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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Tuesday, 24 May, 1 983. 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: Presenting Petitions 
. . . Reading and Receiving Petitions . . . Presenting 
Reports by Standing and Special Committees 
Ministerial Statements and Tabling of Reports . . . 
Notices of Motion . . . 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

MR. P. FOX, on behalf of the Member for Elmwood, 
introduced Bill No. 79, The Engineering Profession Act; 
Loi sur les inglmieurs. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA, on behalf of the Honourable 
Minister of Natural Resources, introd uced Bill No. 72, 
The Wild Rice Act. ( Recommended by Her Honour the 
Lieutenant-Governor.) 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR. SPEAKER: Before we reach Oral Questions, may 
I direct the attention of honourable members to the 
Gallery where we 25 students of Grades 11 and 12 
standing from the River East Collegiate. These students 
are under the direction of Mrs. Redekop and the school 
is in the constituency of the Honourable Member for 
River East. 

There are also 60 students of Grade 1 1  standing 
from the West Kildonan Collegiate. These students are 
under the direction of Mrs. Bailey and the school is in 
the constituency of the Honourable Minister of Cultural 
Affairs. 

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

ORAL QUESTIONS 

Bilingual agreement - Union of Manitoba 
Municipalities 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Member for Swan 
River. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: Yes. I have a question to the Minister 
of Municipal Affairs. I wonder if the Minister can confirm 
that he has met with the U nion of Manitoba 
Municipalities with respect to the bilingual agreement. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Minister of Municipal 
Affairs. 

HON. A. ADAM: Mr. Speaker, as you are aware, when 
I was appointed M i n ister of Mun icipal Affairs, I 
reactivated the Municipal Advisory Committee which 
had been dormant for about lour years, and I felt that 
in view of the fact that I had an open-door policy, which 
I had announced . . . 

A MEMBER: lt 's a revolving door policy, the 
applications come in and they get stuck, they only 
approved one, remember. 

HON. A. ADAM: . . . Mr. Speaker, this will be the 
fourth meeting that I have had with them since being 
appointed to the Ministry. I did meet with them Friday 
and there were a number of topics on the agenda, and 
that which he indicates was one of the Items on the 
agenda. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: Mr. Speaker, I wonder if I could 
ask the Minister a further question. Was he able to 
give any assurances to the U nion of Manitoba 
Municipalities officials that there would be provision 
for further discussion with respect to this bilingual 
agreement? 

HON. A. ADAM: Mr. Speaker, what we discussed, in 
regard to municipal services, was that there was an 
offer from the Federal Government to provide for some 
assistance to those municipalities who would want to 
provide services, or extend services, already provided 
at two French-speaking communities on a voluntary 
basis. 

Gambling premises fire - investigation 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La 
Verendrye. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I direct my 
question to the Minister responsible for Lotteries and 
would ask him, in light of the destruction of a retail 
gambling operator's premises this weekend, can the 
Minister inform the House whether or not the Manitoba 
Lotteries Commission is, or will, become involved in 
the investigation? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health. 

HON. L DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, I've been in touch 
with the General Manager of the Manitoba Lottery 
Foundation and have asked him to look at it very closely 
and, if there is any need he certainly will assist any 
investigation,  th ose that are conducting any 
Investigation, and I asked him to make sure he should 
know what is going on and if there is anything at all 
that I should know to keep me informed. So he's keeping 
an eye open but, right now, the investigation is done 
by the police and the lire department. 

M R .  R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, a 
supplementary question to the same Minister. I wonder 
if the Minister could inform the House as to what steps 
are being taken to ensure that no fraudulent use will 
be made of any gaming tickets or equipment that might 
not have been destroyed by the blast. 

HON. L DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, that is being 
looked at and if there are any of these tickets they'll 
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be taken over and I understand that all tickets are 
numbered so everyone will be informed of that. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A further 
question to the Attorney-General, and I would ask the 
M inister if he could assure the House that every possible 
step is  be ing taken to ensure that a t horough 
investigation in  the matter, to determine the cause and 
whether there were any outside forces with regard to 
this blast? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  

HON. R. PENNER: I ' l l  take that question as notice and 
advise the member in  due course, either directly by 
myself or through the Minister in  charge of Lotteries 
as to what steps are being taken. I believe, that would 
be the best course so that I can be more specific. I 
know it i s  be ing i nvestigated, both by the F ire 
Commissioner's Office and,  I understand, by the police, 
but whether there's anything further to report this House 
will be advised, in my absence, by the Minister of 
Lotteries. 

Casino gambling licences 

MR. R. BANMAN: A further question, M r. Speaker, to 
the Minister of Tourism, and I would ask the Minister 
to inform the House whether or not the government is 
giving any consideration to issuing a casino gambling 
licence for the MS Lord Selkirk? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Economic 
Development. 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, that request has been 
made but it is not within our capacity lo make that 
kind of decision so all those kind of applications and 
decisions will be referred to the Lotteries Commission. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber  for La 
Verendrye. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Well ,  M r. Speaker, i n  that case I 
wonder if the Minister in charge of Lotteries could assure 
the House that no new casino licences other than the 
13  that have been routinely issued for the last number 
of years, will be issued until Judge Jewers' report is 
submitted, and until we have completed, as the A/G 
has indicated, a thorough investigation with regard to 
the blast that occurred on Sunday. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: M r. Speaker, the fire that 
happened over the weekend certainly is not related to 
policies that we might do on the licence that will be 
issued or not be issued. 

But I could tell my honourable friend that there is 
no licensing of a casino or any new licence such as 
the Lord Selkirk will be done until the whole policy 
paper will be presented to Cabinet, and policy arrived 
at by the government, and then announced. There is 
nothing that's going to happen just now. 

West-Man Media Co-op 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Virden. 

MR. H. GRAHAM: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I have a question for the Honourable First Minister. I 
would like to ask the Honourable First M inister if he 
can give the assurances to th is House that there has 
been no d i rect i ntervent ion by t h e  M i n ister of 
Community Services in  the internal operations of West
Man Media Co-op. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, if the honourable 
member has any specific information ,  he should relate 
that to me. I do not know the basis of the honourable 
member's question. 

MR. H. GRAHAM: Thank you very much, M r. Speaker. 
I would like to ask the First M inister if he would be 
will ing then to investigate and make sure that the 
Minister has not d irectly been involved in  the internal 
management decisions that have recently taken place 
in West-Man Media Co-op. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. S peaker, I ' m  not about to apply 
for a fishing licence. 

A MEMBER: Who gave you that funny l ine? 

MHSC - MMA negotiations 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the 
Honourable Minister of Health and I would ask him 
what situation has developed, if any, as a result of the 
meeting that was held on May 1 8th between the Health 
Services Commission negotiators and the MMA,  at 
which point in time the M HSC offer, as described i n  
the House last week b y  t h e  Minister, was p u t  t o  the 
Medical Association? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health. 

H O N .  L. DESJARDINS:  M r. S peaker, t h e  last 
information that I received on that is ,  that i t  is the 
intention of the executive of the MMA to discuss that 
at the annual meeting of the MMA that will take place 
some time later this week or next week; this month 
anyway. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, at the time that the 
Minister made his statement last week, "He was hopeful 
that there would be a further meeting," as his statement 
put it ,  "between the parties next week," which would 
be this week. Is the Minister suggesting now that that 
meeting will not take place? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, I will check. This 
was a request at one time to have another meeting 
and I haven't heard anymore since, then I ' l l  have to 
check into that, but I know the Executive talked about 
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discussing that at their annual meeting later on this 
month. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, further supplementary 
to the Minister. Could the Minister advise the House 
whether, in fact, the MMA rejected that last offer of 
the MHSC, regardless of whether there's another 
meeting? Obviously, another meeting will take place at 
some juncture, hopefully. soon but, precluding that 
entirely, did the MMA reject that last offer from the 
MHSC? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, it's quite clear. 
The Executive of the MMA is bound that they're going 
to have compulsory binding arbitration. and they're 
going to have that on their terms. They were told, fine, 
if they wanted to reconsider the last offer that we made 
last year, we could look at it, but we were not ready 
to reopen the discussions. So that they have refused, 
I think publicly, and I suppose now it will be discussed 
by the membership. Our position is quite clear; we're 
•eady to meet their demands, as far as the fees are 
:oncerned, but we also made it quite clear that we are 

not ready to reopen the question of binding arbitration. 

Sale of day care building - Swan River 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Swan 
River. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: One day last week I asked the 
Minister of Government Services whether or not it was 
true that the day care building that had been used in 
Swan River was being offered for sale, at this time, by 
the government. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of 
Government Services. 

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Speaker, I don't have all the 
details on it, but I can tell the honourable member that 
it is an employee housing unit that previously, I believe, 
was used for employee housing, government housing. 
We have since made a decision to cut back on the 
number of employee housing units in the province. 
There are a number of those, approximately 34 units, 
that we were hoping to offer for sale because of the 
fact that they were not being used in the most efficient 
manner and, in many cases, had outlived their 
usefulness. In this particular case, I believe, it is used 
as a day care unit. 

Certainly, that one would not be released until other 
arrangements had been made and discussions took 
place. I can tell you, at this time, that there have been 
no overtures made officially from the department level 
that would indicate that that unit is going to be disposed 
of. lt is one of the units that was listed, but certainly, 
because of the special circumstances surrounding it, 
there would be a discussion and we would consider 
all of the problems involved with having to move a day 
care unit, and then make a decision as a result of that. 
So it's far from a decision being made on it. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: Well, just if I might give some 
background, Mr. Speaker, that housing unit came up 

for disposal during our term in government, and it was 
a request that was put forward, by myself and day care 
people, to the Minister of Health at that time, not to 
sell that unit because the day care people were 
interested in using it, and they have been using it ever 
since. 

Now, the Minister indicates that no action has been 
taken, but I'll table a letter that was sent from Mr. 
Harder, from his department, sent to the day care centre 
and it says: "Please accept this as an official notice 
for the termination of occupancy . . . " 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. The 
Honourable Government House Leader on a point of 
order. 

HON. R. PENNER: The honourable member started 
out by saying, "I'd like to provide some information", 
obviously not a preamble to the question; now he's 
leading up to tabling a letter. That is an abuse of 
question period; that's not what question period is all 
about. He doesn't even pretend that it's a preamble 
to a question and I think that it's entirely improper. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, why would the reading 
of a letter and a reference to a letter be an abuse of 
the question period? That's part of the preamble to 
the question. - (Interjection) -

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable 
Government House Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: Well, apparently the Member for 
Fort Garry is putting as much vaunted extrasensory 
perceptions to use; he may know. Certainly nothing 
emerged from what was said that this is a preamble 
to a question. The member said, "I want to give some 
information to the House" and then led to the point 
of saying, "Now I'm going to table a letter," that's not 
a preamble to a question; and if it isn't, then it's out 
of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Perhaps the Honourable 
Member for Swan River would wish to indicate to whom 
he wishes to put his question and proceed to the place 
the question. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: I'd like to ask the Minister of 
Government Services whether he can confirm that a 
letter was sent out from his department, advising the 
day care that their occupancy of that house was to be 
terminated. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of 
Government Services. 

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Speaker, it is quite possible 
that a letter was sent out from one part of the 
department - I'm not denying that that is the case. 1 
have not seen that letter, Mr. Speaker, and I have 
indicated that I have not communicated any information 
to that effect. I would certainly want to look at the 
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special circumstances before I would authorize that to 
take place, that there would  be a closing of that 
particular unit. 

I indicated as well, at the outset of my answer, that 
I had not received a full report on it, and I believe that 
will be the information that I will be getting and as 
soon as it arrives, I will be sure to report on it to the 
honourable member. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: Well ,  M r. Speaker, will the Minister 
rescind the letter that apparently he has not seen, but 
that has been sent out on his behalf by officials of the 
Department of Government Services. 

Municipal Advisory Committee 

MR. D. GOURLAY: I would like to direct another 
question to the Minister of M unicipal Affairs. Earlier I 
asked h i m  a q uestion deal ing with t h e  b i l i n g u a l  
agreement, b u t  t h e  Minister volunteered t o  go on t o  
say that h e  had revitalized t h e  Municipal Advisory 
Committee; is the Minister saying that during our term 
of office we did not meet with the Municipal Advisory 
Committee? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Municipal 
Affairs. 

