws for a provi ncia l i ntercultura l  counci l. The 
commi ttee mem bers were commu nity v o l unteers 
chosen beca use of their i nterest and knowledge of the 
task to be done. This was necessary, Mr. Deputy 
Spea ker, i n  order to be objective i n  doing a full-scale 
review of multicultural policies throughout Ca nada and 
partici pating in a n  extensive community consultation 
process in various regions of the province, a s  well  as 
reviewi ng some 92 presentations, both written and oral .  

It is  on the basis of the recommendations of that 
committee that the pri nci ples of an i ntercultural council 
were formed. Following receipt of that committee's 
report on January 20th of this year, a planning and 
i mplementati on committee was established whose work 
resulted i n  a conference last Apri l  entitled "The First 
Ethnocultural Assembly" held for the purposes of 
founding the Manitoba lntercultural Counci l .  This counci l  
wi l l  ena ble the community t o  make recommendati ons 
to thi s  a nd future g ov ernments of Ma nit o ba on 
ethnocultura l  ma tters i n  the p r ovi nce i nc lu di n g  
education, human rights, immigration settlement, media , 
communicati ons and cultural heritage. 

It was the belief that this co-ordinating role had to 
be placed in legislation that caused the government 
on April 1 1th of this yea r to i ntroduce Bi l l  No. 50, The 
Manitoba lntercultural Council Act. Thi s  government's 
position on French la nguage services and on the value 
of our ethnocultural organizations ca n reinforce the 
concept that cultural plura lism breeds a wi llingness to 
accept cultural differences and a feeling of comfort and 
pri de in  exp ressi n g  o u r  bei ng Ma ni toba ns a n d  
Ca nadia ns within our own ethnicity. 

My government has also recognized that our ancestral 
languages are the very soul of our bei ng. Our la nguage 
is what gives us spirit, our unique way of being who 
we are, of embracing our past, enriching our present 
and shari ng our future. As people who cherish human 
bei ngs we cannot deny this spirit from a nyone, because 
it takes away from a l l  of us. Those of us who have lost 
this component really feel a voi d  and I have persona lly 
experienced this myself. It  is  this feeling and this 
conviction that ha s seen such a growth in the various 
bi lingual la nguage progra ms in our province. Gone a re 
the fea rs of individuals who have felt that somehow 
children wil l  be i nadequately educated. 

There have been numerous studies and research 
progra ms completed that show that children not only 
have more positive self-concepts rising out of this 
training but they do as well or better in academic, i n  
English, than d o  children i n  unilingual progra ms. We 

must a lso take time to exa mi ne very seriously how each 
of us would feel if some very i mportant right that we 
hold very dea r  was a right only by ci rcumstance a nd 
not by some legal guarantee. Let us respect each other, 
Mr. D eputy Spea ker. 

Mr. D eputy Spea ker, I concur with those i n  the 
ethnocultural community who believe that without the 
entrenching of Fra ncophone rights and services i n  
Manitoba 's Constitution, n o  ethnic minority can be 
assured that governments and, in fact, the entire 
population wi l l  have the tolerance necessary to ensure 
that a l l  of us conti nue to have availa ble to us the very 
essence of the ma keup of this province, that being its 
ethnocultural diversity. 

Thank you, Mr. Spea ker. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Member for Lakesi de. 

MR. H. ENNS: Thank you, M r. Spea ker. I would li ke 
to ma ke my contri bution to this resolution at this time. 
M r. Spea ker, I do so beca use I feel capa ble of 
addressing this resolution from the heart a nd without 
a great dea l  of prepared notes. It's not slipped our 
attenti on on this side that most honourable members 
addressing  this resoluti on have stayed to very ca refully 
prepared text. I v oice that not as a criticism but perhaps 
as an a ppropriate caution a bout the subject matter 
that is under discussi on and the need for caution i n  
debati ng the matter. 

M r. Spea ker, I spea k  to the resolution coming from 
a background of one of the other groups of people 
other than the founding nations - to use that phrase 
- other than those people that were present in Canada 
when this nation deci ded to bui ld themselves i nto a 
nation under a constitution,  under a British North 
America Act, as i t  was then called, in the year 1 867. 
I refer, of course, to our Native brothers who were here, 
with whom Canada and prior to that the Crown entered 
i nto various agreements, treaties that set out rights 
that we respect and honour today and, of course, the 
accommodation, the compromise, the agreed-to modus 
opera ndi, i f  you like, of the two fundamenta l  grout 
people that were in this country at that time of French
spea ki ng ba ckground a n d  of Eng li sh-spea ki n g  
background. 

M r. Spea ker, those of us that came after that date, 
my parents i ncluded, i ncluding those of Ukrainian or 
Polish, Portugese or Ita lian,  very many numbers of 
people that have come to this country - and came to 
this country by choice - knew what kind of a country 
they were coming to, knew what kind of constitutional 
a rra ngements they were bei ng a sked to accept i n  
becomi ng citizens of this country, not only just of 
Canada but a lso of the province itself. Therefore I never 
shared the view that is expressed very often, i ndeed, 
even expressed by some of my own colleagues from 
time to time and I hea rd i t  from none other than the 
Minister of Culture just a few moments ago, that bei ng 
of - for want of a better phrase - third ethnic groups, 
I've never assumed nor have a ny of the people that 
I'm associated with, that I need entrenchment of my 
minority rights in a ny Constitution or that I need 
entrenchment on the part of some other minority group. 
The things that minorities under the kind of system of 
governments that we have, under the kind of a pproach 
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that we ti:!lte to minori ties enables the various groupi ngs 
of peoples to the extent that they wish to, engage i n  
the furtherance of education, heritage of thei r  specific 
minority. 

The suggestion that people of Ukrainian background, 
people of Jewi s h  ba ckgroun d ,  people of Germa n 
ba ckground or Ita lia n ba ckground or P ortugese 
background ca n't conti nue to further the culture of the 
commurtity that they are part of in some cases by distant 
a ncestry, that that somehow is jeopardized beca use a 
mi nori ty g ro u p  ha s not got  some speci fi c  ri ghts  
entrenched i n  the Constitution, i t  just simply escapes 
me. Surely no one is suggesting in this C hamber that 
the myriad of other ethnic groups a re to follow suit i n  
the next Session a n d  the Session thereafter a n d  have 
thei r  specific rights, which I never accept as rights, I 
think it 's a blessing that we have i n  this country that 
I can sti l l  spea k  a reasonably fluent German la nguage, 
a lthough I would have to go back some five generations 
to the time that I could tra ce some ancestry back to 
the country now known a s  Germa ny. That was never 
a questi on  of havi ng consti tuti ona l entrenchment 
safeguard those rights for me. It was a question and 
a matter of  choice as ,  indeed, it  should be. Mr. Speaker, 
I have never doubted for a moment, I have no difficulty 
in accepting the French fact in Canada and the French 
fact in Manitoba as it was specified, as it was written 
i nto  la w at the ti me t ha t  Ma ni t o ba j oi ned the 
Confederation. 

Mr. Spea ker, nobody on this side has in a ny way 
denied the fact that those same rights, particularly the 
French linguistic rights, that were written i nto the bi l l  
that brought Manitoba into C onfederation with Canada, 
tha t  those ri ghts were sev erely curtai led,  denied ,  
tramped upon if  you like, for some 90  yea rs. Mr. 
Speaker, it was my privi lege to be part of a government 
that had to respond and had to react a ppropriately 
too, when that was restored by virtue of a Supreme 
Court case in 1 979. 

Mr. Speaker, I can only reca l l  that there was unanimity 
in this Chamber, where una ni mity isn't a lways that easi ly 
accomplished, by the actions ta ken by my Premier, the 
now Member for C ha rleswood, the Leader of the 
Opposition. We adopted, not with any foot dragging, 
the necessary positions that the Provincial Government, 
any provincia l government believing in law and order 
would have to a dopt when, i ndeed, a Supreme Court 
deci sion has been a rrived at  and, M r. Spea ker, from 
the then opposi tion there was little, or no  - in fact, M r. 
Spea ker, I qualified that, I shouldn't qua lify it - there 
was no opposition  other than a genera l  endorsation i n  
support for the acti ons taken by the then Premier Lyon 
and the Progressive C onservative G ov ernment i n  
acknowledgi ng that 90 years of wrong had ,  i ndeed, 
been righted by a Supreme Court decision;  and that 
we were prepared to move with prudence and di ligence 
in seeing that the spirit of that Supreme C ourt decision 
was, i ndeed, carried out. 

The speech of the Attorney-Genera l ,  some few days 
ago, did better than what I could do i n  putting on the 
record the sincerity and the wi llingness with which the 
then Progressive C onservative Administration moved 
to accommodate the Supreme Court's decision to 
acknowledge the French fact in Manitoba, as it was 
i ni tia lly agreed upon, as it was stated i n  law in the 
statute that ma de Manitoba part of Ca na da ;  which sai d  

that French services, the French language, sha l l  be 
availa ble i n  the Legislature, sha l l  be availa ble in the 
courts, and the statutes sha l l  be avai la ble in that 
la n g uage.  That ,  M r. Speaker, is what the ori gi na l  
conditions of Manitoba joi ning a n  existing Canada 
stated. 

Mr. Spea ker, Canada is a confederation, a lways has 
been. U nder the present Trudea u  Liberal Government, 
of course, that confederation has been severely tested, 
because he is a centralist and he really does not harbour 
the same feelings, and for the same need, for a federal 
state as do many others but, nonetheless, Canada is 
a federal state. The conditi ons for bei ng part of that 
federa l  state vary from province to province. Ontari o  
i s  different than Manitoba; Quebec i s  different than 
Onta ri o; Mani toba is  different than either of those 
provinces. That is  the way the country was put together. 
Saskatchewan a nd Alberta a re different than Manitoba .  
Saska tchewa n  a n d  Alberta entered C onfedera tion 
under different conditi ons than Manitoba did .  Anybody 
that denies that simply is refuting  history. I ' m  simply 
taking issue with the fact that what is  now bei ng 
perceived as necessary, as a right, is not i n  fact the 
case. The opposition is  tota lly supportive of redressing 
a 90-yea r wrong, and in supporting the Supreme Court's 
decision in the Forest case. 

Mr. Spea ker, I 'm not even prepared to a rgue with 
you, or with members opposite, that what the present 
agreement and resolution now proposes should not be 
considered by this Legis!ature, or by the people of 
Manitoba .  Mr. Spea ker, I resent it being represented 
as the only way of preventing chaos in the province 
and,  indeed, as bei ng part and parcel of the original 
condi ti ons u nder whic h  Ma ni to ba entered 
Confederation in 1 870. That is  not the case, Mr. Speaker, 
a nd it's goi ng to take a lot of time a nd a lot of education 
to properly get that i nformation out to the people. 

Mr. Spea ker, for that reason, the very legitimate 
request for havi ng t hi s  ma tter referred to a n  
intersessional committee makes s o  much good sense. 
M r. Spea ker, if you wa nt to avoid the kind of mindless 
emotional reaction to this resolution that's before us, 
and surely i f  you realize this, a s  my lea der has said ,  
bei n g  t h e  fi rst substa n ti v e  a mendment a s  bei ng 
considered to our C onstitution - I say "our," I refer to 
Manitoba - then any measure of objectivity would say 
that ca nnot be done i n  the time frame that the Attorney
Genera l ,  that this government, has to date indicated 
is thei r  ti me sched ule ,  thei r  ti me fra me for t hi s  
resolution. 

M r. Spea ker, there have, of course, been changes 
since those original documents of Confederation of 
Canada, of Manitoba 's entry into that Confederation 
in 1870. Since that time other major pieces of legislation 
h1 1e been passed that dwell on this matter, princi pa lly, 

course, The Officia l  Languages Act that a rose out 
Jf the 3 - 4 year deliberation of the B & B C om mi ssion, 
the la nguage act that was passed pertaining to federal 
i nstitutions, to the Federa l  Government, the Federa l  
Civi l Service, federal provision o f  federa l services that 
were a l l  laid out in The Offi cia l Languages of 1 968-69, 
I believe it was, have in my judgment, in the case of 
the particular debate on this resolution, made it difficult 
to sort out for the o rdina ry person,  the ordi na ry 
Manitoban,  what is relatively new legislation that was 
passed i n  our time, that pertains specifica lly to the 
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Federal Government and its institutions, a s  compared 
to the recognition and the desire to right past wrongs, 
if you like, with respect to the French minority i n  
Manitoba. 

M r. S pea ker, the posit ion ta ken by the officia l 
opposit ion ,  with respect to restor ing the or ig ina l  
conditions of C onfederation when Manitoba joined 
Canada, the position taken by the then government 
under my then Lea der and Premier, Premier Lyon, I 
believe was correct and a ppropriate and certa inly in  
keeping with the spirit of  the Supreme Court's decision, 
a nd one that was generally applauded to doing all those 
th i ngs  by mem bers opposite when they were i n  
opposition, and by the Francoph one community of 
Manitoba at that time. 

The position that we are being asked to consider 
under this resolution is one that may well be considered 
by this House and may well, in the greater context  of 
nation-building, be appropriate if properly understood 
and if appropriate time is taken to al low the kind of 
study and the kind of scrutiny that this very importa nt 
resolution requires. 

If, with i n  the short period of time that this resolution 
was introduced and the discussion period that we've 
had on it, importa nt organizations such as the Manitoba 
Government Employees Association can raise a number 
of pertinent and serious concerns, would it not be 
natura l ,  Mr. Spea ker, to expect that the municipal 
orga nizations that have been a rbitra rily designated by 
th is government as bi l ingual ,  who have yet to hear from 
this government as to what it enta ils? 

Mr. Spea ker, the Attorney-General sha kes his head,  
but certa inly our  information and the information that 
we received - not just that we've received but the 
information that's been publicly expressed by d ifferent 
reeves and mayors who have learned from the media 
that they are a designated municipa lity or community, 
express not shock or outrage, but just express concern 
a bout the fact that a l l  they have lea rned a bout it is 
from what they read in the newspa pers. They have not 
hea rd,  they have not sat down with any secreta riat 
responsible for delivery of French services as to what 
that could possibly mea n  in their municipa lity, in their 
community, in  their town, in  their v illage, Mr. Spea ker, 
I a ppea l  to the members opposite that there is no case 
made in th is Chamber for the indecent haste that th is 
resolution is being pushed through th is House. I th ink 
the goodwi l l  of the people of Ma n itoba is  being 
jeopardized as to their relations between the various 
races and cultures, if what is being done appea rs to 
be done with undue haste. 

Mr. Spea ker, I sha re, a lthough not being lea rned i n  
the law, but certa inly share the v iew just as a simple 
layman.  It's inconceivable, as my lea der has said and 
others have sa id, that a ny court in the land would create 
the kind of cha os that the Attorney-Genera l  keeps 
suggesting would happen if, in fact, we al lowed the 
Bilodeau case to proceed. M r. Speaker, common sense 
preva ils. One doesn't have to be learned in the law 
just to have a deep understa nd ing for that. 

Mr. Speaker, I appea l to the Attorney-General and 
to the government members opposite, and I remind 
them, the heat on th is issue is of their making because 
most of it is caused, not by the subject matter itself 
as to the process, but the manner and way in wh ich 
they're ha ndling it; the idea of a rriv ing at a n  agreement 

with a private citizen, Mr. Bilodeau,  in th is case, that 
wil l  affect a fundamental constitutional cha nge. M r. 
Speaker, really - the idea of srriv ing at, with one segment 
of the society, a dmittedly the one directly affected, the 
Fra nco-Ma nitoba n  Society, but a ga i n ,  with out any 
further or  broa d er consultat ion ,  tha t  wi l l  affect a 
constitutional change that will impact on al l  Manitobans. 

Surely, Mr. Speaker, this government that prides itself 
on hav ing some sensitivity toward minorities in the 
provi nce and speaks a great deal of the need for 
recognizing the cultural contributions of the many 
minority groups with in  this prov ince, should have greater 
sensitiv ity, should have greater appreciation that, the 
very process, the very way that they're a pproach ing 
th is problem is what is creating the biggest part of the 
problem. 

M r. Spea ker, I have a lways been very proud of the 
fa ct that in my constituency, I have a signif ica n t  
Fra ncoph one v ote; commun it ies such a s  El ie,  St. 
Eustache, St. Ambroise, St. Laurent, a lways been 
particularly proud of the fact that to date I've received 
substa ntial majority of their vote come voting time. I 
have not received a ny ma i l ,  any pressure on this issue. 
I have not received one letter telling me that I should 
ta lk  to my leader a bout h is position on this matter, not 
one, M r. S pea ker, a nd 1 8  t o  20 percent of my 
constituency is Fra ncoph one. No, Mr. Spea ker, they a re 
fea rful of the kind of cl imate that is capa ble of being 
created by a government acting foolish ly, with indecent 
haste and,  more importa ntly, with a tota l  lack of 
sensitivity to what constitutes Manitoba, 1 983. 

Thank you, Mr. Spea ker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: II there is no other 
member wish ing to spea k  to th is motion, it will stand 
i n  the na me of the Honoura ble Member for The Pas. 

(English Translation of Mr. G.  Lecuyer's speech in Vol .  
XXXI, No. 1 08, 15 July, 1 983, 1 0:00 a .m.)  

MR. G. LECUYER: M r. Spea ker, as a member of this 
House I am, indeed, happy to spea k  in this debate 
concer n i ng a n  a mendment  to the Cana d ia n  
C onstitution. This whole matter is obv iously of personal 
i m p o rta nce to me a nd a concern to a ll Fra nco
Manitobans, since they a re the most directly concerned. 
However, in giving the matter ca reful thought, this 
affects a l l  minority groups in Manitoba and,  in fact, a l l  
m i n ority g roups i n  Cana da . I t  w i l l  hav e ma jor  
consequences for generations to come. Al l  Cana dian 
parties, regardless of their political stand,  be they New 
Democratic, Parti Quebecois, C onservative or Libera l ,  
a re following this matter and awa iting its outcome. Just 
h ow Manitoba treats the official minority of this province 
wil l  have far-reach ing implications for a l l  other minority 
groups. The way th is prov ince respects the rights of 
French-spea king Manitobans will have a significant 
bea ring on the respect of minorities, whether they be 
U krainian ,  German,  Ch inese or other. By adopting the 
resolution before us, Manitoba is rema king h istory and 
underta king a new phase in a more united Canada. 

At the outset of my remarks, Mr. Spea ker, I would 
l "ke to rev iew the past events wh ich lea d  us to this day. 
Then I wish to briefly expla in  the components of the 
resolution and the impact of its a pproval .  Last, I wish 
to refute the a rguments of th ose who refuse to 
understand the good basis of th is resolution. 
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A ra pid look backwa rds i n  our history ena bles us to 
reject the statements of those who say that this country 
has only one language and that all debate on the matter 
was settled on the Plains of Abraham. I would like to 
remind you that the Treaty of Paris ma rking the end 
of the conflict between England and France guaranteed 
to Fra ncophones of New Fra nce thei r  language and 
religion. Moreover, The Quebec Act of  1 774 guara nteed 
the linguistic rights of Anglophones giv ing them political 
control, notwithsta nding the fact that they constituted 
only 1 percent of the population at that time. 

From the beginning of colonization, therefore, M r. 
Spea ker, it became clea r  that the way i n  which those 
defeated in the conflict were treated, and the extent 
to which their right to exi st a nd maintain their i dentity 
were recognized, would play a vital role in creating a 
harmonious and peaceful society. And were not these 
people the fi rst to come from Eu rope to settle 
permanently in this part of the new world, to colonize 
and to develop the resources of the country? And then, 
the support of a l l  co lonizers, Fra ncophone a n d  
Anglophone, were requi red t o  oppose a n d  t o  resist the 
i ntrusi ons of groups from the U nited States. 

At the time of C onfederation i n  1 867, Section 1 33 
of The British North America Act guaranteed parity of 
French and English in the Parlia ment of Canada and 
of  Quebec, as well as i n  the  Courts and, Mr. Spea ker, 
the la nguage and rights of the minority i n  Quebec were 
protected. Was it not norma l  to do the sa me thi ng for 
Fra ncophones of Manitoba under the pressure of the 
provisi onal government of Louis Riel, particularly since 
the Fra ncophones a nd/or Metis, the fi rst colonizers of 
Manitoba, constituted more than 50 percent of the 
populati o n  at the ti m e  t hi s  p rovi nce j oi ned 
C onfederation i n  1 870? 

Since the minority rights of Anglophones in Quebec 
were guaranteed, a minority which was a ble to develop 
with tota l  control over its institutions, school boa rds, 
schools, hospitals, universities, libraries, museums, etc., 
was it not norma l  and logica l  that equal lingui stic rights 
be given in 1 870 to Manitoba Fra ncophones, who were 
then in a majority? We had then, and we sti l l  have 
today, the same rights enshrined in The Manitoba Act. 
This is why I cannot u ndersta nd the attitude of the 
Lea der of the Opposition when he said the other day, 
and I quote from page 4 1 62 of Hansa rd :  " . . .  This 
is a very i mportant matter, one that wi l l  bind this 
province for generations to come . . . " Why then, Mr. 
Speaker, were the rights of Fra nco-Ma nitobans thrown 
aside? Why were i njuri ous and i l legal laws passed i n  
1 890 and 1 9 1 6? And why not today, redress the wrongs 
and the i njustices of the past, for it is never too late 
to do justice? 

Mr. Spea ker, in 1 908 in a resolution a dopted i n  
counci l, the City o f  St. Boniface voluntari ly decl'lred 
itself bi li ngual ,  even though there were only several 
Anglophone families within its jurisdication. History 
shows that Anglophone minorities have been treated 
with justice. It is time that Fra ncophones be treated 
the same way. Mr. Spea ker, this is a l l  they are aski ng.  

But what a re the components of this resolution? Is 
i t  going to re-esta blish bi lingualism in this province? 
The answer to that clea rly is, no. This resolution wi l l  
not bi linqualize al l  sectors of the provi nce. Of course, 
i t  requires the province to tra nslate statutes and laws 
and the officia l  records of this Legislature, and gives 

the right to use French in this House, as granted i n  
1 870 and reaffirmed by a decision o f  the Supreme Court 
in 1 979. This resolution wi l l  a lso a llow the Manitoba 
public to communicate i n  French, or i n  English, with 
the following government agencies or i nstitutions, a nd 
receive services from same: 

1. The headquarters or centra l  admi ni stration 
of government depa rtments; 

2. The headqua rters of centra l  a dmini stration of 
the following agencies: courts, quasi-judicial 
j urisdictions ,  C rown corpora tions ,  a nd 
agencies of the provincial government; 

3. The office of the C hief Electora l  Officer; 
4. The Office of the Ombudsman. 

Mr. Spea ker, these are, therefore, necessa ri ly the 
specifi c  and limited rights which a re gra nted in this 
resolution concerning the use of French. We have to 
ensure that these limited rights a re a part of a n  
a mendment t o  the Canadian C onstitution i n  order that 
persons like the Leader of the Opposition do not, again,  
bring down upon us such setbacks as we had in 1 980 
and 1 9 1 6, i n  order that our rights a re not diminished 
to privi leges which oblige us to live in fea r and conflict 

( Interjection) - let me finish my sentence first -
nor that our rights be subject to the politi ca l  moods 
of the day. 