HON. A. ADAM: No, I didn't say that, Mr. Speaker, 
but I said I reactivated. My understanding was that it 
was quite dormant. They may have met, but very 
seldom. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: Well ,  M r. Speaker, I think the 
Minister should apologize because I distinctly heard 
him say that he reactivated the committee because 
they hadn't met for four years. We had met with the 
committee . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Honourable Member have 
a question? 

MR. D. GOURLAY: . . . on at least a couple of 
occasions that I can recall. Would the Minister apologize 
for making that statement earlier? 

HON. A. ADAM: M r. Speaker, I did not say that they 
had not met; I said that it had been dormant for four 
years, and that doesn't mean completely dormant but 
they were snoozing. 

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh! 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Emerson. 

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Thank you, M r. Speaker, my 
question is also to the M inister of  Municipal Affairs. I 
wonder, since the Minister is so active in reactivating 
these various committees, when will he be calling the 
dormant Municipal Review Committee together, too, 
so that we can deal with the submissions that were 
presented. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Municipal 
Affairs. 

HON. A. ADAM: M r. Speaker, I will be making an 
announcement in  due course. 

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh! 

INT RODUCTION OF GUE ST S 

MR. SPEAKER: If I may interrupt the members for a 
moment and may I d irect the attention of honourable 
members to the Gallery where we have 31 students of 
Grades 8 and 9 standing from the Pembina Crest school 
who are hosts to some visiting students from Quebec. 
These students are under the direction of Mr. Beaudoin. 
The school is in the constituency of the Honourable 
Member for Fort Garry. 

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

The Honourable Member for St. Norbert. 

Increase in property taxes 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, my question is to the 
Minister of Urban Affairs. Mr. Speaker, in view of the 
statements by the now Premier in 1 98 1 ,  while he was 
Leader of the Opposition, that our government, while 
in power, should have done something more for City 
of Winnipeg ratepayers; and in  view of the fact that, 
while we were in government for four years, the total 
increase on an average home in the City of Winnipeg, 
assessed at $7,000, was $78.03; and in view of the fact 
that the total increase in 1 982 and 1 983, on that same 
home, which I point out had the lowest tax increase 
in 1 983 in the city of all school divisions, the total in 
those two years was $232.59, Mr. Speaker, would the 
Minister of Urban Affairs confirm that in  two years under 
the NDP the total increase on that average home is 
three times the total tax increase under the Progressive 
Conservatives over four years? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Cultural 
Affairs. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I think 
the record is clear with respect to the assistance 
provided to the City of Winnipeg by this government. 
The first year of this government being in power the 
grants to the City of Winnipeg increased by in  excess 
of 1 5  percent, Mr. Speaker; the increase this year to 
the City of Winnipeg on the d irect grants is in excess 
of 9 percent, and if one looks at the total amount of 
assistance that is provided to the City of Winnipeg, 
through t he d i rect grants, through the assistance 
provided through a number provincial line departments, 
and through the specific Core Area Initiative Program 
and the ARC Program, Mr. Speaker, you'll find that the 
amount of assistance to the City of Winnipeg has risen 
considerably in the last two years, and I think that's 
in contrast to what happened in  the first year of the 
previous Conservative Government when there was, I 
believe, no i ncrease in direct assistance to the City of 
Winnipeg. 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, the figures do not lie. • 
There was a total increase of $78.03 over four years, 

I and in two years the total increase is $232.59. M r. 
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Speaker, can the Minister confirm that a further grant 
has been made by the government to the Logan 
Community Committee in the sum of $70,000 and, if 
so, what is the total amount of grants to this Community 
Committee? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: I can confirm that there has been 
a grant awarded to the Logan Community Commrttee 
by the Provincial Government of $70,000, there is also 
other assistance pending from the Core Area Initiative 
office and the Secretary of State of the Federal 
Government, with respect to the plans of the committee 
to revitalize the Logan area, in accord with the 
agreement that was reached under the Core Area 
Initiative with respect to the redevelopment of the Logan 
area. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the Minister for the Logan Community Development 
Corporation advertised on the weekend for a 
Development Officer to redevelop the North Logan 
community to residential purposes, and apparently the 
grant has been made to the Community Committee for 
the redevelopment of this residential area, how can the 
Minister justify this grant when Saul Schubert, manager 
of Planning and Program Development for MHRC, said 
n December, we have our doubts about whether any 

houses can be sold in this area. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: I'm not quite certain how the 
various pieces of that preamble fit together, but I can 
confirm, as I did inititially, that there was financial 
assistance given to the Community Committee to allow 
them to have the necessary resources to bring about 
the revitalization of that neighbourhood. it's one that 
is being worked on by the Community Committee 
directly and it's resources by the various levels of 
government to ensure that the maximum use is made 
of the various housing programs to ensure that there 
is affordable homes in that neighbourhood 

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. 

ORDERS OF THE DA Y 

HANSARD CLARIFICATION 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. Johns. 

MR. D. MALINOWSKI: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to make a correction in Hansard No. 71A, Thursday, 
May 19th on Page 2942, in the right column, almost 
in the middle it says: Mr. Speaker, "Our protests were 
not any empty American act". lt should be instead of 
"empty", "anti". lt should read, Mr. Speaker, "Our 
protests were not an anti-American act" instead of 
"empty". 

Thank you. 

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you for the clarification. 
The Honourable Minister of Cultural Affairs. 

iON. E. KOSTYRA: Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
:oo, would like to make a correction in Hansard of 
=riday, May 20th, Page 2980. lt states that I said in 

response to a question that , "I can't confirm", and that 
should read, "I can confirm" rather than "I can't". 

MR. SPEAKER: I thank the Honourable Minister. 
The Honourable Government House Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: I move, seconded by the Minister 
of Finance that Mr. Speaker do not leave the Chair and 
the House resolve itself into a Committee to consider 
of the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty. 

MOTION presented and carried and the House 
resolved itself into a Committee to consider of the 
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty with the 
Honourable Member for River East in the Chair for the 
Department of Health and the Honourable Member for 
Burrows in the Chair for the Department of Urban 
Affairs. 

CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY 

SUPPLY - URBAN AFFAIRS 

MR. CHAIRMAN, C. Santos: Committee please come 
to order. The section of the Committee of Supply is 
now commencing the consideration of the budgetary 
Estimates for the Department of Urban Affairs. In 
accordance with traditional purposes and procedures 
of this committee, the Minister responsible shall open 
with the delivery of his opening remarks. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am 
pleased to introduce the 1983-84 'Estimates of 
Expenditure for the Department of Urban Affairs. 

With your permission I would like to make a brief 
general opening statement on the role and responsibility 
of this department. I'd be pleased to make more 
detailed comments on specific resolutions as they are 
considered by the committee. 

The Department of Urban Affairs is responsible for 
administering The City of Winnipeg Act and for co
ordinating development and implementation of 
provincial-urban policies and programs in the City of 
Winnipeg. These responsibilities are carried out In close 
co-operation with the Council of the City of Winnipeg 
and with the Government of Canada. 

Our government is committed to working co
operatively with the City of Winnipeg in addressing the 
major economic, social and physical development issues 
affecting this province's largest community. 

In defining and implementing its urban objectives in 
the City of Winnipeg, the province seeks to establish 
and to maintain a spirit of co-operation and flexibility 
with City Council recognizing the common interests of 
elected representatives at the two levels of government 
in improving the general quality of life enjoyed by the 
citizens of the City of Winnipeg. 

The main responsibility of the Department of Urban 
Affairs is to ensure the maintenance of a legislative 
financial and planning framework that will effectively 
meet the needs of the citizens of Winnipeg. The basic 
legislative mechanism is The City of Winnipeg Act. 

The financial framework has been the subject of a 
continuing review since this government took office. 
Several initiatives have been undertaken in the past 
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year to allocate provincial financial resources towards 
the maintenance and enhancement of city programs 
and services in which the province has assumed a joint 
interest and responsibility. I expect a review of provincial 
financial support to the City of Winnipeg will continue 
over t h e  coming year with  the co-operat i o n  and 
involvement of  the City of  Winnipeg. 

The legislative framework calls for the provincial 
approval of the Greater Winnipeg Development Plan 
that governs long-term urban land use, transportation 
and development plans for the coming decades. The 
process of consultation with the City of Winnipeg on 
the final adoption of the Greater Winnipeg Development 
Plan has been under way for some time. I t  is essential 
that this development plan play a strategic role i n  
addressing the needs and aspirations o f  the citizens 
of the City of Winnipeg for a better quality of life. The 
province is committed to supporting the final plan with 
financial resources that reinforce its basic direction and 
with provincial policies and programs that support the 
efforts of the Council of the City of Winnipeg. 

In discharging this mandate, the Department of Urban 
Affairs is responsi b le for admin isteri n g  and 
implementing provincial obligations under the Canada
Manitoba Winnipeg Core Area Agreement and the 
Canada-Manitoba Agreement for Recreation and 
Conservat ion for t h e  Red River C orridor. I t  also 
a d m i n isters the i mplementat i o n  of the Canada
M an itoba Agreemeot on the Urban Transportation 
Assistance Program. These responsibi l ities require a 
considerable degree of consultation with both the City 
of Winnipeg and the Government of Canada. 

In  the past 12 months there have been several 
m eet ings  between the City of W i n n ipeg off icial  
delegation and the Urban Affairs Committee of Cabinet 
to d i scuss common and co-operative act i o n  i n  
addressing major urban policy issues. These formal 
meeti ngs  are supplemented with  more frequent 
discussions with the Mayor of Winnipeg ard the Federal 
M inister of Employment and Immigration as members 
of the Core Area Agreement Policy Committee. This 
increased provincial role in  supporting the development 
of the City of Winnipeg has at times been demanding. 
The a l locat ion of  provi ncia l  resources and the 
investment of  t ime and efforts of  myself, my colleagues 
in  Cabinet, and staff, is however worthy of the major 
pivital role played by the City of Winnipeg in  the affairs 
of this province. 

This general approach in  provincial interest in  the 
City of Winnipeg demands a well-informed Provincial 
Government that is sensitive to the changing needs 
and priorities of the City of Winnipeg. The creation of 
the Department of Urban Affairs in  December 1981  
was essential to carry out these responsibi l ities in  the 
City of Winnipeg. 

I am pleased to report that the department is fully 
staffed up and provides the essential advice and 
analysis needed for meaningful provincial contribution 
towards the resolution of major urban policy issues. 

M r. C hairman, t hese are my brief introductory 
remarks on my responsibility as Minister of Urban 
Affairs. I would be p leased to provide addit ional 
information on the Estimates of expenditure for the 
Department of Urban Affairs now before this committee. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: We shall now hear from the main 
opposition critic, the Member for St. Norbert, if he so 
desires. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Thank you. Mr. Chairman, I note 
throughout the Minister's opening statement that he 
refers to close co-operation with the council, working 
co-operatively, the spirit of co-operation and flexibi lity, 
ensuring a financial framework that will effectively meet 
the needs of the citizens of Winnipeg, co-operation and 
involvement with the City of Winnipeg, consultation with 
the City of Winnipeg, supporting the efforts of the 
council, a considerable degree of consultation, common 
and co-operative action in  addressing major urban 
policy issues. 

Mr. Chairman, in  my opening remarks I believe the 
evidence of the M inister's actions during the past year 
are quite to the contrary. I want to begin, Mr. Chairman, 
noting the financial framework this Minister and this 
government have developed for the City of Winnipeg. 

On Friday last we learned, Mr. Chairman, that setting 
aside the bankruptcy statistics, the unemployment 
statistics, the social assistance statistics, we now have 
irrefutable evidence of the effect of the policies this 
government has on the City of Winnipeg, in  that the 
City of Winnipeg has the highest inflation rate of major 
cities in the country, Mr. Speaker. 