To answer the concern of the Member from St. 
Norbert, I did not accuse the Leader of the Opposition, 
I said  that i n  order that such a thing does not happen, 
either through the Lea der of the Opposi tion or by 
a nyone else i n  the future. 

Mr. Spea ker, I quote here some words from the 
editoria l page of the weekly paper, La Liberte, of June 
24, 1 983: 

"It seems the sense of justice of a society ca n 
be measured by the place that the majority i s  
ready t o  give t o  a minority. Sterling Lyon cannot 
bri ng a rati ona l  person to believ e  t ha t  his 
" courtesy" type a pproa c h  towa rds Fra nco
Ma ni toba ns s hows to lera nce a nd 
comprehension. " (Translation) 

D oes this resolution go too far, as i s  claimed by some 
who a re blinded and obsessed by thei r  own ignorance 
and/or bigotry? In my opi ni on, this resoluti on is a fair 
compromise which meets the reasonable expectations 
of a minority which has a lways shown remarkable 
pa tience a nd t olera n ce.  After a l l ,  we did hav e 
guarantees i n  The Manitoba Act, but these were i l legally 
taken away from us for 90 yea rs, whi le in Quebec, these 
g ua ra n tees were ensured wi thout i nterrupti o n  for 
Anglophones. It is  impossi ble for us to recreate the 
situation which prevailed in Manitoba at the time these 
pernicious laws were passed, nor is thi s  resolution 
i ntended to turn the clock back. It i s  rather a step 
forward, demonstrating a greater openness of attitude 
and a greater sense of j ustice for the future. 

(English section of Mr. Lecuyer's speech was spoken 
here) 

Mr. Speaker, people of French expression in Manitoba 
have no u nreasona ble ex pectations. They a re not 
dema nding the letter of the law but simply that which 
is i mporta nt for them to be a ble to live in French as 
equa ls. 
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Had they wished to push this matter to the limit they 
could have stubbornly i nsisted that a l l  the laws and 
statutes previously a dopted be tra nslated; they could 
have demanded that al l  government i nstitutions provide 
them with complete services in both languages. as is 
the ca se in Quebec, or in New Brunswick. Rather, the 
Francophone collectivity of Manitoba has negotiated 
in good faith for a reasonable compromise. Should we 
not, today, as the government. show an equal a mount 
of good faith and be reasonable as well? 

Personally I ca nnot, in all fai rness, accept for the 
generations to come less than that which is  provided 
for in this resolution. Fra ncophones of Manitoba have 
alrea dy lived one hundred yea rs of i njustice. Never, 
never wil l  they give up the struggle. If they do not receive 
justice from today's government they wi l l  not hesitate 
to conti nue the struggle to ensure that thei r  rights are 
respected. 

As a parenthesis here, Mr. Spea ker, I wi l l  say that it 
is this struggle that divides us, that divides the parties 
of Canada, and that by adopting this a mendment we 
wi l l ,  at last, be a ble to achieve unity in this country. If 
this House does not give the last word on this question 
i t  wi l l  obviously have to be settled elsewhere, and i n  
a l l  li kelihood a t  the risk of greater embarrassment for 
a l l  of us. 

Tha n k  you, M r. Spea ker. 

ADJOURNED DEBATES ON SECOND 
READING 

BILL 55 • THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: On the a djourned debates on second 
reading, on the proposed motion of the Honourable 
Attorney-Genera l ,  Bi l l  55 , the Honourable Lea der of 
the Opposition. 

HON. S. LYON: Thank you, Mr. Spea ker. This bi l l ,  as 
previous speakers have indicated, does not dea l  with 
any one pri nci ple. It  i nvo lves a series of a mendments 
to The Legislative Assembly Act, some of which, a s  
m y  colleagues have indicated, attract n o  objection from 
this side of the House, others of which attract seri ous 
objection from this side of the House because they 
represent, as I sha l l  attempt to point out, M r. Spea ker, 
an attempt by the NOP to purloin the public purse and 
to use taxpayers' money for thei r  own partisan political 
purposes. 

Mr. Spea ker, let me dea l with some of the less 
contentious matters before we engage ourselves i n  a 
discussion of the matters that a re not i n  the public 
interest, namely, those which i nv olve the NOP in yet 
another attempt to get the public i nvoluntari ly to pay 
for t hei r electi o n  propa ga n da a nd other socia li st 
publicati ons that they would like to push a round to the 
people of Manitoba,  especially if the people of Ma nitoba 
wi l l  pay for them i n  advance. It's, M r. Spea ker, such a 
highly i rregular process that I fai l  to understa nd how 
a government of a ny i ntegrity could bring forward a 
proposition of this kind i n  a yea r when they tell the 
people of Manitoba they're going to be runni ng a deficit 
i n  excess of $600 mil lion,  and i n  a year i n  which they 
have a lready i nflicted a 1 percent i ncrease on the sales 

tax on Manitobans and so on. Yet, Mr. Spea ker, these 
socialists across the way, with the brass of 18 monkeys, 
say not only a re we going we going to do that Mr. and 
Mrs. public of Manitoba, b ut we're going to  get you 
to pay for our politi ca l propaga nda that we wi l l  be a ble 
to send i nto the constituencies at your expense so that 
we ca n t ry to prop up our disintegrati ng government 
politi ca lly and,  hopefully, with the use of your money 
maybe save ourselves from the a lmost i nevita ble result 
of a bject defeat when the next electi on comes a round. 
It can't come, M r. Spea ker, too soon. Well ,  I perha ps 
have given sufficient i ndication of where the bulk of 
my comments wil l  reside when we get to that point. 

The bi l l  starts out by the kind of politica l  tinkeri ng 
that could only come from the rather disordered minds, 
if I may so, M r. Spea ker, of people who tinker before 
they know whereof they a re tinkeri ng.  The constituency 
al lowance that heretofore has been given to members 
ov er a good n u m ber  yea rs, $ 1 ,500,  a genera l 
constituency a llowa nce which members a re a llowed to 
spend i n  whatever way they see fit with respect to their 
own legitimate expenses as members of the House, i s  
t o  b e  done away with. That a l lowance o f  $ 1 ,500 i s  to 
be raised to $2,500. The only difference is, M r. Spea ker, 
that the $2,500 a llowa nce wil l  be paya ble to a member 
only on v oucher where he or she can demonstrate that 
they have used that money for constituency expenses 
such as constituency offices. 

The minute I menti o n  consti tuency offi ces, M r. 
Speaker, you wil l  be the first to realize that we come 
to one of the NOP playthi ngs, one of the knee jerks 
of the left movement in Manitoba, that they must have 
the pu b li c  pay for t hei r offi ces i n  ea c h  of the  
constituencies. It's not good enough to have the office 
a nd to have the $ 1 ,500 a llowa nce out of which members 
if they so choose can pay for it today, but $ 1 ,000 more 
has to be a dded so that the NOP can be sure that the 
taxpayers are paying for their constituency offices. 

M r. Speaker, Socia lists, C onservatives, Li bera ls 
provincially have a l l  been known from time to time to 
have constituency offices; the extent to which i f  a ny, 
they were paid for out of public funds i s  up to the 
individual member out of that $ 1 ,500 al lowance that 
the individua l  member has been getting for ma ny, many 
yea rs. But that's not good enough for the N OP, Mr. 
Spea ker. Fi rst of a l l ,  they a re saying by this act that 
they haven't scooped enough out of the taxpayers' 
pocket. They want to scoop another thousand dol lars 
from the tax payers' pocket i nto their pocket so that 
they ca n have thei r  beloved constituency offices. 

This kind of a knee-jerk, left-wing response, M r. 
Spea ker, i n  a province that is i n  a state of financia l 
degra dati on brought a bout largely by the NOP is ha rdly 
the kind of action that a government of i ntegrity should 
be bringing  forward at a time when it  is  asking all other 
people to notch their belts a bit. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Spea ker, why doesn't the N OP notch its 
belt a bit? Why does the NOP i nsist on gougi ng the 
taxpayers for a nother thousand dol la rs to pay for thei r  
pet constituency offices? Why does the N O P  i nsist on 
gougi ng the taxpayer for an  unlimited sum that we have 
provided for i n  this bi l l  for the pri nting of thei r  a nnual 
propaga nda materia l? Why does the NOP want to gouge 
the taxpayer for that? In  a third bi l l ,  Mr. Spea ker, why 
does the NOP want to further gouge the taxpayer i n  
The Election Expenses Act t o  pay, i f  you can i magine, 
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half of thei r  election expenses in the next election? 
Why, M r. Speaker, would the N D P  want to do that, 
commit those three actions this year, each of which i s  
contrary t o  the public i nterest, each o f  which should 
be and wi ll be objected to and fought in this House? 
Such wa nton greed, M r. Spea ker, on behalf of a poltical 
party has seldom been seen in one Session in this 
House - wanton greed, there is no other word for it -
trying  to tell the taxpayers that it 's i n  thei r  i nterest to 
pay for thei r  politica l  propaganda, to pay for thei r  
constituency offices a n d  i n  a nother bi l l ,  M r. Spea ker, 
the worst of the three, to pay for ha lf of thei r  election 
expenses when the next election rolls a round. We'l l  be 
ta lking a bout the election expenses bi l l ,  I 'm sure, i n  
due course, Mr. Spea ker. 

So the fi rst thing they do, the fi rst gouge they make 
is with respect to the constituency a llowance. The 
second, Mr. Spea ker, is a gouge which works the other 
way. They're attempting to save the people of Manitoba 
a li ttle bit of money and,  M r. Spea ker, I ' m  going to 
spea k  of this in as frank and delicate a way as I can 
because the a mendment refers, Sir, to the per-diem 
a llowa nce that is granted to M r. Spea ker under the 
present legislati on, a per-diem a llowa nce of $50 per 
day when the House is not sitting. That provision is to 
be struck out by vi rtue of this a mendment and a fixed 
figure of $3,500 i s  bei ng replaced as the maximum 
which a ny Spea ker ca n draw with respect to per-diem 
a llowa nces. 

Mr. Speaker, when we were in committee with respect 
to the Estimates of the Minister of Government Services, 
I believe it was, on Pages 3660 to 3666 of Hansard of 
Tuesday, June 14 ,  1 983, there was some consi dera ble 
di scussi o n  a mongst the Mi nister of G overnment  
Services, the Minister of  Hea lth, myself, the Member 
for Spri ngfield a bout the reason for this a mendment 
being  brought a bout. Mr. Spea ker, I regret that the 
government ha s found it necessa ry to  bri ng t hi s  
a mendment a bout. I regret the i mpli cati on that was 
left i n  the course of that debate that it was brought 
a bout for cause, because it was felt that the per-diem 
pa yments that ha d been awa rded to the present 
Spea ker or a pplied for and paid to the present Spea ker 
had been excessive. For that rea son the government 
was bri nging in a ceiling on the a mount that a ny Speaker 
from here on would be enabled to receive, in lieu of, 
the full per diem a llowa nces which heretofore have 
a pplied. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret that that section is  being brought 
in .  I think the other section was probably a section 
under which previ ous presi di ng officers of this C hamber 
had found it possi ble to work. The fact remains, Sir, 
that with the present occupant of the C hair, there was 
drawn last yea r a n  a mount that was consi dered by the 
government - and I must say by this side of the House 
as well - as being excessive and this is the action �hat 
results from it .  

I regret that i t  has ta ken place but i t  is  a matter of  
record; it 's on the record i n  Hansard; and I merely 
comment that whi le we regret that it is taking place 
t ha t  we see no a lterna tive, given t h e  present 
ci rcumsta nces, but to accede to that a mendment. It  is 
not the kind of commentary, however, that we would 
wish to see with respect to the office of the presiding 
officer of this C ha mber. 

Mr. Speaker, new travel a llowances are provi ded for 
some 40 tri ps maximum. This is not a matter of a ny 

great moment. I realize that one of the reasons for this 
a mendment  is to a ccom modate mem bers from 
Northern Manitoba some of whom, particularly the 
Member for Rupertsland, must use privately-chartered 
aircraft to get i nto his constituency and, M r. Spea ker, 
you will find no seri ous objection on this side of the 
House to that kind of provision for members to servi ce 
thei r  constituency beca use of the problems brought 
a bout by geogra phy and lack of available tra nsportation 
services. The member is  facing an undue cost in order 
to get i nto his constituency to see his people. 

My only suggestion would be, Sir, that that kind of 
charteri ng of aircraft, that kind of use of the Manitoba 
Government Ai r Service aircraft needs to be constantly 
monitored in order to ensure that i t  is  not a bused i n  
any way a t  a ll .  I sometimes think that the a rrangement 
that ha s been made with respect to Members of 
Pa rliament usi ng ai rcraft of the chartered airlines i n  
Canada t o  reach thei r  constituencies i s  one that might 
offer, someday down the road,  some kind of precedent 
that would be useful for Northern members, but for 
the present certainly we see no fundamental objection 
to that change that is  bei ng proposed. 

The constituency a llowa nce that I spoke of earlier, 
M r. Spea ker, is being expa nded to $2,500 and I 've 
spoken briefly a bout what,  i n  our estimation, we regard 
as the unnecessa ry expa nsion of this a mount of money 
- from $ 1 ,500 to $2,500 - and the specific mention that 
is  being made in that section of constituency offices 
being one of the purposes for which this gouging of 
the public is going forward. 

M r. Spea ker, other spea kers have observed that the 
$ 1 ,500 a llowance that is  now presently paid  to members 
is computed as pa rt of thei r  i ncome and i n  a good 
ma ny cases perha ps up to half of that $ 1 ,500 goes 
back i n+o the tax coffers of the Federal and the 
Provincial Government. 

U nder the expanded gouging  that this government 
purports to enable by this bi l l ,  with voucher systems 
bei ng provi ded for thei r  pet constituency offices and 
God knows what other expenditures they wi ll drea m  
u p  i n  the course o f  getting thei r  hands o n  this i ncreased 
purloined money, that money wil l  not be goi ng;  it wil l  
not be treated as money capa ble of being taxed by 
the Federa l  a nd Provi ncia l Government, so there's a 
double loss on i t ,  Mr. Spea ker, with respect to the 
bottom line for the taxpayer of Canada and the taxpayer 
of Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, I menti oned earlier the provision that 
was placed in The Legislative Assembly Act by the 
Schreyer Government some yea rs ago,  permi tted 
members to have one mai ling of election materia l to 
thei r  constituencies each year;  the post office charges 
to be at the expense of the tax payers of Ma nitoba. In 
other words it was a form of provincial frank that was 
offered to the M LAs, by the Schreyer government, i n  
order t o  permit them t o  send out one mailing piece of 
thei r  own choice in years gone by. 

We, Sir, on this side of the House i n  government and 
i n  opposi tion have used that and have not felt that i t  
wa s a ny great a buse of  the  provi ncial taxpayer because 
letters, other communicati ons that all M LAs ca n make 
as M LAs from this building, do go out on a provi ncia l 
frank at the present time. While this was a n  extension 
of  that it  wa s not  extensi on that got i nto the qua lity 
of the propag,mda that was going out but rather enabled 
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the member to have one mailing a yea r at the posta l  
expense, to put it that way, of the taxpayers of Ma nitoba .  

But, M r. Speaker, we come a long in this a mendment 
and not only is the ma i l ing prov ision repealed but then 
the substituted section is going to prov ide that in 
addition to any other priv ileges a member has in respect 
to the printing of written matter at the expense of the 
government and,  Mr. Spea ker, may I pause for a 
moment to mention those words, at the expense of the 
government. Mr. Spea ker, the government doesn't pay 
any expenses except as a trustee on behalf of the 
taxpayers. Why don't we say in the bi l l  at the expense 
of the tax payer? The government is merely a strong 
or a weak reed acting as a trustee for the taxpayer. 
It's not the government out of its goodness of heart 
that is prov iding this money; it's the tax payers, the 
working people of Manitoba, who a re prov iding this 
money. 

I know the N D P  l ike to think that the government is 
the be-a l l  and the end-a l l  and that government is the 
only source and fount of a l l  good because they don't 
pay too much attention to the spiritual or, may I say, 
the moral side of life, that government is the fount of 
a l l  good. But, M r. Spea ker, most of the people in  
Ma nitoba don 't bel iev e  t ha t  and th is  u nfortunate 
drafting that is in  the a ct, I th ink,  should be clea ned 
up. It's not at the expense of the government at a l l .  

It's a bi l l  that ca n be submitted to the government 
to be pa id by the government with money given to the 
government by the taxpa yers. That's the way it should 
be expressed in bills of this sort where the N D P  a re 
attempting to gouge the public for even further money 
hoping that the public will never hea r  of them, hoping 
that the opposition will say nothing a bout it, hoping 
that some of their backbenchers who masterminded 
this, ca n push their petty little burea ucratic schemes 
through while they're temporarily in office in  order that 
they ca n feather their own nests out of the public purse, 
and at least when they go into opposition after the 
next election they'll go in with constituency offices pa id 
for by the public, with propaga nda paid for the by the 
public, and with ha lf of their election expenses next 
time a round paid for by the public. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Spea ker, not one of those three examples 
of gouging of the taxpayer of Manitoba is going to go 
unnoticed, unremarked or unfought in  this Legislature 
and I say now, lest time prohibits me from completing 
the thought, that we earnestly suggest to the members 
of the government that they give some reconsideration 
to each of these matters, that they hold them back. 

They tried, Mr. Spea ker, last year to push through 
a mess of pottage like this toward the end of the Session 
a nd we sa id no. There were discussions that went on 
between the parties a nd we sa id no, we can't have 
that, that's not proper; and now, M r. Spea ker, they 
come this yea r, they figure this year the portcullis is 
going to drop this year, you see, beca use peoples' 
memories they figure are going to run from a bout the 
end of the second yea r of their unfortunate term of 
office until the election is ca lled. They've got to rush 
in a l l  of this purloinment of the public purse before the 
two-yea r period is up, in  the vague hope that the public, 
and the opposition, will forget a bout this open thievery 
of the tax payers' pocket to benefit the N D P,  not even 
so much to benefit the individua l  member. I don't ascribe 
that motive to them, but to benefit, the movement, Mr. 

Spea ker, that's what they want. The taxpayers are going 
to subsidize the movement. The left movement is now 
going to get money from the taxpayers of Manitoba 
for its propaganda; for its offices - and God knows if 
the other bil l ,  if they don't have the bra ins to withdraw 
it, The Election Expenses Act; for ha lf of the left 
movement's election expenses everytime there's a n  
election in  Manitoba. To that last one, Mr. Spea ker, I 
say never, never. 

When we come, Mr. Spea ker, to debate that bil l ,  I ' l l  
have a n  interesting announcement to make a bout what 
w i l l  ha p pen to t ha t  sect ion when we form the 
government after the next election. I ' l l  let you i n  on 
something that won't be a secret. We' l l  repea l  it, Mr. 
Spea ker, and we'll repeal it retroactively so that no 
socialist wil l  ever get his hand on a penny of that money 
that they're trying to consign into the pockets of the 
left movement in  Manitoba. We' l l  repea l it, repeal it 
retroactively. 

M r. Speaker, I won't even wait for that bi l l  to be 
called. I tell my honoura ble friends right now that if 
their lack of integrity, if their lack of public morality is 
such that they think they can hustle this bi l l  through 
on election expenses a nd these other purloinments that 
they wa nt to subsidize the left movement on, I tell them 
r ight n ow, M r. Spea ker, that they're go ing to be 
repealed, a nd they'll be repea led retroactively. Anybody 
on that side of the House, or a ny of their candidates, 
under The Election Expenses Act, who takes a nickel 
of taxpayers' money for his election exenses wil l  have 
to pay it back to the Prov incial Treasury, because we 
wil l  never permit the tax payers of Manitoba to pay for 
the election expenses of a ny politica l party in this 
prov ince. 

M r. Speaker, that's a nother speech for another day. 
I 'm only dea ling, Mr. Speaker, with three exa mples of 
petty theft in this bil l .  We' l l  get to the g rand theft when 
we come to the election expenses bill as, indeed, we 
wil l  come to the election expenses bi l l  before too long. 

So what does this say, M r. Spea ker, what does it 
say? That the government, according to their terms, 
the expense of government "each member may once, 
in  respect of each Session, have printed, at the expense 
of government, written matter for circulation to the 
householders in  the electoral division which the member 
represents; but (a) the printing of the written matter 
under this subsection, in respect of a ny session, sha l l  
be  completed before the beginning of  the next following 
session; and (b) the cost to the government" - those 
ma rvellous words, the euphemism that the socia lists 
put in  - "the cost to the taxpayer" - let me suggest 
the proper words - "the cost to the tax payer of each 
printing of written matter requested by a member under 
this subsection sha l l  not exceed the product of one
a nd-a-half times the cost that would be incurred by 
the government for a mailing of that printed matter if 
it were ma iled for the member at the expense of the 
government under Subsection ( 1 )." 

Wel l ,  M r. Spea ker, there is the clea r  example of how 
my honoura ble  fr iends now wa nt  to get N D P  
propaganda printed a t  the expense of the public. Can 
you imagine, Mr. Spea ker, the double outrage that there 
would be, on behalf of the people of Manitoba, if this 
section were to go through, and the N D P  were to print, 
at  the public's expense, that maligned document, that 
tissue of lies that they turned out in  November of 1 98 1 ,  
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how they were going to turn a round the economy, 
nobody was going to be laid off i n  Ma nitoba, and 
Limestone was going to go a head.  They weren't going 
to give away the resources. Can you i magine, M r. 
Spea ker, the gall of a politica l  party aski ng the publi c  
taxpayer t o  pay for that kind o f  a tissue o f  pri nted lies; 
and yet that is exactly what this bi l l  provides for, that 
they wi l l  be a ble to print thei r  lies at the expense of 
the public. 