While the consumer prices went down in April across 
the country from 7.2 to 6.6 percent, this city's went up 
to 8.2 percent, Mr. Speaker; whereas the consumer 
price index fell in other major cities, Manitoba's tax 
increases contributed, as noted in the news articles 
and in t h e  Statistics Canada report ,  t hat the 
government's tax increases contributed to the higher 
prices for Winnipeg with the i ncrease in the sales tax, 
tobacco tax, l iquor tax, gasoline tax, etc. So although 
consumer prices, Mr. Speaker, have slid across the 
country for the last 1 1  months, during March and April 
they have increased above the national average rate 
in March and now the City of Winnipeg, as a result of 
this government's policies, has the highest consumer 
price index in  Canada. 

Mr. Chairman, referring to a matter I raised in question 
period with respect to City of Winnipeg taxes. I used, 
Mr. Chairman, an average home in the City of Winnipeg 
assessed at $7,000, and noted that from 1 977 to 1 98 1 ,  
the total taxes o n  that home i ncreased by $78.03. In  
1 982 the increase in taxes on that home in the Winnipeg 
school division, which had the lowest tax increase of 
any of the school divisions, or of the areas of the City 
of Winnipeg in  1 983; 1 982 it increased by $ 1 80. 14; in 
1 983 by $52.45, for a total of $232.59 in  two years. 
So in two years, Mr. Chairman, under the N DP, the total 
i ncrease is three times the total i ncrease under the 
Conservative Government for four years. So the City 
of Winnipeg residents not only are suffering from the 
consumer price i ndex, they're suffering from very 
significant tax increases under the N DP, as compared 
to the Progressive Conservative Government for four 
years. 

M r. C h airman,  the N orth of Portage Avenue 
Development; I suggest that the Minister has not 
supported the City of Winnipeg despite all of the 
comments about consultation and co-operation, etc. 
It is clear from the Core Area I nitiative Report that the 
National Research Counci l  bu i ld ing  and the CBC 
buildings were commitments under that agreement and 
the Board of Commissioners report on the proposal 
by the Federal and Provincial Government pointed out 
the significant and onerous disproportionate financial 
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commitment  of the C i ty  of Winn i peg to that 
development. 

They've noted that the federal commitment - taking 
out the commitments to the N RC and CBC by the 
Federal Government which were longstanding and the 
Federal Government was obligated to them under the 
Core Area Initiative Agreement - the federal financial 
commitment was $23.4 m i l l i o n ;  the provincia l  
commitment was $35.4 million and the city committment 
was $ 1 00.4 mil l ion; a disproportionate sharing of the 
financial burden, Mr. Chairman. The Minister should 
have supported the City of Winnipeg with respect to 
that issue, Mr. Chairman. 

The irony is, that some two weeks after the Federal 
Minister uni laterally and arrogantly announced that the 
city has to make up its mind within a very short period 
of time, otherwise the City of Winnipeg is going to lose 
all of this money, two weeks later he announces the 
NRC building for Winnipeg, which just substantiates 
the fact that it was a longstanding commitment of the 
Federal Government, but where was the Minister? He 
wasn't supporting the City of Winnipeg, Mr. Chairman. 
I f  he wouldn't support the City of Winnipeg on that 
issue which was so clear, it is obvious that the City of 
Winnipeg lacks support from this M inister. 

What it points out to, Mr. Chairman, when you go 
back and look at the Core Area Initiative Agreement 
on Page 12 with respect to the North of Portage 
Development, there were supposed to be activities and 
t h e  preparation of a design p lan  back t h e n ,  
"identification o f  private investment opportunities and 
requirements through consultation with the private 
sector," etc., and we have seen no action on behalf 
of this Minister and his department. 

Mr. Chairman, the Minister talks about the Greater 
Winnipeg Development Plan in consultation with the 
city, and a final adoption of the Greater Winnipeg 
Development Plan; does he not remember the last 
minute intervention by the Minister, at the Executive 
Policy Committee Meeting, October 27th, 1 982, where 
he refers: "On March 22, 1 982, the Urban Affairs 
Committee of Cabinet received a presentation from the 
City of Winnipeg and, just as the Executive Policy 
Committee is about to approve the plan to go on to 
council for second reading, the city gets a detailed 1 2-
page letter setting out, at the last minute, the province's 
position after public hearings have been held. 

Mr. Chairman, that was an insult to the public and 
the City Council !or the M inister to wait until the last 
possible moment before the Executive Policy Committee 
was to pass on the plan to Council, an insult to wait 
until that last minute to have a 1 2-page detailed letter 
sent on, at that point in time in the whole process, 
when the Minister had had a great deal of time to 
consider its position because the department was 
working on that for years. It is wrong, Mr. Chairman, 
although the Minister refers to co-operation etc., for 
the Minister to propose a veto, as he did, of major 
transportation projects in  the City of Winnipeg. He said 
in that letter, Mr. Chairman: "The fol lowing is a 
preliminary listing of provincial urban policy objectives." 
It wasn't even, I take it, a final statement of all of their 
concerns. 

As part of this co-operation, co-operative effort, Mr. 
Chairman, he said on Page 1 1 : "The province wishes 
to reserve the right to approve or reject the specific 

programs outlined in  Plan Winnipeg, to accommodate 
anticipated growth in  the next 20 years." So, Mr. 
Chairman, that kind of attitude can hardly be called 
co-operation or co-operative effort with the City of 
Winnipeg. 

Mr. Chairman, the Minister has gone on during the 
past year to announce, last November, that he was 
going to embark on a major review of The City of 
Winnipeg Act within a few months, and he was going 
to i nc lude amendments deal i ng with  e lectoral 
boundaries. More than that, Mr. Chairman, he was going 
to make the City of Winnipeg more accessible and more 
responsive to the people, and make the councillors 
more accessible to the public. Mr. Chairman, can anyone 
reasonably call that a co-operative effort with the City 
of Winnipeg? 

The Minister, I don't believe, has ever been a member 
of a Municipal Council, certainly not of the City of 
Winnipeg Council, and I would suggest to him that 
councillors are much more accessible to the people of 
this city than any other level of government. 

The requirement for public hearings, the telephone 
calls, the thousands of issues that they deal with in  the 
public, Mr. Chairman, are evidence of their accessibility. 
There may be a particular problem with one or a few 
individual councillors the people will decide those 
issues at the polls when they have elections - but it's 
an insult to suggest to the councillors of the city that 
they must be more accessible, because I think the 
evidence is clear that they are extremely accessible to 
the public. They perhaps don't agree with the Minister 
all the time and perhaps that's his major concern. 

Mr. Chairman, we have another issue on which there 
has been a lack of action by this M inister and the 
government and that's with respect to assessment. The 
Minister of Municipal Affairs has been prodded and 
pushed by members of our side to deal with that 
particular problem and to date we see little action by 
the Minister of Municipal Affairs. In  view of the fa.et 
that the Minister of Urban Affairs is responsible for the 
City of Winnipeg and assessment under The City of 
Winnipeg Act, some action should be taken by the 
Minister to prod the Minister of Municipal Affairs to 
deal with that outstanding issue. 

M r. C hairman, we see, despite the M i n ister 's  
statements with respect to  the Shoal Lake question, 
what would appear to be again a lack of support by 
the Minister for the City of Winnipeg. The City of 
Winnipeg has been taking a tough position and a right 
decision, in  view of their concern, to protect the City 
of Winnipeg's water supply, but the Minister would 
appear to be more concerned with the difficulties the 
Indian Band is having, rather than helping the City of 
Winnipeg with their position. 

The Provincial Government has met with the Federal 
Government without City of Winnipeg participation. They 
have forced the City of Winnipeg to distribute a brochure 
to residents of the city so that the city can develop 
support for its position to protect the City of Winnipeg's 
water supply, which is obviously an essential service 
for the City of Winnipeg, but the Minister's support on 
that issue, again, appears to be very much lacking. 

Mr. Chairman, we see announced, in spite of this co
operative attitude by the Minister, we see a Mosquito 
Control  Program announced by t h e  M i n ister of 
Environment, which will require a provincial permit 
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system in opposition to the City Council views and 
people who have the expertise and have developed 
those programs in consultation with people at the 
university, but the province is going to decide in the 
future, what is going to happen in that area. 

The province, again, despite the suggestions of the 
close co-operation with the Council, have an Urban 
Transit Capital  Grant Program, whereby they wi l l  
approve what wi l l  be done with the transit system i n  
the City o f  Winnipeg, not the managers and the experts 
in the City of Winnipeg transit system, but the heavy 
hand of the Provincial Government is going to become 
involved once again and decide what is going to be 
approved under the Urban Transit Capital Grant 
Program. 

They're also going to decide what major urban 
transportation projects will proceed in  the City of 
Winnipeg. They'll have to h ave the approval of the 
Provincial Government, not the experts in  the City of 
Winnipeg and their transportation department who have 
much greater ability and expertise in this area as to 
what is required in urban transportation. 

Mr. Chairman, we have announced - and this will be 
a subject we're going to have get into with respect to 
the Core Area - but we have what appears to be a 
number of what I call very transitory projects undertaken 
by the Core Area Init iative Program; the Winter Park, 
En Core '83, $250,000; a $65,000 survey, when very 
little has been happening. We have what would appear 
to be lavish expenses for the Core Area office and staff 
and, M r. Chairman, I think the Minister should provide 
some details as we go along through that area. 

M r. Chairman, we have the ARC program being held 
up in  the East Yards because the government is asking 
the CNR to donate all of the downtown riverbank 
property to the city. Perhaps the Minister will supply 
us with some information with respect to that request 
as the Estimates are considered. But, Mr. Chairman, 
there are a couple of programs in existence under the 
Core Area I nitiative which has funds for the East Yards; 
the ARC Program which has funds for the East Yards, 
and surely some work could be undertaken on that 
i m p o rtant p roject, h istorical s i te,  for the C i ty  of 
Winn ipeg. I ' d  be i nterested i n  knowing what h as 
happened to the M inister's requests on that. 

Mr. Chairman, we have the matter referred to in 
question period today, another grant to the Logan 
Community Committee of $70,000.00. I'd like to know 
the details of what was paid out previously and whether 
or not there was an accounting for those monies. The 
mon ies are apparently, with  respect to the 
redevelopment of  that area which involves residential 
and business purposes, and I would like to get some 
greater justification from the Min ister particularly when 
we have a statement from M r. Schubert of M H RC, 
Manager of  Planning and Program Development, who 
said, in  December, "We have our doubts about whether 
new houses can be sold in  that particular area." 

Mr. Chairman , the record does not indicate that the 
M i n ister has acted in c lose co-operat ion and co
operatively with the city and in  a spirit of co-operation 
and flex ib i l ity; in fact, q u ite to the contrary. The 
conclusion would be t hat the M i n ister has acted 
unilaterally; he has imposed heavy-handed conditions 
on the city; he has not supported the city; he has not 
co-operated with the city and, M r. Chairman, I don't 
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think this is particularly good for the City of Winnipeg. 
I agree there should be spirit of co-operation and 
flexibility with the city. The City of Winnipeg, as you 
well know, contains well over half the population of 
Manitoba; there are elected politicians at the city level; 
the public does have great access to them and the 
councillors who represent the city, and the Mayor who 
represents the city, generally, very well represent the 
wishes and the interests of the citizens of the City of 
Winnipeg. My suggestion to the Minister is that he's 
going to have to mend his ways and act more in  co
operation and consultation with the city, and he's going 
to have to, on behalf of the City of Winnipeg, wield 
some influence on the decisions of this government, 
so that the citizens of the City of Winnipeg are not 
subjected to the highest consumer price index increase 
in all of Canada, of major Canadian cities; and are not 
subjected to the increases in taxations that they have 
been, under this government, compared to the previous 
four years u nder a P rogressive Conservative 
Government. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Before we proceed any farther, the 
Chair invites the members of the Administrative Staff 
of the Department of Urban Affairs to kindly take their 
respective places. 

Postponing for a while the consideration of Item No. 
1 .(a) relating to the M in ister's Salary; we shall start with 
the next Item 1 .(b) and 1 .(c) which concerns with 
Executive Function, Salaries and Other Expenditures. 

The Member for St Johns. 

MR. D. MALINOWSKI: Thank you. Mr. Chairman. I 
absolutely can't agree with such a heavy accusation 
which the Honourable Member for St. Norbert is making 
regarding the activities ol the Minister of Urban Affairs. 