Wel l ,  we say, no  they won't, M r. Spea ker. It is not i n  
the public interest for this petty thievery of the public 
purse to go on, and we i ntend to fight these three 
examples of petty thievery that I have been outlining 
to you today. 

Mr. Spea ker, I ' l l  spea k  briefly a bout one matter. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The time being 4:30 and 
Private Members' Hour. This bi l l  wi l l  sta nd i n  the  na me 
of the Honoura ble Lea der of the Oppositi on.  

The Honoura ble Government House Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, I wonder, by leave, I've spoken 
to the Acting Opposition House Leader, i f  I might make 
one a nnouncement a bout House business and move 
one procedural moti on .  

COMMITTEE CHANGE 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble Government House 
Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, the Sta nding Commi ttee on 
Private Bi lls wil l  not meet tomorrow morning. The two 
bi l ls remaining sti l l  a ppa rently need some work. So 
that's the announcement. 

I would move, seconded by the Minister of Fina nce, 
by leave, that Bi l l  No. 93, The Legislative Assembly 
Management Commission Act be withdrawn from the 
Sta n di ng Commi ttee on Law Amend ments a nd 
transferred to the Commi ttee of the Whole. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

PRIVATE MEMBERS HOURS 

RESOLUTION NO. 1 1  

MR. SPEAKER: U nder Private Members' Hour the fi rst 
item on the agenda is Private Members' Proposed 
Resoluti ons, Resoluti on  No.  1 1 , proposed by the 
Honourable Member for Thompson; and proposed 
a mendment thereto by the Honourable Member for 
Nia kwa.  

The Honoura ble Member for Fort Garry has 1 1  
minutes remaining. 

MR. L SHERMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. When we 
were la st dea li ng wi t h  t hi s  resoluti o n ,  a nd t he 
a mendment thereto m oved by my col league, the 
Honourable Member for Niakwa , I was spea ki ng in 
response to remarks that had been made on that 
particular date, the day in question being Monday, the 
4th of July, by the original mover of the resolution, the 
H on o u ra ble  M e m ber for Thompson.  I ha d been 
attempting, at  that poi nt in time, Sir, to challenge some 

of the assertions that he had made i n  speaking to the 
a mendment that particular day, and I want to pick up 
at that point in the few minutes remaining to me on 
the clock this afternoon. 

I was - (Interjection) -

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for l nkster 
on a point of order. 

MR. D. SCOTT: Mr. Spea ker, just a couple of moments 
ago the Leader of the Opposition walked across the 
floor, and he's doing it  once again now, crossing the 
line between the Spea ker and the Mace. I believe that 
is against House Rules, is an i nsult to this House, and 
is  a n  i nsult to the Queen, Mr. Spea ker, when he walks 
and crosses that line. It's the first time I have ever seen 
it done. I've never even heard of it being done i n  the 
past. 

MR. SPEAKER: D oes the honourable member have 
a rule he wishes to quote to that effect? 

MR. D. SCOTT: If you go back and read the role of 
the Mace i n  some of the pamphlets that a re put out 
in the House, I have never ever seen a nything. If you 
wa nt to open something up, i f  you wish to make a 
ruling, Mr. Spea ker, that we can walk  back and forth 
across this House without giving a ny recognition to the 
Spea ker, whether it's behind the Mace here or between 
you and the Mace then maybe members should start 
doing that, but that is a n  i nsult from a nything that I 
have lea rned since I was i n  Youth Parliament, as a 
youth of 1 4  years of age, that one never crosses 
between the Speaker and the Mace. 

MR. SPEAKER: I 'm not aware of any rule to that effect. 
If the honourable member has such a rule, perha ps he 
would quote it. 

The Honourable Minister of Natural Resources. 

HON. A. MACKLING: Mr. Spea ker, I don't know whether 
you' l l  find a rule in our Rules, but not a l l  of the rulings 
nor a l l  of the traditions in Parliament are found in our 
Rules. 

HON. S. LYON: Right, like sitting on Wednesday night. 

HON. A. MACKLING: Mr. Spea ker, it has been tradition 
that no member crosses between the Spea ker and the 
Mace. That is  one of the traditions, whether it be codified 
i n  rule form I know not, but I know that is readily 
understood, not only in this House and in Ottawa a nd 
i n  London, that that is not done. 

HON. S. LYON: Why don't you go to London i nstead 
of Moscow and you'd find out. 

MR. SPEAKER: D oes a ny member wish to a dvise the 
Chai r on  that matter? 

The Honoura ble Member for Lakeside to the same 
point. 

MR. H. ENNS: On the sa me poi nt of order, having 
overheard this, I say this with every deference to you, 
Mr. Spea ker but the tradition of acknowledging anything 
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in this Chamber is the Mace, and that's why we don't 
do it when the Mace is not on the table. 

The acknowledgement is not to the Speaker, not to 
the Speaker's Chair but to the Mace, M r. Speaker, and 
it's questionable whether that can be found in a Rules 
Book either, but it is tradition of the House. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n ourable M e m ber for 
Springfield to the same point . 

MR. A. ANSTETT: Thank you, M r. Speaker. The 
reference in our Rules with regard to the Mace is not 
contained in the Fifth Edition of Beauchesne, the most 
current edition. I do recall however that it is both in 
the Fourth Edition of Beauchesne as well as in  Erskine 
May and it's been a longstanding parliamentary tradition 
that no one crosses between the Mace and the Speaker, 
other than the Clerks at the table who are seated 
between the Speaker and the Mace. 

I understand as well, M r. Speaker, in response to the 
Member for Charleswood opposite, that that same 
practice, as set out in  Erskine May, is the practice at 
the Mother of Parliaments i n  Westminister, that there 
is no traffic other than the Clerks at the table allowed 
between the Mace and the Speaker. 

I would suggest, Sir, that in lieu of the quotation of 
a rule by the Member for lnkster in  our current Rules 
Book where I know it is not contained, or in Beauchesne, 
that you may wish to consult the Fourth Edition of 
Beauchesne and Erskine May and I ' m  sure that it will 
be found in both places, Sir. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H on o u rab le  Leader of t he 
Opposition. 

HON. S. LYON: On a piece of triviality, the foolishness 
of which has seldom been matched, I was at the centre 
table of the House consulting with the Deputy Clerk 
with respect to some business of the House. I had no 
intention to do anything offensive to the Mace or to 
you, Sir;  you know that. Because some nouveau type 
who doesn't know anything about the traditions of 
Parliament in  any event, wishes to make some case 
of it, let h im do so, but I merely say to you, Sir, that 
in  the Mother of Parliaments, where there aren't enough 
seats for members - and that, of course, would be a 
benefit when you have members l ike the Member for 
l n kster, because you cou ld  k eep them out - the 
members come in and s it ,  Sir, in  front of Mr. Speaker 
and move between the Mace and Mr. Speaker when 
the House is in  one of its grand moments and people 
are crowding into the House. I've seen it happen at 
the opening of Parliament so I don't need to be read 
any lesson by Johnnys-come-lately, M r. Speaker, about 
some of the traditions of the Mother of Parliament. I 've 
been there; I've seen them. 

I say this, my speaking to the Deputy Clerk was not 
meant as any form of offence to the Mace for which 
I feel some loyalty, or to you, Sir, and that should be 
sufficient for the record. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Radisson 
to the same point. 

MR. G. LECUYER: M r. Speaker, I can recall that when 
I visited this Legislature years ago for the first time, 

the guide that was accompanying us at the time told 
us that never does one walk between the Speaker and 
the Mace. If it's not in  the Rules, Mr. Speaker, and it's 
a part of our Parliamentary traditions, it is also a fact 
that it is not in the Rules but apparently part of our 
tradition that we wear a jacket, and the other day when 
it was 1 00 degrees and I took my arms out of the 
sleeves, I was told that was a tradition; I had to put 
it back on. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease, order please. The 
Honourable Member for Niakwa to the same point. 

MR. A. KOVNATS: Mr. Speaker, not to cause any great 
debate - but I was just wondering the intent of all of 
this discussion back and forward, whether it's to the 
good of the House or not. I 've heard accusations from 
one side and the other, stating that the other side is  
doing some wrongs and possibly th is  is the  case, Mr. 
Speaker, but it's l ike a little boy running home and 
tattletali n g ;  it's of no  consequence, M r. Speaker, 
absolutely no consequence. For the edification of this 
House, there are lot of things that are going on in  this 
House that are wrong; it's morally wrong, it is not wrong 
against the Rules. I 've seen members give a sign of 
salute that is something that I would recognize as a 
Nazi salute, and that is wrong and I point the finger 
right at the man there. 

M r. Speaker, there are many things and I think it's 
a matter of co-operation, and the Honourable Leader 
of the Opposition has told you his intent was not to 
embarrass anybody, it was a matter of just speaking 
to the  Deputy Clerk and t hat was d one.  I can't  
understand i t ,  if somebody is trying to get even because 
they had their jacket off and were playing the game 
of trying to push the Speaker to the fullest to see 
whether, in fact, he would rule on it, which was the 
case, and the Speaker ruled correctly and I can't 
understand why all this is going on; the weather is  hot. 
There are many feelings back and forward, Mr. Speaker, 
and I think, for the sake of co-operation amongst the 
mem bers, t hat th is  be d ropped and I t h i n k  the 
honourable member should just be reminded that there 
are other rules that are being broken that shouldn't 
be. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for lnkster 
to the same point. 

MR. D. SCOTT: M r. S peaker, for someone who 
preaches in th is  House constantly and tries to make 
a case when one talks about the Constitution of Canada 
and the heritage of our Constitution, both to Britain 
and the unwritten parts of our Constitution, for him to 
get up in  this House - (Interjection) -

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Would the honourable 
member confine his remarks to the point? 

MR. D. SCOTT: Yes, my remarks are to the point. You 
cannot talk about tradition in one instance and not 
talk about it in  another. When you have a tradition, as 
the Member for Springfield says, passed down from 
the Mother of Parliaments, has been a longstanding 
tradition, it's been a tradition established right from 
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the very start in Parliaments, as the members do not 
cross the floor between the Mace when the Mace is 
on the table, Mr. Speaker, when it is on the table and 
the Speaker is in  his Chair. Once again, it's an insult 
to the parliamentary process and shows you the kind 
of respect that the Leader of the Opposition has for 
our British parliamentary heritage. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. I thank all honourable 
members who have advised the Chair on this matter. 
I will take it under advisement. 

The Honourable Member for Fort Garry may continue 
his remarks. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, when we were last 
addressing the substance of this amendment and this 
resolution, I was attempting to make the point, Sir, that 
I understand the dismay of the Honourable Member 
for Thompson in having his resolution amended at a 
point in time and at a point in debate when perhaps 
he thought it was going to carry and clear Private 
Members' Hour. That's a perfectly understandable 
emotion on his part. 

It is no just if icat ion ,  h owever, S i r, for mak ing  
statements that are exaggerated and extreme, and that 
d istort the position of the Progressive Conservative 
Party on this subject, and I think that, in giving bent 
to his d isappointment and his frustration, perhaps the 
Honourable Member for Thompson did indulge in some 
flights of whim and fancy with respect to the position 
of the Progressive Conservative Party on universal 
health care and on Medicare, and I don't believe that 
such i naccuracies shou ld  be left on the  record 
unchallenged, Sir. 