I attebded quite a few meetings with the Minister 
and I noticed absolutely the opposite what the Member 
for St. Norbert is saying, that the Minister has a lack 
of communication or co-operation with the City Council 
and the City Administration in  the Core Area and so 
forth. So, M r. Chairman, I would like to put on the 
record that I can't totally accept this kind of accusation 
which the Honourable Member for St. Norbert is making 
against our Minister. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would 
just ask the opposition critic how he may wish to 
proceed, if he wants to deal with each specific resolution 
and raise those questions that he may have. I presume, 
most of them relate to the introductory remarks that 
he made, and if he wants to deal with them in the 
specific resolution areas, or  if he wants to ask some 
general questions then we can deal with them. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for St. Norbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that 
perhaps we just might proceed generally and then at 
the end we can pass the detailed Estimates. There 
might be some technical questions at that time, that's 
a l l ,  but the M i n ister has provided me with some 
information which may provide most of the technical 
answers. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: I don't know what the Member for 
St. Norbert means. Generally, means number-by
number, in every particular organizational unit, or all 
of the department all at once? 

MR. G. MERCIER: What it means, Mr. Chairman, is 
we don't pass anything further, that we just discuss 
everything, and at the end we'll just pass everything. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Is this in order? Of course, it is 
discretion to do it but whatever will facilitate the 
proceedings of the committee seems to be okay. 

The Honourable Minister. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Yes, I would agree that we follow 
that course. There's only a limited number of resolutions 
with respect to this department, so I think it would be 
much easier to deal with all of the issues and questions 
in that fashion. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Since Item 1.(b) is very general it 
probably will cover most of the areas, we might focus 
on that when all of the general questions can be asked 
so we don't lose track of where we are. 

The Member for St. Norbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, the Minister supplied 
me with an organizational chart in which there appears 
to be, I think, 26 positions. Is that then an increase of 
seven over last year? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. No, 
there is no increase in positions from last year. That 
listing includes the contract positions in the ARC 
Authority which are not SYs, as is normally referred 
to. There is an overall decrease of one position which 
was in Estimates last year but is not filled, and that is 
the Senior Urban Economic Analyst which is a reduction 
of position. However, there are two increased positions 
for the Department of Urban Affairs; one being 
Administrative Secretary 2 in my office; and secondly, 
that position of Executive Assistant. What has occurred, 
Mr. Chairman, is that, as a result of the last change in 
responsibilities, with respect to Executive Council, the 
Department of Consumer and Corporate Affairs, which 
had that staff assigned to work in my office, was 
transferred to another Minister, hence I was without 
those two positions, so those two positions were added. 
When it all balances out there is an increase of one 
position for the department but, as I indicated, that 
position, and the other one, related to my office and 
the fact that Urban Affairs did not provide any direct 
assistance in my office, that was covered by Consumer 
and Corporate Affairs; and there is the one reduction 
in staff in the Administration and Finance Branch. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to deal with 
the North of Portage Avenue Development. What is the 
Minister's position - I have a copy of a letter dated 
May 6, 1983, from the Minister to the Mayor re North 
of Portage Avenue, which was distributed to all 
members of Council - does that accurately outline the 
province's position? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: That outlined the position of the 
Provincial Government at that time. The recent 
developments, with respect to North Portage, I think, 
requires some further clarification. The Member for St. 
Norbert indicated, In his reponse to my opening 
remarks, that the position of the province was one that 
did not support the City of Winnipeg. That, Mr. 
Chairman, with all respect, is simply not true. The 
development of the latest series of proposals for the 
North Portage area commenced actually a number of 
months ago. 

They commenced with a discussion by the Federal 
Minister of Employment and Immigration and the 
Premier, at which time the Federal Minister indicated 
his desire to look at the possibility of some further 
major development in the North Portage downtown 
area of Winnipeg. That was followed up with a meeting 
called - I believe it was on March 24th - between the 
Federal Minister, Mr. Axworthy, the Mayor of the City 
of Winnipeg, and myself, at which time we reviewed a 
proposal from the Federal Government for a 
development North of Portage. That is the proposal 
that was referred to earlier by the Member for St. 
Norbert which was commented on by the Board of 
Commissioners of the City of Winnipeg. 

The position of the province at that time was that it 
was prepared to support such further concentrated 
development in the North Portage area on the condition 
that the City of Winnipeg was in favour of the proposal. 
That was one firm condition that the province attached 
at that time. 

The second condition that the province attached at 
that time was, that the development would have to 
cause further activity in the private sector, that is, that 
the province was not going to support that amount of 
public sector expenditure unless there were some 
commitments made with respect to further activity from 
the private sector. So the position of the province, Mr. 
Chairman, was quite clear that it supported the position 
of the City of Winnipeg Insofar as it was willing to 
participate in such a tri-level development in the North 
of Portage. The specific proposal that was tabled at 
that time was one that the province was prepared to 
support if the City of Winnipeg indicated support for 
it. 

Unfortunately what was to transpire was, that the 
specific proposal that was being discussed was made 
public prior to a meeting that was already scheduled 
with members who also sit on the Executive Policy 
Committee, a meeting that was planned by the city 
after discussion with the three of us on the policy 
committee, that that proposal was made public before 
the members on the Executive Policy Committee had 
the opportunity of discussing it. 

But the discussions, Mr. Chairman, at all times, 
(1) included the Mayor of the City of Winnipeg as 

the representative of the City of Winnipeg on the policy 
committee, 

(2) the position of the province has always been that 
it was willing to participate in such a development, but 
was not prepared to force the city into accepting any 
proposal, nor contrary to what was expressed in the 
opening remarks was the province putting any deadline 
on the City of Winnipeg with respect to its Involvement. 

In fact the position of the province in that regard is 
clear, we were concerned that there'd be some response 
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to the proposal so that we could either start working 
on that proposal, or look at some other proposal, or 
not proceed any further. However we did not state at 
any time that there had to be a response within one 
week or within two weeks as was apparently claimed 
by the Federal Minister. 

The state of the proposal at the present time is that 
there is a tri-level task force been formed with two 
representatives from the province, that being the Deputy 
Minister of Urban Affairs, Mr. David Sanders, and Mr. 
Michael Deeter, the Clerk of the Executive Council; two 
representatives of the City of Winnipeg, I believe Mr. 
Dackiw and Mr. Henderson; two representatives of the 
Federal Government, Mr. Mackie (phonetic) and Mr. 
Drew Cringham (phonetic) from the Minister's office, 
the M inister of Employment and Immigration. They have 
met I believe on three occasions and as late as just 
moments ago .  So that task force is working on looking 
at specific proposals for the North of Portage area, 
and I would expect would be responding within the 60-
day period. 

The committee is just finalizing its terms of reference 
and its process, but I know from the discussions that 
I've had with the Mayor and the Federal M inister that 
the process wi l l  i nvolve consultation with private 
developers; Downtown Business Associat ion ;  the 
residents and businesses in  the area that have formed 
a local association, architects and other professional 
persons in  the City of Winnipeg who are interested in 
seeing the revitalization of that area and the downtown, 
generally. 

So the discussions are continuing with the three levels 
of government and I 'm hopeful that we can reach a 
stage within the 60 days that specific proposals can 
be agreed to. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for St. Norbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, has the Minister 
pointed out to the Federal Minister that the NRC building 
and the CBC building were commitments under the 
Core Area Initiative Agreement? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Yes, Mr. Chairman, we have 
indicated to the Federal Minister that we would like to 
see further Federal Government activity in the City of 
Winnipeg . We did that with respect to the Air Canada 
building and worked with the Federal Government and 
the city to ensure that i t  was located in  the Core Area, 
in particular, North of Portage to help bring about some 
further development there. We did work, as did the 
Minister of Economic Development and Tourism, to 
press the Federal Government into choosing Winnipeg, 
and particularly the downtown area, for the site of the 
new N RC bui lding and we are continuing to work with 
the Federal M inisters on locating the CBC building in 
the downtown area. 

I have met and discussed this with Mr. Axworthy, the 
Federal Minister of Employment and Immigration, and 
just last week with Mr. Francis Fox, the Ministe of 
Communications, to attempt to ensure that decision 
be made with respect to CBC soon. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, did the M inister not 
consider that the financial commitment to the proposed 

development was excessive and disproportionate to 
the two others? The financial commitment to the City 
of Winnipeg of the proposed development, did he not 
think that was disproportionate or excessive for the 
city? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Yes, Mr. Chairman, we indicated 
concern. Again I think we should preface it by, that 
proposal is no longer the one, the specific proposal, 
that's under discussion. What is under discussion is a 
commitment from each level of government to at least 
a $20 m i l l ion commitmen t  from each level of  
government and other possible projects. So the specific 
project or specific proposal that the member is referring 
to is no longer the one that's of specific discussion at 
the present time; that the parties are open to look at 
a number of projects. 

With respect to that proposal, the province was 
concerned with the fact that, first, the City of Winnipeg 
did not do any detailed work on that proposal until 
after it was made public and after the meeting that 
was called by the city Executive Policy Committee to 
deal with it, that we were also concerned with the 
suggestion that was made with respect to the tax 
deferrals, and that was one area that we had expressed 
concern with, and had agreed with the M ayor, the 
question as to the advisability of that proposal. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, just to get it clear, 
then, is what the Federal-Provincial-City Committee is 
now discussing is a contribution of $20 mil l ion from 
each level of government, plus dealing with the location 
of the NRC building. 

I w i l l  r epeat the q uest ion for the M i n ister, M r. 
Chairman. Is what is now being discussed a commitment 
by each level of government in  the sum of $20 mil l ion, 
plus a commitment by the Federal Government to build 
the N RC building, and is the committee looking at the 
allocation of the 60 mil l ion, plus the locaton of the NRC 
building? 

H O N .  E .  K OSTYRA: The specif ic  and f i rm 
commitments, i f  you wi l l ,  at  the present t ime,  is the 
$20 mi l lion from each level of government. The mission 
of the task force is to l ook at what p ossi b le  
developments there can be from in the North of  Portage 
area, which include a number of objectives: one is to 
simulate job creation and increased employment activity 
in the development area, and looking particularly at 
projects that can start sooner, rather than later; the 
second objective is to ensure that there is private sector 
participation in that project, and the task force has, 
as I said earlier, been mandated to meet with the private 
sector on an ongoing basis with respect to the 
development. The Policy Committee, the mayor, Mr. 
Axworthy and myself met just last week with a number 
of developers in the City of Winnipeg to get their input 
on the possibilities for the North of Portage. The third 
objective is to maximize the overall investment in  that 
area through a mix of recreation, cultural and other 
such projects. The fourth objective is to look at activities 
that would help bring about the greater involvement, 
to attract more people to the downtown area of the 
City of Winnipeg. 

MR. G. M ERCIER: Keeping those objectives in mind 
then, Mr. Chairman, I take it then that the committee 
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will come back and recommend how the total of $60 
mi ll ion should be spent. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Yes, Mr. Chairman, the committee 
would be coming back with recommendations on the 
development, utilizing the firm commitments that have 
been made, exploring other possible commitments from 
each levei of g overnment  and,  i n  part icu lar, t he 
possibilities of private sector investment in the area, 
in a mixed development that would have private and 
public sector involvement. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Yes, the $60 mil l ion commitment 
does not include any diversion of the Core Area 
funding? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: No, it does not. There are funds, 
as the member is aware, set aside for the North of 
Portage Development and the Core Area Initiative. 
There was also some suggestion of having greater funds 
available for the North of Portage Development. There 
is, at present, an additional $2 million that is unallocated 
as part of the Core Area Initiative which was freed-up 
from the change in plans for the Logan Industrial Park, 
and there is some suggestion that ought to be utilized 
in the North of Portage area. There is, also, quite frankly, 
some suggestion by others that there be other funds 
d iverted to the North of Portage Development as part 
of the initial proposal that was made, but it would be 
my view, and a view that I think is shared by the Mayor, 
that there not be any great funds d iverted from other 
Core Area Initiative programs to the North of Portage 
Development. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Will this committee look at or make 
a recommendation as to the location of the N RG 
building? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Yes, Mr. Chairman, that issue is 
being d iscussed by that task force, and I am informed 
that there may well be a early decision made on the 
actual location for the NRG building, but that would 
be a decision that would have to be made by the Federal 
Government, but they are discussing it at the task force 
level. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Does the province have a view, or 
an opinion, with respect to the location of the N RG 
building? Do they believe it should be North of Portage 
Avenue, or do they believe it should be in the East 
Yards, or some other location? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: The position of the province is 
that we would like to have the facility located in  the 
Province of Manitoba. I think that's the first objective 
and that is one that has been achieved. The second 
objective would be to have that facility located in the 
Core Area of the City of Winnipeg because it is obvious 
that in  the past there have been a number of facilities 
that have been built by the Federal Government in the 
suburban areas of Winnipeg that have, in  part, caused 
the problems that we are now experiencing with the 
downtown area, so we would support its location 
downtown. As far as a specific site, again, we're will ing 
to discuss that with the government, but it appears 

that the East Yard site is not available in the short term, 
and I know that the member wanted to discuss that 
issue under the ARC Program, but it is clear that the 
Federal Government would l ike to have an early start 
on the NRC building in the City of Winnipeg. I believe 
they would like to have construction started before the 
end of this year, and that at the rate discussions are 
going with CNR to date, with respect to the C.N. East 
Yards, it does not appear that that land wil l  be available 
in the very near future for the Core Area projects. 

MR. G. M ERCIER: Mr. Chairman, I agree that there 
should never be a repeat of the building of major federal 
facilities, l ike the Tax Centre in East Kildonan, and the 
M int is another one, in outlying suburban areas. Is the 
Committee looking at an arena in  the downtown area 
as one of the projects, and what is the Minister's opinion 
on that possibility? 

HON. E. KOSTVRA: The mandate of the task force is 
to look at al l  components that could go i nt o  a 
development  N orth of P ortage, i n  p art icu lar, 
developments that would bring about greater traffic, 
greater people coming to the Core Area. So the specific 
proposal for an arena is one that could be discussed 
if it is proposed in the task force process, but it is not 
a prerequisite to any development North of Portage. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Mermber for Assin iboia. 

MR. R. NORDMAN: Mr. Chairman, we're talking about 
$400 mil l ion in  this development on the north side of 
Portage. The three levels of government are each 
committing themselves to $20 mil l ion; that's only $60 
mil l ion. Where do you figure that the other $340 mil l ion 
is corning from? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Yes, we are not talking about a 
$400 mi l l ion proposal. What we are talking about is 
commitments from each level of government of $20 
mil l ion, and looking at what possibil ities there are !or 
development using that firm commitment from the three 
levels of government, other related government activity 
either at the Federal Government level l ike the NRG 
building, other Provincial Government initiatives and 
other i nvolvement from the city and look i ng at 
involvement from the private sector. Unfortunately, the 
$400 mil l ion figure was one that was used by the media 
in discussing an earlier idea that was talked about at 
that time. There is no commitment for a $400 mill ion 
Development and I ,  quite frankly, would be pleased 
with the development that includes the kind of public
sector commitment we are talking about and, at least, 
l ike or better investment from the private sector. I think 
that would be the kind of development that would be 
one that would be reasonable and well-received in  the 
City of Winnipeg. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Assiniboia. 

MR. R. NORDMAN: What response, if any, have we 
had the opportunity to find out what kind of response 
we might be getting from the private sector? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: The initial discussions that we've 
held with the private sector are encouraging. As I 
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indicated a bit earlier, the Mayor, Mr. Axworthy and 
myself met with  six or seven of the m ajor  land 
developers in  the City of  Winnipeg who are encouraged 
and interested in  projects North of Portage and will 
be included in the ongoing discussions of the task force. 
The Downtown Business Association has indicated its 
support for a major development in the North Portage 
area so we have indications of support by the business 
people in the downtown area and by the m ajor  
developers in  the  City of  Winnipeg. I 'm optimistic that 
on the basis of the work of the task force, the ongoing 
discussion with the private sector, that there will be, 
indeed, private-sector investment in  the North Portage 
area part of this proposal . Indeed, Mr. Chairman, the 
province's position is clear that it will need to have 
some indication of that kind of investment before it 
would confirm its involvement in the project. 

MR. R. NORDMAN: I go to the Core Area, of the $96 
m i l l i o n  that was p rojected for that Core A rea 
development, how much of that has been expended? 
Are we in a position to know how much of that has 
been expended? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Is the question one of the total 
expenditures under the Core Area In itiative or only that 
related to the North Portage area? 

MR. R. NORDMAN: Only the North Portage, as far as 
I ' m  concerned. 

HON. E. KOSTVRA: With respect to the North Portage 
redevelopment, there was $ 1 3 . 1  mil l ion set aside for 
the North of Portage redevelopment. To date, there 
have been expenditures of $4.9 mi l lion which, I believe, 
are basically the land assembly, land acquisition costs. 
So the rest of the funds are yet to be spent on that 
development. 

MR. R. NORDMAN: Are any of the Core Area monies 
being redirected into this new plan development, or 
how much of it? Is that the $2 mi ll ion that you were 
speaking of a few moments ago, or is that about all? 

HON. E. KOSTVRA: There have been no decisions 
made with respect to any further funds for the North 
of Portage Development under the Core Area In itiative. 
The commitments have been made by each level of 
government with respect to the $20 mi l lion but it would 
be our intention that the $ 1 3 . 1  mi ll ion or that remaining 
portion be spent in  a manner that would be consistent 
with the other proposals that we're looking at for the 
North of Portage Development . There is no other 
decision made with respect to any tranfers funds to 
the North of Portage Development from within the Core. 
I indicated there was $2 mil l ion that was unallocated 
at the present time that was a result of the changes 
to the Logan Industrial Development Program under 
the Core which had not been allocated at the present 
time. 

I have made one suggestion with respect to that to 
my partners suggesting that $ 500,000 be transferred 
to the H istoric Winnipeg Area Development but that 
hasn't been acted on yet. 

I ' m  sorry, I should just clarify a bit further. There was 
an initial transfer of $2 mil l ion to the North of Portage 

from the Logan and $2 mil l ion which was unallocated, 
so the total for the North of Portage redevelopment is 
$ 1 5. 1  mill ion. An additional $2 million unallocated within 
the Core. Al l  the other funds under the Core are 
allocated to specific projects at the present time. 

MR. R. NORDMAN: One more question. Are you 
satisfied with the progress that is being made with the 
Core Area? 

HON. E.  KOSTVRA: On balance, Mr. Chairman, I am 
satisfied. I believe that we certainly could be doing 
more with respect to the Core Area In itiative, and one 
always wishes and hopes that programs get off the 
ground faster than they do. I th ink that on balance the 
Core Area Initiative is moving and I would be pleased 
to get into some detail as far as the specific projects 
that are under way under each of the programs because, 
quite frankly, unfortunately a lot of that isn't the kind 
of information that tends to make it on the front pages 
of the newspapers or tends to make the lead stories 
on the other media. There is a lot of progress under 
the Core Area lnitiatitve. 

I think, unfortunately, there have been expectations 
develop because of the initial discussion, the initial 
agreement under the Core Area Initiative that suggested 
that the Core Area Initiative Agreement would be an 
agreement that would solve all the i l ls and resolve all 
the problems that exist in  the Inner City in the downtown 
area. I ' m  sure the Member for St. Norbert would agree 
that that certainly wasn't the intention at that time but 
it was, I think, a healthy development that the three 
levels of government committed joint resources, joint 
action to in attempting to turn around the decline that 
has taken place in  our Inner City area. 

I think we are making progress. We all, I think, wish 
or desire that it would be quicker and we'd see the 
turnaround. I think it's coming. 

MR. R. NORDMAN: M r. Chairman, I think probably 
there's progress being made but it's not too visible at 
this moment. About all we see is the big hole on Portage 
Avenue which everyone makes hay with. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for St. Johns. 

MR. D. MALINOWSKI: M r. Chairman, I'd l ike to ask 
the Minister because it was mentioned that the private 
sector is participating in this redevelopment North of 
Portage. I would like to ask the Minister if Chinatown 
is included also in this participation? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: The development North of Portage 
does not i nclude the Chinatown. That is a separate 
project that comes under the Main Street Program, a 
program that is called the Neighbourhood Main Street 
Development Program under the Core which includes 
the C h i n atown development ,  the Osborne area, 
Provencher, Sel k i rk Avenue and one which we're 
presently considering with respect to Main Street. The 
Chinatown development is not part of the North of 
Portage. 

MR. D. MALINOWSKI: In  this development then further, 
I would l ike to ask if the Chinese community, if they 
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are involved - like the Chinese businessmen - in this 
redevelopment? Are they involved financially? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: They are not involved specifically 
in  the North of Portage development. But there are 
business people, be they Chinese or whatever ethnic 
background, we'd certainly welcome their involvement 
and investment in the North of Portage. There is 
involvement from business people from the Chinese 
community and the Neighbourhood Main Street Project 
for the Chinatown area. There has been one business 
as I understand that has opened since that project has 
started. One additional restaurant has opened up in  
the Chinatown area. I know that the members of the 
Ch inatown Development Corporation are act ively 
seeking investment in  that area by other business 
people. 

MR. D. MALINOWSKI: I don't know, it might be a 
rumour, Mr. Chairman, but I heard that people from 
Hong Kong, they are interested to invest some money 
in  that development. Is it true, Mr Minister? 

HON. E. KOSTYFIA: I can't confirm whether it's true 
or not. I know that there has been a trip by the Mayor 
and representative from the Chinatown Development 
Corporation to Hong Kong - I believe it was over a 
year ago to discuss possibilities of investment by 
people in that country in the Chinatown area. I also 
u nderstand that t hey went to Taiwan to look at 
possibilities there, but I can't confirm that there has 
been any specific investment decisions made by people 
from those countries in  the Chinatown area to date. 

MR. D. MALINOWSKI: Thank you. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Kirkfield Park. 

MRS. G. HAMMOND: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I want to go 
back to the arena proposal for downtown. I specifically 
want to ask the Minister, what kind of a push is the 
province making for th is  proposal in the tri- level 
committee? 

HON. E. KOSTYFIA: The province is looking at and 
through its membership on the task force at the various 
options for a development in  the North Portage area 
that would attract people to the area, but with regard 
to the arena, the province is not making any specific 
push, as the member refers to it, for an arena. 

MRS. G. HAMMOND: Then could I ask, if it's not 
pushing for the arena, what type of development l ike 
that then are they looking at? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: The door quite frankly is open 
on any p ro posal.  There h as been a n u m ber  of 
suggestions made that are going to be d iscussed and 
pursued by the task force, looking at options that range 
from a science and tec h n ol ogy centre that  was 
discussed a number of years ago by the Museum of 
Man and Nature as one example, to such things as a 
multicultural centre or a farmers-type market that has 
been suggested by some people in  the City of Winnipeg, 
so the range is wide as far as proposals. 

But we are looking and are pursuing through the task 
force, activities, facilities that would be of the type that 
would help attract people downtown and would not 
duplicate existing services or attractions in  the City of 
Winnipeg. 

MRS. G. HAMMOND: Mr. Chairman, I 'm certainly glad 
to hear t h e  M in ister ind icate he doesn't  want to 
duplicate services. 

What I ' m  wondering is if in 60 days, can the task 
force be expected to come up with a proposal of this 
nature just to build something? In  other words, you 
get the feeling, and I don't think I 'm the only one, that 
we're just throwing money at a problem and whoever 
comes up with the best idea, well let's put it in if it 's 
acceptable to all three. I wonder if 60 days is long 
enough to be looking at this type of a program. I know 
everyone's anxious that the money be spent and 
everyone's anxious that jobs be created, but we've got 
a city that's going to last a lot longer than 60 days, 
and I 'm just wondering what kind of long-term proposals 
we're goi n g  to pick up in 60 days that weren't there 
before. 

HON. E. K OSTYRA: Well ,  one can always make the 
argument that you need more lime to fully study these 
kind of proposals; these kind of developments; but the 
intention of the task force is to util ize the existing 
resources of the three levels ol government, which I 
think in total are considerable with respect to the kind 
of developments that can be considered, the problems 
that do face that area at the present time and I think 
that there is need to move as quickly as possible. 