T hat was where we were when we were l ast 
addressing this amendment, and I want to proceed 
from there in the few moments remaining at hand today. 
The Member for Thompson, essentially, relied very 
heavily, M r. Speaker, in his remarks on July 4th on the 
fact that it was his view that the basic objection of the 
old l ine parties, as he called them, the Conservative 
and Liberal Parties, to universal health care in the 1 950s 
and the 1 960s was that Canadians could not afford it. 
He cited the argument that was raised, in his view, and 
emphasized, in his view, to a considerable degree during 
the Medicare and universal health care debates of the 
'50s and '60s and described that, or interpreted that, 
as a position that could best be summed up in that 
argument, to wit, "we can't afford it." But he claims 
that the Saskatchewan CCF or NOP made everybody 
sit up and take notice in  the 1 960s by bringing in  a 
Medicare program and proving that, "we can afford 
it." Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, that's precisely the point that is 
contained in the amendment to the resolution moved 
by my colleague, the Honourable Member for Niakwa. 

The point at issue here, Sir, is that to enjoy and 
maintain a major and highly desirable universal social 
program such as universal hospitalization and universal 
medicare, we have to be able to afford it. So that if 
there were arguments raised in the 1 950s, or in that 
period of time, and I ' m  not suggesting that was the 
basic opposit ion arg ument ,  but the M e m ber  for 
Thompson suggests that it was, if there were arguments 
raised at that point in time which suggested that we 
could not afford universal hospitalization and universal 

medicare in this country, it was an attitude that was 
born out of pragmatism and realism with respect to 
the requirements that must be in place and must be 
met if you're going to have that kind of program. It 
was an argument that arose out of the real experiences 
of the Depression, of the real experiences of those who 
had seen Canada and other western industrialized 
nat ions suffer severe econ o m i c  d ifficu lt ies t hat, 
admittedly, came to an end during World War II, but 
that remained in the consciousness of many legislators 
and many persons. They raised the warning that we 
simply had to have the resources, and we had to have 
the private sector economic capacity and capability to 
maintain those kinds of program if we were going to 
go into them; otherwise, we would get in them, find 
ourselves in difficulty, and then face real trauma when 
revolutionary adjustments had to be made. 

So that, if that argument was raised, that was the 
reason for that argument, Mr. Speaker. I think there is 
clear and demonstrable reason for raising that kind of 
argument. That is really the reality that is contained in 
the amendment moved by my colleague. It says that 
we want to maintain universal health care and universal 
medicare, with a!! its implicit and all its founding 
principles, and we intend to do that to the extent of 
o u r  capacity and o u r  a b i li ty as the P rogressive 
Conservative Party of Manitoba, M r. Speaker; but we 
appeal to the government to understand and appreciate 
the basic fact of life that says that you have to have 
revenues, and you have to have prosperity, and you 
have to have production, and you have to have profits, 
and you have to have a healthy private economic sector 
in order to maintain those kinds of programs for any 
length of time. 

Surely that is an argument that does not go over the 
heads of the Honourable Member for Thompson and 
his colleagues any longer; surely that's an argument 
that they can understand and appreciate when they 
look around at the difficulties in  which many universal 
programs find themselves today as a consequence of 
the difficulties that the national economy and the 
provincial economy are in.  

I think most Canadians and most Manitobans have 
long since come to recognize that simply to talk about 
universal programs in the social services field, universal 
programs in the health care field, is to engage in fancy 
and, to some degree, damaging rhetoric. It's not good 
enough simply to talk about those programs and dream 
about them and wish for them in an abstract idealistic 
way. There has to be a solid underpinning. All we're 
saying in  this amendment is that it is the first and 
primary responsibil ity of that government opposite, if 
they want to maintain universal health care and universal 
medicare in M an itoba; it is the first and pr im ary 
responsibility of that government opposite to ensure 
that the Province of Manitoba, i.e. the people of 
Manitoba, can pay for it and can afford it. The best 
way to be able to pay for it, the best way to be able 
to afford it and to maintain it is to have a healthy private 
sector, a healthy private economy that is producing and 
generating the necessary revenues that permit that kind 
of government programming. 

That is  the essence and the substance of the 
amendment, Mr. Speaker. I would hope that it has not 
missed its target. I would hope that the Member for 
Thompson hns not failed to recognize that. 
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MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question? The 
Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you, M r. Speaker. I ,  Mr. 
Speaker, welcome this opportunity to address some 
remarks to the Member for Thompson's resolution on 
the health care system of Canada. I, part icu lar ly, 
commend to that member, Mr. Speaker, the amendment 
proposed by my colleague, the M LA for Niakwa, that 
amendment truly, if passed and enacted and taken 
seriously by both the Provincial Government and the 
Federal Government, will assure the M LA for Thompson 
that the universal health care system will be maintained. 
That is the greatest assurance that we, as elected 
members in this House can offer the people of Manitoba 
and, indeed, the people of Canada that we will have 
a health care system that will provide for their present 
and future needs. 

The quickest way, I might hasten to add ,  M r. Speaker, 
to destroy that u niversal health care system is to carry 
on with the terribly wrong-headed, ineffective and 
backwards policies that this government has brought 
in  in  conjunction with the Federal Government, policies 
which have destroyed the initiative in  the private sector, 
the sector that can provide the taxation revenues from 
employing people and providing profits to be taxed in 
the private sector to provide the necessary tax d ollars 
to spend on health care. It is the policies of New 
Democratic Party Governments and Federal Liberal 
Governments that are doing more, Mr. Speaker, to 
destroy the universal health care system than any 
province bringing in  extra bi l l ing, than any province 
that is allowing extra bi l l ing, it is their wrong-headed, 
backward policies to destroy the private sector that 
will cause the most grief in  providing universal health 
care to the people of Manitoba and Canada. 

The more that they do not realize that, M r. Speaker, 
the greater the problem becomes and the more difficult 
that problem will be to resolve no matter what political 
stripe the government is federally or provincially. Wrong
headed policies that drive private enterprise out of this 
province and out of this country will kill all social 
programs eventually in  this country because there will 
not be the dollars to finance them and thinking members 
of the New Democratic Pary know that, unfortunately, 
newcomers like the M LA for Thompson and I presume 
the M LA for Wolesley and others who don't appreciate 
where tax dollars come from will lead to the destruction 
of the health care system through their wrong-headed 
administrations. 

Now, M r. Speaker, I want to make some comments 
about the health care system as we see it in  Manitoba 
r ight  n ow. R ight  now the M i n ister of Health h as 
announced that he proposes the close of obstetrical 
units in  a couple of hospitals in  Winnipeg. He's doing 
it I presume, and he says, because it will save money 
in his department. It' l l  save, I believe, the figure he's 
used is $1 mill ion in  yearly operating costs and if I 'm 
wrong he' l l  - ( Interjection) - $700,000 - $800,000.00. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, there are people who live in  the 
areas served by those obstetric units in  those hospitals 
who say that that is depriving me of access to a universal 
health care system. What does the M LA for Thompson 
say about those arguments by those people? There 
were a number of them in front of the Legislature last 

week led by the husband of one of the Cabinet Ministers 
saying that those obstetrical units should not be closed 
but  t hey are being c losed , not  by a P rogressive 
Conservative Government but by a New Democratic 
Government, a government that said they were going 
to maintain the health care system .  Health care, not 
cutbacks, they were going to restore - (Interjection) 
- you're right - I stand corrected by my colleague, 
the  M LA for L akeside.  Your elect ion promise in  
November of  1 98 1  was to  restore the  health care system 
and here, on one hand we have the M LA for Thompson 
in the netherlands of the back bench coming in and 
saying that we have to protect the health care system 
while his Minister of Health is undertaking certain cost
cutting measures to save $800,000 and in doing so 
proposes to close two obstetrical units. 

Now, there are people who say that that is reducing 
their access to the health care system. - (Interjection) 
- Well ,  M r. Speaker, the M LA for Thompson says, 
what do you say? What does your government say? 
You on one hand say one thing and your government 
does exactly the opposite. Are you not part of the New 
Democratic Government, the M LA that brought this 
resolution in? He cannot justify this resolution in  face 
of what his government is doing. I drew to the Minister 
of Healt h ' s  attent ion several months ago about 
reductions in  service in  some of the rural hospitals that 
I'm familiar with. They are happening because of budget 
constrictions placed by this government, because of 
the payroll tax implemented by this government. There 
have been practical nurses laid off in Morden. This is 
going on whilst a government who promised to restore 
the health care system is in power. It  isn't a Progressive 
Conservative Government that's doing that, it's a New 
Democratic Party Government and meanwhile one of 
their backbenchers brings in  a resolution saying we 
must protect the universal health care system. 

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, there has been reference made 
in this House to hypocritical positions taken by various 
members in  the House and I think it is parliamentary 
to say that this is an example of a hypocritical resolution 
because on the one hand the member says one thing 
should be done and on the other hand his government 
is doing exactly the opposite. I don't know how the 
Member for Thompson can justify his position. 

He refers in  the last RESOLVED of this resolution, 
Mr. Speaker, that we, the Assembly should call on the 
Federal Government to maintain its financial support 
of Canada's health care system - that's an interesting 
proposition for him to make - why not blame the Federal 
Government for everything? After all it was only his 
Premier who said, shortly after assuming office that he 
was going to do away with this federal bashing and 
he was going to work co-operatively with the Federal 
Government. Here we have one of the backbenchers 
chastising the Federal Government and trying to get 
them to maintain financial support to the health care 
system. Once again, M r. Chairman, highly questionable 
motivation by the M LA for Thompson and, indeed, out 
of touch with the reality of what his government is doing 
in  those areas. He doesn't know what's going on 
obviously when he proposes this. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this government, in  its short 1 8  
o r  1 9  o r  2 0  months it's been in office, has done more 
to damage the fabric of the Manitoba economy than 
the Schreyer administration managed to do in eight 
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years. That's quite a record, in 20 short months to do 
more damage than the other  N ew Democratic 
a d m i n istrat ion  did in eight years,  but  t hey h ave 
succeeded. They have succeeded because they have 
not recognized the very important role that the private 
sector has to play and must play in the provincial 
economy to create jobs, to create new wealth and to 
create tax revenues that the Minister of Finance so 
desperately needs. 

They've introduced the payroll tax, their attitude 
towards business in the private sector is incredibly bad, 
there is no Provincial Government in  Canada that offers 
a less inviting climate to the private sector than this 
socialist government does in Manitoba. And it stems, 
Mr. Speaker, ( Interjection) - the M LA for Wolesely 
is chattering from not even her own seat. If  she wishes 
to address her comments to this resolution she might 
consider standing up and being recognized by the 
Speaker. 

Now you see, M r. Speaker, in 20 short months they 
have introduced the payroll tax and what does the 
payroll tax do for job creation in Manitoba? Absolutely 
nothing, Mr. Speaker, it has killed job creation it has 
been the straw that breaks the camel's back in a number 
of business decisions to close down their plants i n  
Manitoba. 

We have a Minister of the Environment who talks 
very h ard and tough about protect i o n  of the  
environment and in no small way contributed to the 
loss of a refinery in  Manitoba. He's talking that k ind 
of tough talk in  Brandon with a fertilizer plant, the only 
manufacturer i n  Manitoba, he's talking that kind of 
tough talk with Ayerst Organics in  Brandon. How many 
more straws do those companies need in Manitoba 
before they abandon their investment, the jobs, and 
the tax revenues they pay to this government? How 
many more disincentives do they need before they close 
the i r  d oors and leave t h i s  province because of 
wrongheaded, misdirected, incompetent policies by the 
New Democratic Government? 