So I would simply answer or simply say, I think that 
with the concern and commitment that has been made 
by each level of government, the interest that has been 
indicated from the private sector that we can come up 
with proposals within the 60 days that are well-thought
out, well-committed proposals that are not simply those 
that are developed just for the sake of getting something 
because at the end of it, each level of government still 
has responsibility for approving the final product or 
the final proposals. I t  would be our intention at the 
Provincial Government level to ensure that whatever 
proposals are developed , meets the Provincial  
Government objectives which I indicated earlier. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for St. Norbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER; Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the 
Minister could indicate whether the tri-level committee 
is looking at the park site on Portage Avenue, and 
considering alternative uses for that piece of properly 
other than a park. 

HON. E. l<OSTVRA: Yes, the committee will be looking 
at the North Portage as a total area and we'll be looking 
at what proposals can be made with respect to the 
development on the infamous Portage Avenue Park 
and Central Park extension, to ensure that there be 
an overall approach to the various precincts within the 
North Portage, so that would compliment the other. 

There has been discussion on alternate ideas for the 
North Portage Park and Central Park extension that 
would include developments other than those of a park 
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nature,  str ict ly look ing at the p ossi b i l i ty of a 
development that would include a park but have some 
form of development over and above the park; to look 
at the possibil ity of some housing coming down the 
strip that has been expropriated from Central Park 
down to North of Portage. So those questions are still 
open at the present time. 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Chairman, on another subject. 
How does the Minister propose to make councillors 
more accessible and responsive to the people? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: The province is, as indicated, 
looking at the review of The City of Winnipeg Actm 
and it would be in that context that I would see the 
review looking at ways to ensure that councillors are 
responsive to the citizens of Winnipeg. It may be that 
there has to be some changes in the legislative structure 
that exists with respect to councillors, to the community 
committees, to the advisory committees, and that is 
the kind of issue that I would see discussed in  the 
context of some overall review of The City of Winnipeg 
Act. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, obviously it is the 
M i n ister 's  o p i n ion that City Counc i l lors are not  
accessi b le enough,  or responsive enou g h ,  is t hat 
correct? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: I think that there always are areas 
where we can improve. We could provide better services 
to the people that we have the honour of serving, 
whether it be at the civic level, at the provincial level, 
or at the federal level, and it would be our intention 
to look at the review of The City of Winnipeg Act i n  
that context. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Could the Minister give some 
examples as to where he thinks councillors are not 
accessible enough, or responsive enough? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: I don't have any examples to give; 
as I indicated, I think that we can all look at improving 
the way that we respond to our constituencies and it's 
with that view that, I think, we should review The City 
of Winnipeg Act, to ensure that that is the case. I do 
not have any specific examples. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, the Minister is quoted 
in the Winnipeg Free Press of November 17,  1 982, 
speaking to the Winnipeg Labour Council 's Founding 
Policy Conference, stating: "We hope to make the City 
of Winnipeg more accessible and more responsive to 
its people." What is the basis for the Minister to make 
that statement? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: As I indicated, that's the kind of 
area that we'd like to review in the review that, hopefully, 
will be taking place with respect to The City of Winnipeg 
Act. It's one that we've looked at in the Provincial 
Government's response to Plan Winnipeg, in  particular, 
with respect to the issue of community planning and 
action area planning. Those are, I guess, two examples 
that we can give. There have been other concerns that 
have been raised to the Provincial Government with 

respect to additional zone and other areas that we 
think ought to be reviewed at an appropriate time, with 
respect to what does exist or could be changed in  The 
City of Winnipeg Act, as it pertains to those areas. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, I believe the Minister 
said in  the Estimates last year that he was going to 
u ndertake a review of t he Act. H e ' s  q uoted on 
November 1 7, 1 982 as saying the province wi l l  embark 
on a major review of The City of Winnipeg Act within 
a few months. Has that major review been undertaken? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: No, I don't believe that is what 
I said at that time. I t  may have been what was reported 
by the newspaper, I don't recall that specific article. I 
also just recalled that earlier the member quoted me 
as saying that there was going to be a review of the 
City of Winnipeg Ward Boundaries this year, and that 
also is not a correct quote. What I did say, that the 
province was looking at changes to The City of Winnipeg 
Act that would be tabled in this current Session, and 
I expect, within the next short while, to bring in a bi l l  
covering amendments, basically minor in nature, to The 
City of Winnipeg Act and, at that time, look at the 
possibility of a further more comprehensive review of 
The City of Winnipeg Act. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Will there be any change in  Ward 
boundaries for the fall election? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: No, the department did some 
analysis of the present Ward boundaries and looked 
at the population changes that have occurred since 
the last review as is, of course, mandated in  The City 
of Winnipeg Act. On the basis of that analysis there 
was found to be no need to alter the Ward boundaries 
that, because of the slower growth of the last number 
of years, that there hasn't been any major shifts i n  
population between Wards, a t  least not o f  the nature 
that would require changing Ward boundaries for this 
upcoming Civic Election. 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Chairman, the article does 
indicate that the major review expected to begin early 
next year w i l l  i nc lude p u bl i c  i n p ut t h rough civ ic 
meetings. Does the review, whether i t 's  major or minor 
or medium, that the Minister proposes, will that involve 
publ ic hearings? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: The decision, with respect to the 
review, has not been made. It would be our intention 
to look at a review of The City of Winnipeg Act, a major 
review, and once that decision is made I would expect 
that it would include public hearing process of some 
sort, but those decisions haven't been made at the 
present time. 

MR. G. M E RCIER: Does the Min ister know who would 
conduct such a review at this stage? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: No. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Does the Minister have any particular 
concerns with respect to The City of Winnipeg Act? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: There has been a long list, or a 
long number, of concerns that have been expressed 
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with respect to The City of Winnipeg Act. They range 
from concerns expressed to me by land developers i n  
t h e  City o f  Winnipeg that feel that the procedures that 
are mandated under The City of Winnipeg Act are such 
t hat t hey i n h i b i t  the  development of  The City of 
Winnipeg; they also range on, I guess, one could phrase 
it to the other side wherein the Social Planning Council 
and other organizations have concerns with respect to 
issues of planning, particularly, community planning 
under The City of Winnipeg Act. There has been 
concerns expressed to me by municipalities that are 
members of the additional zone of the City of Winnipeg, 
concern of the legislative control over the additional 
zone that is in  the hands of the City of Winnipeg, and 
there's been concerns by other groups with respect to 
The City of Winnipeg Act. It  would be our intention to 
have those concerns raised in  an overall review in the 
near future. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, would the M i nister 
explain why he proposes to have a veto over major 
transportation projects in  the city? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: That proposal was one that was 
made in the position of the province to the City of 
Winnipeg on Plan Winnipeg and, I would like, M r. 
Chairman, to spend a couple of moments discussing 
that response because earlier the Member for St. 
Norbert expressed his concern, as I think he stated, 
the high-handed attitude of this Minister, with respect 
to the City of Winnipeg, in a number of areas, one of 
which included Plan Winnipeg. 

I believe, as the Member for St. Norbert is aware, 
that under the terms of the City of Winnipeg Act, the 
revision to the Greater Winnipeg Development Plan 
requires a process that includes the approval of the 
Minister for Urban Affairs to the plan that is developed 
by the city. That approval is after the second by-law 
reading and approval, and is referred to the Minister 
for approval, or for approval subject to revisions, or 
for referral to the Municipal Board for public hearings 
and then ultimate recommendations and decisions, and 
further recommendations back to City Council for third 
and final approval. I think, as the member is aware, 
that legislative process is somewhat unique, with respect 
to the planning process, throughout Canada because 
it requires both approval and commitment from the 
city government and the province with respect to 
development plan. I think that's one which is a good 
provision in  The City of Winnipeg Act because once 
that plan is ultimately approved, and hopefully it does 
meet the objectives, both of the city and the province, 
it is a plan that has the commitment of the two levels 
of government. 

The process of Plan Winnipeg started, as members 
are aware, a n u m ber  of  years ago,  and was a 
commitment from the three levels of government, the 
City, the Federal Government and t he Provincial  
Government, to the revision of the, then, development 
plan that was developed by the Metro Corporation. 
Sometime into the process the Federal Government 
decided that it would merely give funds to the City to 
continue and complete the plan without their ongoing 
active involvement. I am informed that a similar decision 
was made by the, then, Provincial Government around 

1 979, 1 980. This Provincial Government involvement 
with Plan Winnipeg has been in  a very short timeframe. 
It  was on March 22 of 1 982 that the City of Winnipeg 
informed the province of the state of development of 
Plan Winnipeg. The City at that time requested a 
response from the province before the Executive Policy 
Committee meetings that were scheduled, at that time, 
for April 22nd and 23rd. They asked for at least an 
initial reaction to Plan Winnipeg. That reaction was given 
to the official delegation of the City of Winnipeg on 
April 20th, in letter form, and d iscussed at a meeting 
of the official delegation. I can inform members that 
the concerns that were finally made public in the 
publicized, referred to, last minute intervention by the 
Minister, by myself, were ones that were similar to those 
that were raised at that April 20th meeting and April 
20th letter to the City of Winnipeg, so that the issues 
that were of concern to the province, with respect to 
Plan Winnipeg, were given to the City at that time. I n  
fact, i t  was the City that requested that the province 
not make public the concerns that it had with respect 
top Plan Winnipeg, and we concurred with that request. 

The final response to Plan Winnipeg was prepared 
by the province during the month of October. We were 
informed that the Executive Policy Committee was to 
consider its final changes to Plan Winnipeg By-law on 
November 4th ,  1 982. We then prepared for the final 
decisions to be made by the Executive Council, by 
Cabinet, just prior to that meeting. Unfortunately, what 
h a p pened was t hat Executive Pol icy Committee 
changed its meeting date, apparently because of some 
impending changes that were coming at the Council 
meeting that was being held in that period, some 
changes that were pending on the Executive Policy 
Committee, they moved their meeting up a week earlier, 
which necessitated the province to respond the morning 
of that meeting, as we had found out just a day or two 
prior, that the meeting date had been changed, so that 
the letter arrived on the morning of that meeting,  even 
though it was intended to be discussed on the Friday 
subsequent, which was an already scheduled meeting 
of the official delegation of the City of Winnipeg and 
the Urban Affairs Committee of Cabinet. So it was out 
intention to discuss the final position of the province, 
with respect to Plan Winnipeg, prior to the final meeting 
of the Executive Policy Committee that was scheduled 
to deal with changes to Plan Winnipeg. Unfortunately, 
because of change of plans of the Executive Policy 
Committee, that response came the morning of the 
meeting, even though it was scheduled to be given to 
the official delegation a couple of days subsequent. 

The concern that the province expressed with Plan 
Winnipeg were in  a number of areas. The one, in 
particular, that the Member for St. Norbert referred to, 
was one dealing with the major transportation plans 
of the City of Winnipeg, and that it was suggested that 
there be a joint approval process for any major plans 
of the city with respect to major transportation quarters 
because of their obvious impact on both the city and 
the province. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, that was a long 
answer to a short question but it didn't really answer 
the question. Why does the Minister and the government 
require a veto of major transportation projects in the 
City? 
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HON. E. KOSTYRA: I think I did answer that, indicating 
that it's the province's position, because of the impact 
on those transportation projects on both the city and 
the province, that there should be a joint approval 
mechanism, and that is what was suggested with 
respect to Plan Winnipeg. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, does the Minister 
not have confidence in the expertise in the City of 
Winnipeg administrative staff and the elected politicians 
at City Council to make the correct decision in the 
interest of the City? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: I have all the confidence in the 
decision-mak ing  process of C ity Counci l  and the 
expertise that exists at the City level. Obviously they 
look at the impact directly, of those projects on the 
City of Winnipeg. 

The province does have. an interest in how those 
projects relate to the overall provincial concerns and 
also look at the sometimes far-reaching impact on urban 
communities and services that those kind of projects 
take. 

The city is also wanting, from the province, financial 
assistance on those major projects and it seems to me 
that if they are asking for cost-sharing on those major 
projects, that it's not unreasonable for the Provincial 
Government to have a say and a co-determination on 
those ultimate, major transportation decisions in the 
City of Winnipeg. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for St. Norbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, what expertise does 
the Minister have available in his staff with respect to 
major urban transportation projects that he would rely 
on to counter the expertise at the City of Winnipeg? 

HON. E.  KOSTYRA: The department does have an 
Urban Transporation planner who also sits on the 
Interdepartmental Urban Transportation Committee 
which includes representation from the Department of 
Highways and Transportation, the Department of Energy 
and Mines, the Department of Municipal Affairs and 
the Department of Urban Affairs. 

MR. G. MERCIER: What are the qualifications of this 
Urban Transportation planner that the Min ister has on 
staff? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: I can just answer in general terms. 
I f  you would like the specific CV of that individual, I 
could have it for this evening. I 'm informed that the 
individual has a Master's Degree in Urban Planning 
and has worked previously for the Provincial  
Department of Urban Affairs, both here in the Province 
of Manitoba and the Municipal Affairs Department in  
the  Province of  British Columbia. But  if the  member 
desires. I can have the detailed CV if that's of interest 
to him. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, I would l ike that 
because I ' m  concerned that the M inister and the 
government have i m p lemented a veto over major 
transportation projects in the City of Winnipeg, and 

the Minister has on staff one person - who, I don't 
know, may or may not be somewhat qualified and I 
d o n ' t  know what experience th is  person has i n  
transportation matters - but this person, h i s  source of 
expertise, to counter-balance the combined expertise, 
experience and staff of the City of Winnipeg's Streets 
and Transportation Branch, which h ave been involved 
with years and years of study and experience i n  
transportation projects in the city and maintain an 
ongoing relationship, through various associations, with 
other major cities in Canada and the United States, 
and are extremely well-qualified on appropriate major 
urban transportation projects, and the M inister is going 
to rely on this one person. 

I suspect that what may be involved is not particularly 
any expertise in transportation projects but a great 
deal of politics on the part of the M inister and the 
government and that, M r. Chairman, is the real danger 
to the City of Winnipeg, from the province adopting 
such a policy, because the previous NOP Government 
under M r. Schreyer did it and politics became very 
involved at the provincial level as to what was going 
to be approved and what was not going to be approved. 

I suggest to the Minister that the best way to deal 
with this is to leave this in the hands of the city. They 
have the expertise; the Minister can't hope to duplicate, 
in any way, the expertise that exists at the city level 
in this particular area because this is the business of 
municipalities and cities and they are well qualified to 
make these decisions and should be allowed to make 
these decisions. 

H O N .  E. K OSTYRA: I w i l l  p rovide that detai led 
information for h im later today. I also indicated that 
the intention of the province was not to duplicate the 
expertise and staff that exists at the city; that there is 
some availability of that advice that's needed by the 
province through the limited staff resource in  the 
Department of  U r ban Affairs. There i s  an 
interdepartmental committee on Urban Transporation 
that inc ludes representatives from other l i ne 
departments that have expertise in specific areas of 
transportation. I would indicate that it's not a matter 
of politics, as suggested by the Member for St. Norbert, 
rather a concern by the Provincial Government in having 
ongoing co-ordination and co-operation with the City 
of Winnipeg. 

There's been a number of major decisions with 
respect to transportation that have been made in the 
City of Winnipeg that have had a profound impact on 
what's happened to our city. Now, I' l l  use a couple of 
examples because they're ones that I think will i l lustrate 
the need for ongoing co-ordination. 

On one hand, a number of years ago, we had the 
City of Winnipeg decide that they were going to change 
the method of operation for the Transit System,  
suggesting that there was a need to move away from 
what was a system at that time that was in part an 
electrified system using DC power for the use of trolley 
buses - and prior to that, streetcars - where the city 
moved away from that to an exclusive, non-renewable 
energy source for the transportation needs of the City 
of Winnipeg. 

Here we have, I suppose, a decade 15 years later, 
a request from the City of Winnipeg to the Province 
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of Manitoba for s ignif icant funds to br ing about 
electrification of the Winnipeg Transit System - just 
over 10 years from the date that the city decided to 
move away - and I can tell you from my own personal 
experience because at that time I happened to work 
for t h e  C ity of  Winn i peg - and I was one,  as a 
tradesperson, that was given the task of dismantling 
the equipment that, in  the main, went for scrap and 
could have been still servicing our needs today. But 
now we have a request from the city to the province 
saying we need major grants in  order to bring about 
the electrificat ion - the re-electrificat ion - of the 
Winnipeg Transit System. 

We have other decisions that have been made with 
respect to major transportation quarters in  the City of 
Winnipeg like the Bishop Grandin Boulevard that have 
also brought about development - I use the example 
of Bishop Grandin - of a major, regional shopping centre 
that has, in part, been part of the reason that we have 
a decaying downtown Inner City area. There we have 
the City of Winnipeg now requesting significant funds 
and assistance to help bring about a chance in  the 
environment in our downtown area to bring about urban 
revitalization of our Inner City, bring about greater 
development of our downtown area so people will come 
and shop and visit and live in a downtown area, yet 
decisions were made that in some way caused the 
problem we're trying to address now with financial 
resources of the three levels of government including 
the province. I think that we have to look at the far
reaching consequences of some of those decisions. I 
think that they have to be done in a co-ordinated, co
operative fashion by the city on t h ose m ajor  
transportation areas with the  Provincial Government. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Well, Mr. Chairman, hindsight is 
great, but I don't think if either I or the Minister or 
really anybody else who was in  government at the time 
- i t  was Metro made the decision with respect to the 
trolley buses - that we would have disagreed that we 
would h ave been that far-s ighted at the t i m e  o r  
knowledgeable enough about the future to disagree 
with that decision. 

With respect to Bishop Grandin Boulevard, I point 
out to the Minister that '. he former NOP Government 
approved that particular project even though it was 
not the No. 1 priority of the city. It was the NOP 
Government of  Mr. Schreyer who decided that that was 
the project to be approved. I just point that out for 
the information of the Minister. 

Did the Minister approve the reconstruction of the 
Salter Street bridge? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: The province approved that project 
to the extent we indicated that we would be prepared 
to cost-share on the replacement for the Salter Street 
bridge, and also that we enjoined (sic) the city with an 
application to the Federal Government with respect to 
the grade separation. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, in  keeping with the 
government's policy, did they approve the plans and 
the total Salter Street Reconstruction Project? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: I ' m  not quite certain what the 
member is asking. If he's· asking that question in regard 

to the proposed amendment to Plan Winnipeg, I just 
remind the member that Plan Winnipeg is not in effect, 
so that process is not in effect for decision. The decision 
to proceed with the Salter Street bridge replacement 
doesn't require Provincial Government approval as 
such. I t  does require the province enjoining the city on 
the application to the Federal Government for the grade 
separation. We did indicate as part of our grants to 
the City of Winnipeg that we would cost-share in the 
costs related to that reconstruction. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Chairman, I just want to be 
clear. The Min ister has approved funding for the project, 
the Salter Street reconstruction. In doing that did he 
view the plans, etc., and approve the work that was 
to be done? 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: To the extent that the province 
approved and enjoined the application to the CTC on 
that project, we did approve the plans of the city. If 
he's asking me whether or not I went through all the 
working drawings and looked at the details as to how 
many ounces of concrete or whatever goes into that, 
I did not. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Let me put the question this way. 
Is there something that the Minister does not approve 
with respect to the reconstruction of the Salter Street 
bridge? 

HON. E.  KOSTYRA: No. 

MR. G. MERCIER: How does the Minister justify that 
act ion ,  considering h i s  views with respect to the 
relocation of  the yards and the main line? 

H O N .  E. K OSTYRA: I d o n ' t  bel ieve t here's any 
contradiction with this government's views of rai l  
relocation or the replacment of the Salter Street bridge. 
This government has indicated its support of the city's 
intention to look at the possible relocation of the CPR 
main marshalling yards and the  possibility of  the  main 
l ine, but we also recognize that isn't a project that is 
going to be done in  the near future. It's one that is a 
more long-term objective that we are prepared to work 
with the City of Winnipeg on, and that in the short term, 
there is a need to replace the Salter Street bridge which 
the reports are that it is in  a state of d isrepair. That 
means that it has to be reconstructed within the next 
few years or it could be deemed unsafe or unworthy 
for use. In  fact, its use has been l imited in  some respects 
at the present time. I believe it's monitored on a fairly 
regular basis by the City of Winnipeg. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. G. FILMOlll: Mr. Chairman, I was interested to 
hear the Min ister indicate that he did not believe that 
the province was going to be duplicating the efforts 
of the city with respect to urban transportation planning, 
or would be superimposing its expertise in  urban 
transportation planning or development on that of the 
city. I agree with that wholeheartedly because I don't 
believe there's any way that the province with one or 
two or a handful of people would ever be in a position 
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to second-guess or even for that matter, fully appreciate 
the kind of background that goes into the city's urban 
transportation plans with the considerable number of 
professional engineers that they have on staff, people 
with expertise and many degrees in  transportation 
engineering, transportation economics, countless urban 
planners and so on, and one or two administrative staff 
from the M inister's department with some background 
in  urban planning are never going to be able to allow 
him to adequately second-guess those plans of the city. 

So what he is telling us then is that what he is 
superimposing on the city is political judgment on the 
decis ions that t hey make with  respect to u r ban 
transportation decisions. That's an  interesting concept, 
because if he's going to superimpose his government's 
political judgement on those urban transportation plans, 
then he may as well take under consideration whether 
or not he's going to superimpose his government's 
political decision-making on all of the functions that 
the city does; urban planning, land use, social services, 
recreation services, all those things. He may as well 
superimpose their political judgement on them all 
because they all have serious long-term ramifications. 
They all have very large price tags and they all involve 
the future development and quality of life for the City 
of Winnipeg. I f  that's the case then the Min ister might 
as well own up and take responsibility for all of those 
things and to get rid of City Council, because that's 
the next step. I don't advocate it, but that's what the 
Minister is heading for. I f  he's going to choose one 
area and say now that I choose a veto on that area, 
he may as well go the whole route because that's where 
it's at. 

HON. E. KOSTVRA: Wel l ,  M r. C hairman, with a l l  
respect, those comments are nonsense. 

MR. G. FILMON: So is your position. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister has the 
floor. 

HON. E. KOSTVRA: I didn't believe I interrupted the 
Member for Tuxedo in his comments but, with all 
respect, those comments are nonsense. To suggest that 
the province is taking that approach is not one that 
bears up against the facts. The province's position is 
that it is wil l ing and wants to work co-operatively with 
the City of Winnipeg with respect to the major issues 
that face the City of Winnipeg. How, on one hand, you 
can argue that the province should ignore what happens 
in the City of Winnipeg, we have a situation where half 
the population of the Province of Manitoba resides i n  
one municipality, one city in  the Province o f  Manitoba. 
If one would take the argument of the member to its 
extremes then the province should not care what 
happens in the City of Winnipeg, that it should not work 
with the City of Winnipeg on the major problems facing 
the City and, in  taking that approach, then we would 
just leave the City on its own to cope as best it can. 
No government, be it at the municipal, as against 
provincial level; or provincial, as against federal level, 
can work in  isolation, there has to be ongoing co
operation between the various levels of government. 
There has to be common ground found on major issues 
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that affect the various levels of government if we are 
to operate in  an efficient manner and one that addresses 
the issues that have to be faced. 

The City of Winnipeg looks to the province for 
significant financial assistance, significant assistance 
in regard to major issues that are of concern to the 
City of Winnipeg. So it flows, Mr. Chairman, that there 
ought to be ongoing communication dialogue between 
the two levels of government,  and not  t h at one 
government can work in  the abstract way, not involving 
the other level of government, and that is the approach 
that is the policy of this government. It's not, as 
suggested by the member, one that has the Provincial 
Government imposing itself on the City; that simply is 
not true and the suggestion that was made that this 
Provincial Government was attempting to do away with 
City Council is nonsense. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hour being 4:30 the Chair is 
interrupting the proceedings of this Committee for 
Private Members' Hour and, hopefully, the Committee 
shall continue its proceedings at 8:00 p.m. 