That is why I commend the members opposite, the 
amend ment that was made by my col leag ue.  It 
addresses the issue of Medicare financing in  the only 
way that it can be addressed. I simply draw to members' 
attention opposition that in this province today we now 
spend $ 1 ,000 per man ,  woman and c h i ld i n  the  
Department of  Health to  provide health services to  the 
citizenry of Manitoba. For a family of five, that's $5,000 
per year. That, Sir, is an awful lot of money. There is 
no  other department which spends so much per capita 
in  the Province of Manitoba, and you add on top of 
that considerable costs of the federal health care budget 
outside of the transfer of funding that's part of it, and 
you have a very substantial payment. The Minister of 
Health would probably be able to indicate per capita 
what the Federal Government spends outside of transfer 
payments, but I would suspect it could be an additional 
$500 per capita. That, Sir, is an awful lot of money the 
taxpayers have to generate to maintain our health care 
system. That is why the Minister of Health today is 
forced to make some probably harsh decisions in the 
health care system in Manitoba, but he has to go against 
the promise that was made by his Premier of restoring 
the health care system and undertaking a decision of 
closing obstetrical units, etc., etc., in the Province of 
Manitoba. 

He is faced very firmly and solidly with the reality of 
how do you finance a universal health care system with 
declining tax revenues. He's addressing it in a fashion 
which he believes is correct and which obviously his 
colleagues believe is correct, because they have allowed 
it and they have approved it. 

So, Mr. Speaker, there is only one answer to attaining 
the goal as stated in this resolution by the M LA for 
Thompson of maintaining a universal health care system 
for the benefit of all Canadians and all Manitobans, 
and that is, to have a strong, vibrant, profitable private 
sector that's creating jobs, so that the people working 
for the private sector will be paying new taxes to 
government coffers, enabl ing the government to 
undertake needed and necessary and socially justifiable 
spending on the health care system, on the education 
system, and on the welfare system in the Province of 
Manitoba. Without those kind of revenues coming in 
from the private sector, there is no possible way that 
any government of any political stripe can maintain the 
system plus the economy. Because we've seen this 
government, when they're faced with tough decisions 
in  the financing of this province, cut money from the 
highways program, cause unemployment in  the heavy 
construct ion i n dustry, as has been adequately 
demonstrated to the Cabinet today by the Heavy 
Construction Association, and those loss of jobs in the 
private sector, in the heavy construction private sector, 
don't only affect - ( Interjection) - M r. Speaker, to 
the Member for The Pas, I ' m  talking about how you 
afford the Medicare system. If you don't understand 
that, then you are more incompetent than the introducer 
of this resolution. - ( Interjection) - If you don't 
understand the very basics of how you pay for services, 
then, my friend, you don't belong in this House. 

Mr. Speaker, the job loss in  the heavy construction 
industry is one thing. We have no taxes coming from 
those employees because they're not working, and, in 
fact, they become a drag on the system, because, no 
doubt, they will be collecting unemployment which other 
taxpayers who are working must fund. The real long
term disability dealt on the Province of Manitoba by 
the cutback in the highway construction budget is in 
the fact that the infrastructure of highways which wil l  
service the expansion of the private sector outside of 
the City of Winnipeg will not be there. When Manitoba 
goes and approaches such companies as Alcan to 
locate in  Manitoba, they will not be able to point to 
the fact that we have an excellent - (Interjection) -
highway infrastructure system maintained in a safe 
condition for the use of their employees and their firm. 

M r. Speaker, the reduction, the cutback by this 
government in  highway construction not only causes 
problems immediately in loss of employment, but it 
causes long-term problems in making this province an 
attractive place to bring new industries into. If members 
in the government don't understand that, then they had 
better take a small lesson in economics, because that's 
what they need. 

At the same t ime,  M r. Speaker, we've got th is  
government negotiating. When they were first in  office, 
within the first six months, two projects which would 
h ave employed thousands of Manitobans in the  
construction industry. One was the Power Grid which 
would have triggered the construction of Limestone on 
the Nelson River, and the other of course was the Alcan 
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plant. The argument they used that, oh, the aluminum 
industry is in  over capacity r ight now and no new plants 
are needed was blown out of the water this month 
when the Premier of Quebec signed an agreement to 
build a new smelter of brand new capacity in  the 
Province of Quebec. You see - ( Interjection) - Now, 
we have the Minister of Finance from his seat saying, 
well, we're big enough id iots to have approved it. 

You know, the power deal that we had struck - and 
he knows it very well - was a good power deal for the 
Province of Manitoba, and Alcan was will ing to sign it, 
Alcan was will ing to locate here, but he and his 
i ncompetent benchm ate b lew and fumbled that 
opportunity for Manitoba. What did i t  mean to Manitoba 
now? - the loss of jobs in the construction industry. 
Those jobs being taxpayers to contribute to the funding 
of this health care system. It would have meant long
term jobs, some 800 of them in the smelter. It  would 
have meant spinoff industries being able to locate in 
Manitoba, to manufacture h ighway transportation 
equipment manufactured from aluminum smelted in 
Manitoba. 

All of those things would have happened, but this 
government with its anti-business attitude destroyed 
the opportunity of Manitobans to be gainfully employed 
in the aluminum industry. Then they have the gall and 
the audacity to bring in a resolution saying that we've 
got to protect the medical system in Canada when 
they're destroying the private sector that funds the 
medical system, that provides the tax dollars to maintain 
the u niversal medical care system in Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, these people do not understand what 
they are doing, and if that does one thing to Manitobans, 
it te l ls  them that  th is  g overnment is n ot on ly  
i ncompetent, i t ' s  dangerous. Th is  government can 
destroy the provincial economy, and it can do it in four 
short years, and it i s  d oing it already with payroll tax, 
with a negative attitude to business, with complaints 
about advertising of Alcan in the paper. These people 
over here say what has that got to do with this 
resolution? Wel l ,  that shows their abysmal ignorance 
of how g overnments achieve the m on ies and the 
revenues necessary to fund their various services in 
the Province of Manitoba. Unt i l  they understand that, 
Mr. Speaker, indeed, the health care system and many 
other programs in Manitoba will be in  jeopardy as long 
as there's a New Democratic Government in  power in 
Manitoba with a negative attitude towards business, 
with an anti-private sector bent which will drive out 
business from Manitoba and prevent business from 
locating here to create jobs and to provide employment 
for Manitobans, not the make-work jobs of the "fraud" 
fund. 

No, M r. Speaker, that's what we're not talking about, 
because the "fraud" fund we know has $20 mi l l ion 
from one department alone, that being the Department 
of Highways and Transportation. They're causing layoffs 
in the private sector and the heavy construction industry 
because there's no road work, and they're saying in  
grandiose terms in advertising that we're creating with 
that money. The jobs were there, they took them away 
from one sector and they put them into another, Mr. 
Speaker. That's as simply as it can be put. People in  
M a nitoba recognize that and t hey k n ow t he 
incompetence of this government because of it. 

Mr. Speaker, if this government would spend as much 
money on promoting safety advertising, advertising 
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against smoking,  advertising against dr ink ing and 
d riving, and advertising to undertake safe driving, 
including the use of seat belts, they wouldn't need the 
onerous legislation they've got before this House right 
now. They would save the money in the health-care 
system from those very advertising campaigns. But no, 
they don't choose to do that; they pour the money into 
advertising the "fraud" fund, the "fraud" fund which 
is taking jobs out of the private sector and allowing 
this government to simply transfer the jobs to temporary 
make-work jobs  of n o  benefit to anybody but a 
government that wishes to prop up its image by a 
massive advertising campaign and forget about the 
pr ivate sector and bus iness in th is  province, M r. 
Speaker. 

M r. Speaker, I say that the Member for Thompson 
should vote for this amended resolution because it 
clearly demonstrates how the medical health system 
can be preserved in this country and this province, and 
not his phoney resolution that he introduced in the first 
place. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Health. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Thank you, M r. Speaker. It  
certainly wasn't my intention to take part in  this debate. 
I thought that during the Estimates and any time that 
I've had to make a decision that I always made clear 
where I stood and why we were m a k i n g  certain 
decisions. 

I read, with amusement, the amendment. I guess that 
we can stretch things and bring in a completely d ifferent 
subject than that. There is no doubt that there is a 
d ifference of opinion in economic matters and in the 
way you treat the industry and the way you look at 
certain things i n  here. There have been a lot of debates 
on that; there's been talk about having the proper 
cl imate to attract i ndustry and all that and that is 
something that we can discuss, but I thought it was a 
bit far-fetched to try and introduce this in a resolution 
where you're talking about preserving Medicare. 

Even then, I was certainly satisfied to let it go. I 
thought that my views were quite well known on that. 
I would have been very i nterested in listening to the 
Member for Fort Garry and, unfortunately, I couldn't 
get his remarks; I certainly intend to read Hansard to 
make sure that I understand and get his message, but 
the statement made by the last member that spoke 
certainly would d ictate that I should try to make some 
of the corrections because it certainly wasn't a factual 
statement. It was an i rrespon s i b le statement o r  
irresponsible speech. There was no doubt that the 
members do not understand what confronts the Minister 
of Health or what the raison d'etre of the Department 
of Health and in some areas, because I've repeated it 
to h im many times, he is purposely trying to mislead 
the public of Manitoba and the members of this House. 

I'd l ike to take a few of these issues. First of all, he 
said that we said that we would not reduce costs. I 
think that any - especially a person that feels he's such 
a good manager, that he comes from the elitist group, 
that he comes from the people that know it all ,  that 
he comes from the people in  business and they have 
all the answers, would understand that if you're going 
to be successful you have to have good management. 
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Good management means that you review constantly 
the program, you priorize and replace and then when 
there is something better, you replace those programs; 
and that it is impossible to keep all the old programs 
and keep adding some. When you're talking about 
cutting down and reducing the cost is when you look 
at the total cost of the department; and nobody, by 
any stretch of the imagination, can say that even in 
these two tough years, probably the two toughest that 
the people of Manitoba have ever had to face, that if 
they call what we did in  this department cutting and 
reducing the cost, well then I'm not going to waste my 
time in discussing and trying to prove that. 

I'd l ike to talk about obstetrics, because the statement 
that was made is that the honourable member that 
made a motion is saying something and the government, 
through the Minister of Health, is doing the exact 
opposite. I 'd  l ike to ask anybody, especially the good 
managers on the other side, if they feel that you 
shouldn't come with some tough decisions, especially 
when you know that these decisions are right when 
they're recommended by all the people that have the 
knowledge. In fact, even the former Minister - I don't 
know how he feels today; I didn't listen to his speech; 
I don't know if he covered it - but recognized that some 
of these things have to be done. 

My honourable friend said that there was a saving 
and he stopped right there. There was a saving and 
I had to correct him that it was $800,000 and that 
money, you know, the way he tried to give the impression 
that we wanted to save, we needed that money for 
something else; that money will not be saved. That 
money will be spent to develop a new program, a 
program of some work that was highly needed i n  
Manitoba, something that hasn't been done in Manitoba 
in the  past, not on ly  through t he Conservative 
a d m i nistration but o u r  previous a d m i n istrat i o n ;  
something that w e  were weak at and this is what we're 
trying to improve, and I'm talking about Maternal and 
C h i l d  Care, t hese k i n d  of services that the H al l  
Commission had recommended that we provide for the 
people of Manitoba. 

So there is a saving. That saving is not put back to 
try to save money in the department; it is extra money. 
That money will be spent on new programs, so his 
theory is shot out all to hell on that. Secondly, Mr. 
Speaker, I am saying, and I ' m  repeating, that the main 
reason, because the standards will be improved and 
because it was very poor management to keep on 
getting a service at the cost that we were paying and 
especially when we can improve the situation. 

Let anybody in his right mind, let somebody here on 
the other side tel l  me that it is good management to 
say that you're going to keep a program where you 
employ 27 full-time people for .91 patient per day. There 
is no doubt that they're providing good services. Who 
wouldn't with 27 people waiting for some patient that 
might not be there; for .91  patient, 27 full-time people, 
and this is what we're talking about That makes sense 
when these people on the other end that they're talking 
about we can't have it both ways, but they keep telling 
us that we are spending too much money, that we have 
a high deficit, but then every single one of them, that 
we should cut these social programs except in their 
own constituencies. 

That, M r. Speaker, is why there's only .91  with the 
good service they're giving because the people do not 

want to take a chance. They want the best of service 
and there is some expertise at some of those other 
hospitals, in the two teaching hospitals, that you do 
not have at Seven Oaks or Concordia or Victoria and 
some of these other hospitals; and that is the main 
reason, because the service wil l  be better. 

Now they say, well you can - not the service excuse 
me, I don't mean that these people are not giving the 
best they can and on normal births that they're not 
giving good service. They are and I've always stated 
that, but you cannot just define and say this is a normal 
birth and this is a complicated birth. In these cases, 
even after all the care in the world, and after designating 
it as a normal birth, 30 percent of them, at least, become 
complicated births and then they want the backup and 
they want all the services that we are now getting in  
other hospitals. 

It is true that St. Boniface and Health Sciences Centre 
are crowded and they've had to send people down so 
even with those hospitals open but that is why we will 
have to improve the facilities in  these hospitals because 
there is a demand - there's all kinds - and I can refute, 
I 'd  l ike the member to talk about all of the reasons, 
instead of trying to be on both sides of the issue, the 
reason why he favours that we leave these facilities 
open in these two hospitals because we can refute 
every single one of them, M r. Speaker. 

It is a tough decision, it is not an easy decision, it 
is not a decision that is easy for some of our members 
here. It is very difficult but it is that collectively as a 
group the Cabinet understands that we must give good 
management and therefore that we have to look at the 
dollars and especially in  an area where we know that 
the standards will be improved, that we should go 
ahead. Let's not add this thing that we are cutting this 
thing aown to save money because we are trying to 
save money in this department. That is not the case 
and the honourable member knows it. 

Now, there's no  doubt that he didn't know too much 
about this subject when he stood up but there's another 
su bject t h at he k nows because I g ave h i m  the 
information and not too long ago he called me a liar 
in  this House and you let him get away with that, Mr. 
Speaker, he called me a l iar in this House and on what 
grounds? On the thing that I refute and I gave this 
i nformation - ( I nterject ion )  - What's t hat? -
( Interjection) - No, but I d id.  

Mr. Speaker, the situation was that we cut down in 
the staffing at the Carman Hospital, the Morden Hospital 

MR. D. ORCHARD: You tell the truth. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: I ' l l  tell the truth. He said the 
two hospitals, Carman and Morden and the point is, 
Mr. Speaker, that we looked at the staffing pattern and 
we increased the staffing pattern since the days of the 
Conservative Government was there. Now, these people 
went ahead, there's five hospitals in the rural area that 
had a deficit, there's people that they themselves decide 
that they're going to hire over and above the guidelines 
that were g iven, the approval that they are given by 
the commission and they don't consult with me every 
day, no more than they consulted with the former 
Minister ot Health. This is not - they had no direction 
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from us at all, they're keeping with their standard, they 
increased the staffing pattern at these hospitals and 
there's one that was understaffed and we said to them, 
well, this is dangerous you'd  better get more staff and 
the other one was overstaffed and the member repeats 
the same thing in this House that it's because we said 
we wouldn't cut down. 

They did this without the approval, they never had 
the approval of the commission, of the former Minister, 
nor of this M inister. That, M r. Speaker, again I challenge 
the honourable member to  come in front of any 
audience and say, here, the hospitals are going to 
determine. you're not going to have it approved by the 
government, by the people, they decide and if they 
want to have three times or twice or two staff more 
than another hospital it is their business and the 
government should keep their mouth shut and just pay 
the bills. We will never do that, M r. Speaker, and there's 
not a Minister of Health that will do that. 

I'm not going to accuse them of lying but I ' l l  leave 
it to the members of this House to see who the hell is 
lying on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, and we've talked about the resolution 
( Interjection) - would you please shut up, I d idn't  

say a word when you were speaking. I d idn't say one 
word when you spoke, so shut up. Mr. Speaker, the 
thing is that we have a resolution here that is - all right 
there could be a lot of amendments that could be 
brought in  without bringing in  something about the 
economy and something like that, if we could have 
addressed this program, this service. What is stated 
here, it is stated that we try to protect Medicare and 
it's true, I wasn't a member of this party, I have no 
credit on that but it's true that we wouldn't have 
Medicare or hospitalization if it wasn't for Tommy 
Douglas and the people in  Saskatchewan. There's no 
doubt about that. Anybody has to recognize that and 
I'm not saying he was the only one. They weren't in  
office federally so they certainly can't take the credit 
for that but they started and they were criticized and 
probably called Communist and Red and Marxist and 
all these things at the time. 

This is why we have these services here, sure we 
needed Duff Roblin and we needed Ed Schreyer and 
we needed these people, there's no doubt about that, 
but the in itial credit certainly goes, as far as I 'm 
concerned, to Tommy Douglas and his government in  
Saskatchewan tor these programs. 

Now, what is the Federal Government doing that is 
so bad? I can tell you all the Ministers of Health met 
and the Federal Minister was talking about no extra 
bil l ing and the other members refused - what did I say? 
I ' l l  stand up and say exactly what I said. I said, in  
principle, i t  is not a good th ing but in  practice, don't 
rock the boat in  Manitoba. We were against the principle 
but it is not a major concern in Manitoba because we 
do not have that many doctors that are extra bi l l ing. 
And that was an important thing. We weren't going to 
start making a big thing in  Manitoba and then losing 
some of the doctors. 

And I argued and I sided with some of the other 
Ministers on that and I told the Federal M inister also, 
one of the reasons that I don't think you've got too 
much strength because you changed the format and 
you've got global funding instead of cost-sharing and 
we always want - by the way who wanted global funding? 
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I 'm not going to say that the former government had 
anything to do with it, they weren't in government but 
i t  was the Conservative Government of Alberta and 
Ontario especially that wanted to cut down on social 
service. They made that quite clear, they want to cut 
down, give us the money and we'll decide. We're smart 
enough, we'll decide what we want, and I don't think 
that's the nature of these universal programs and when 
we're talking about getting a minimum of certain 
services to all Canadians no matter in  what region they 
live or what province they live in.  

So, M r. Speaker, that was the argument that took 
place and then the Ministers unanimously, every single 
provincial M inister, agreed that they should at least 
monitor, that they recognized that extra bil l ing could 
become a problem, and that they should monitor it 
and they agreed that the Federal Government should 
monitor it. 

As I say, I never made too much noise about the 
extra bi l l ing in Manitoba because it wasn't the biggest 
problem. I th ink the principle is wrong, I th ink that it 
isn't right especially when they are in the plan and they 
are being paid by the public funds but the point is that 
it wasn't a major issue until some of the provinces 
started to move in that direction and start extra bil l ing 
and now - I never agreed with the former Minister before 
that Medicare was in real danger and now I believe 
that Medicare is in danger and I believe that ii is only 
fair now - I certainly will back the Federal Minister to 
bring legislation. I want to see what kind of legislation 
it is, if it's going to be legislation that would control 
or monitor or at least Canadian-wide and country-wide 
that there will not be any extra bi l l ing because there 
has been some abuse and without this abuse there is 
no way you can bring all of the business in the world 
here. With the k ind of bil l ing that is done by a few of 
them and certainly, in no way, do I want to include the 
doctors in this. I think that Manitoba, I 've always said 
that, Manitoba is very fortunate in  having the type of 
people that we have here and the interested doctors 
that we have here, the medical profession that we have. 

Of course, we've got a few of them that are only 
i nterested in the buck; but you' l l  find that i n  politicians, 
you' l l  find that in  businessmen, you' l l  find that in  labour, 
you'll find that all over the place. Nobody has a 
monopoly on these things, M r. Speaker, but the point 
is that this was an honest resolution, to say let's get 
together and let's make darn sure that we keep the 
best Medicare service in  the world, bar none. There is 
n o  doubt about that. We've talked about a l l  the 
regulations. What regulations? I want the member to 
point out one regulation, one change in legislation that 
we made that we've changed in Medicare - one, even 
in the Schreyer years, and now in the Pawley years. 
Where have we stopped anything in the question of 
extra bil l ing or opting out? We haven't moved at all . 
There has been some discussion because the medical 
profession, the only one in all of Canada, and by the 
way we agree, most of the members of the House agree 
on this, officially the two parties agree, that we should 
not have compulsory binding arbitration especially when 
it's binding on only one party. That's where we've had 
the discussion on that. We said, all right, there'll be 
some minimal point, but at no time d id  we even suggest 
any. I 'm not saying that this is going to happen forever. 
I th ink that we'll have to look at legislation depending 
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of course on what kind of legislation the Federal 
Government would bring but they may - ( Interjection) 
- yes, that's an easy way, you make a statement like 
this and try to make it stick. Wel l ,  be my guest. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the situation is that this is an honest 
resolution to try and get the people to address, as was 
suggested by d ifferent members on both sides of the 
House, to work together on that. I don't think it is quite 
far - I'm not saying legally, that's something that I leave 
with you, but it's not something I think that we could 
have spent our time talking about Medicare i nstead of 
all these things that we do not agree with. Anway, you 
know, my honourable friend talked about the climate 
for business and so on. I happen to think that we've 
got to give a minimum of protection for the workers 
and all Manitobans; I don't think the main thing. It 
could be that the Conservative Government talked 
about what trickled down, that's going to help, but I 
mean you take care of the neediest first. You bring in  
a kind of a climate, probably reinstate slavery, then we 
could com pete with the wages i n  the develop ing 
countries; I don't believe in that. I 'm very proud to say 
that I happen to go along with the statement of the 
Holy Father. I think that makes sense. I feel solid enough 
and I think convinced enough of my principle that I 'm 
not  afraid to say that I am a l iberal socialist when it 
comes to t hat. I ' m  n ot afra id .  They can ca l l  m e  
communist, they can call me other names. I feel secure 
enough that I can look at the . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. When this resolution is 
next before the House, the Honourable Min ister will 
have two minutes remaining. 

The Honourable Acting House Leader. 

COMMITTEE CHANGE 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Riel. 

MRS. D. DODICK: Mr. Speaker, I have a committee 
change on Municipal Affairs - the Member for lnkster 
wil l  substitute for the Member for Dauphin. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Acting Government 
House Leader. 

HON. A. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, I understand that 
Law Amendments Committee is meeting this evening. 
Subject to that committee meeting, I move, seconded 
by the Honourable Minister of Finance, this House do 
now adjourn. 

MOTION presented and carried and the H ouse 
adjourned and stands adjou rned unt i l  2 : 0 0  p . m .  
tomorrow (Tuesday). 
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