SUPPLY - HE ALT H 

MR. CHAIRMAN, P. Eyler: Committee, come to order. 
We are considering the Estimates of the Department 
of Health, Item 7.(2) Hospital Program - the Member 
for Fort Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, when we concluded 
the evening's work last Thursday, we had just finished 
a discussion of the various capabilities, in  cardiology, 
of the two major teaching hospitals in Winnipeg and 
the possible dangers of duplication of services there; 
and the next item I wanted to discuss with the Min ister 
had to do with the overall budgetary condition of 
hospitals in  the province. 

I know that when we first resumed consideration of 
the Esti mates of t h i s  department l ast week my 
colleague, the M em ber  for Pembina, raised some 
questions about hospital budget increases in  general, 
while pursuing some questions and concerns he had 
relative to facilities in the constituency of Pembina 
particularly in  the Carman and Morden areas, and I 
wondered at the time whether we were getting ourselves 
in a position, in terms of discussing overall hospital 
budgetary i ncreases, in  a way that would preclude the 
further examination later in the Estimates process. 

I don't believe we went that far - I hope we didn't 
- because my colleague was concerned primarly with 
the situation respecting the health facilities, the hospitals 
in his own constituency and I want to take a look at 
the overall hospital budget situation in the province 
and ask the Minister for some information in  that subject 
area, Sir. 

The Min ister did give my colleague some answers 
apropos hospitals in the Pembina constituency which 
may apply more broadly to hospital budgets in  other 
parts of the province, indeed across the province, and 
I don't mean to be repetitive if I ' m  asking him questions 
on ground now that borders on that ground. But I do 
want to satisfy myself that the committee has knowledge 
of and is aware of the overall budgetary approach in  
hospital funding and financing th is year, so I want to 
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put that type of question to him at the moment, relative 
to the province overall and not to one particular region 
or one particular constituency. 

Can the Minister confirm that the overall budgetary 
increase given to the hospitals in Manitoba th is year, 
'83-84, was 7.2 percent or something in that range? 
If that's not accurate, could he provide the committee 
with the exact figures? My understanding is that that 
was sort of the median or average budgetary increase 
that was awarded, 7.2 percent. Is that correct, Mr. 
Chairman? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: M r. M inister. 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: No, Mr. Chairman, that was 
the initial that was placed on the table, and l ike all 
negot iat ing when the negot iat ing starts by t h e  
Commission,  what I ' m  requesting here from t h i s  
committee i s  9.75. O f  course that i s  for t h e  actual 
increase to run the program that they had last year 
and there's additional to that. I think on Thursday, I 
gave all that information of all the details, broken down. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: So 9.4 is the average increase 
across the board in this year's budget over last year's, 
but there would be of course some situations where 
the increase was greater than that and some where 
it's less than that. Is that correct? 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: That's correct. One correction 
though, it 's not 9.4, it's 3/4 or 9.7 something. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: Oh, it's 9.75,  I see. Now, M r. 
Chairman, the Member for Pembina d iscussed with the 
Minister and at the time of the exchange referred to 
earlier, the question of deficits and how deficits would 
be handled if deficits were anticipated in  the facilities 
with which he was concerned, in his constituency. I 
don't have a precise record of the M inister's answers 
to those questions in front of me, although I know that 
his answers are certainly contained in Hansard, but I 
would l ike to ask the question again of the Minister 
anyway, because once again I emphasize that I'm talking 
about the hospital spectrum in the province, in  general 
here, and not a specific region. 

Could the Minister pick that discussion up at that 
point, Mr. Chairman, and advise me and the committee 
of the approach that his office and the Commission 
will be taking in '83-84 with respect to hospital deficits? 
What is going to happen if hospitals anywhere in  the 
province, including in  the City of Winnipeg, come in 
with deficits on their '83-84 operations? I know that, 
with respect to some specific operations, the Minister 
has said, "Well ,  we're not going to pick up that deficit 
if there is one. The hospital is going to be responsible 
for that," that of course is easier said than done where 
urban hospitals are concerned. So I'd like to know what 
the approach of the Minister's office, the Commission 
and the government, in  general, is going to be in '83-
84 when, as is almost certain to be the case, a hospital 
comes in with a deficit on its operations, rural or urban 
hospitals. 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: Well ,  Mr. Chairman, I believe 
I gave the information re the rural and I think I gave 

documents also that the Member for Fort Garry was 
to deliver to the Member for Pembina. But in the city, 
I can say that in '82-83, the urban - I 'm just talking 
about the urban hospital now - that there were $8.5 
mi ll ion of deficit and there was a commitment made 
for $6. 5 mi ll ion of that and the other two are still open 
for future consideration. It's being looked at. 

Now the situation hasn't changed, it is what it was 
when my honourable friend was the Minister of Health; 
neither did it change from the time that I was the 
Minister of Health prior to 1 977. The only thing that 
we did say to the hospital, and warned them by letter, 
which I had done on other occasions also, that they 
were not to take it upon themselves to decide that 
they're going to have a deficit and then thinking that 
we're going to pick it up automatically. There are certain 
things they were told, that the deficit will not be picked 
up. Well that, of course, goes without saying, that if 
there is anything that cannot be controlled by the 
hospital, such as, a wage agreement, a wage contract 
or something that was agreed by the Commission, of 
course, that will be picked up. The best example, I 
guess, was when you set up a level of hiring a staff, 
such as, the argument that we had going around in  
circles last Thursday, the hospital decides to go ahead 
on their own, anyway; of course, we're not going to 
pick that up. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: Well ,  Mr. Chairman, how wil l  urban 
hospital deficits be handled in  the current fiscal year? 
Does the Minister have a format for meeting urban 
hospital deficits that is different in  anyway from that 
practice of passed years? For example, rural hospitals, 
I suppose, theoretically, technically can be told to go 
to their local ratepayers; not that that is always possible, 
but they can, at least for the sake of argument, they 
can be told that if they insist on exceeding their budget 
that their local ratepayers are going to have to pick it 
up. But how can you say that to a hospital in  a major 
urban community where you cannot identify the specific 
ratepayers? How is the government going to handle 
potential deficits in  the coming fiscal year at major 
urban hospitals? 

N ow the M i n ister can say that's a hypothetical 
question, but it isn't really a hypothetical question 
because it's happened every year for the past two years 
that the major urban hospitals have had deficits. I n  
that past, in  the end, those deficits have been met by 
the Commission and by the taxpayer. The M inister 
appears to have given a signal and a message earlier 
this year that's going to end. From now on people are 
going to have to live within their budgets and those 
deficits are not going to be met in  the manner they've 
been met in  the past. What I would like to know, is 
how does he intend to meet them? 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: M r. Chairman, I just finished 
explaining that there is very little change. I f  anything, 
and ii it is something that there is no control, well then 
i t  will be met, but if there is control, and I think we 
should be careful here, this kind of discussion could 
be just an invitation to go ahead and decide that sobeit, 
they have a deficit and we'll pick it up. We hope that 
the hospitals will take us seriously; they better because 
it won't be picked up. If it's clear that they know that 
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they are going to have a deficit. They know that this 
is not, for instance, a level of staffing approved by the 
Commission and, if they insist on doing it anyway, well, 
of course, they're going to have to pay for it. I f  not, 
there is not much point going through all this exercise 
and deciding on telling them what their budget will be, 
what increase we'll allow, what we'll agree, what new 
programs we'll allow if we automatically pick up the 
deficit. That is the only thing thai I am saying, they'll 
have to be careful. They' l l  have to take it seriously and 
maybe that's the trouble, maybe it was picked up too 
much in  an automatic way in  the past, I don't know, 
but we are trying to give the message. As I said, I met 
with the Minister of Finance, we met with the chairmen 
of boards and administrators of hospitals, personal care 
homes, clinics and so on at two meetings - one in  
Brandon and one in  Winnipeg. We th ink we spelled i t  
out  at  the time; we tried to get them to realize the 
situation and the difficult economic situation. They 
agreed and they were most co-operative. 

The majority of them, as I stated, if my friend still 
has that information that I gave h im,  in  the rural area, 
for instance, to see how well that they're doing. Some 
of them have a small surplus. Well there is not that 
many that have a deficit, especially a deficit that it 
would be felt is something that they could control. 

It will be the same in the city. If there is something 
that they can't control, if there's a emergency, there 
won't be any change at all .  We're just saying to them 
that we will not automatically accept the deficit. For 
instance, if they're going against the directive of the 
commission, if they insist on doing things on their own 
to create a deficit, they do so will ingly, well then they'll 
have to find a way to pick it up themselves. 

For instance, on the cardiac unit that we talked about 
on Thursday, we were assured by the Health Science 
Centre that they have the funds for that to finish the 
year - that was last year finishing, not March 1 983, 
March 1 982. We insisted on that; there was an exchange 
of letters and that will not be considered in the deficit 
at al l .  

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Emerson. 

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have 
a few questions and maybe some clarifications that I 
would like to get from the Minister of Health regarding 
the Vita Hospital District. I wonder, in the program that 
was sent out by the Minister on April 1 5th,  the Capital 
program; the Minister on Page 4 has indicated Vita 
facility expansion and replacement under the Function 
of Program that was supposed to be worked out; I 
wonder if the Minister could maybe give me an update 
exactly what he has in  mind to some degree and then 
I have a few further questions on that. 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: I think we had that discussion 
last year and, if I remember right, I don't think that 
Vita was included in  the five-year program at all. This 
year, because, in  part by some of the representations 
that was made last year, we've agreed to start them 
at the bottom of the ladder like everybody else to start, 
that is to look at the needs and to work on a functional 
program that they will discuss with the Commission. 
That is where it's at; there is no construction approved; 

there is no architectural drawings approved; this time 
you have to start with the functional program, we would 
not consider anything without functional program. I think 
that if the member remembers last year I did say that 
there was some concern and this year we put it in  the 
functional program and requested the board to discuss 
it with the Commission and to develop a functional 
program_ Then, we'll go from there. 

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I thank 
the Minister. I appreciate the fact that it is, and I 
understand the thing that it has to start off with a 
functional program and then gradually develop up. What 
is the normal timeframe, from the time that a functional 
program is worked out until finally you can look at a 
construction date, or at least further work? What is 
the steps that it goes through. I understand ,  for example, 
in H ighways they have Planning and Design,  and 
Acquisition of Right-of-Way, then the grade and then 
ultimately the final job. What would the steps be that 
we go through here. 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: I don't want to mislead any 
members of this committee. I should say that, first of 
all, and I think they understand that, but just to make 
sure t h at it is n ot an automatic,  i t ' s  not steps 
automatically, because it could stop at any level until 
you've asked for tender and start building it It could 
be stopped because the approval received from Cabinet 
and that we request in  the House for the funds is just 
at each level. I would say that i f  it's important enough 
and if we feel that it should be in  our program even 
starting at the bottom, there is a good chance that it 
will proceed to eventually being built. Then a lot depends 
on the situation of how fast this will be built, a lot 
depends on the economic situation to see how much 
construction is going ahead in the private sector and 
the public sector and, of course, of the needs, what 
we're going to find out with this functional program. 
If the functional program is satisfactory that shouldn't 
take more than a year, normally. There would be a 
recommendation from the Commission. We would  
review also to  see where the  need is compared to  other 
areas. Then the next request, it could be next year, 
that it's stil l be in the functional program or there's a 
good chance that it would be approved by Cabinet for 
architectural drawings, so that would take another year. 
If everything functions well on this, the next approval 
would for the actual construction. It could be two years 
from the time we approve that. That would be the 
earliest, as I say, a depending on many conditions. It 
could be as soon as two years. 

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Thank you. Why I raise the question 
is because I have a letter here in my hand dated March 
28th, sent by the office of the Fire Commissioner. That 
letter and the one that was sent by the Executive 
Director, M r. Edwards, I think, the group there fully 
understand the letter that was sent by Manitoba Health 
Services Commission but they have a little problem 
with the one that they received from the office of the 
Fire Commissioner where it indicates, "It is the opinion 
of this office that the level of life safety at the Vita 
District Hospital is far below the acceptable standards," 
and g oe s  on to say, " M anitoba H ealth Services 
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Commission has proposed in the above-noted memo 
that upgrading of this facility be l imited as the building 
is scheduled to be replaced by 1 986." And this is where 
there is some confusion in their minds. They fully realize 
that certain things have to go through and have to be 
priorized, but the fact that the Fire Commissioner has 
indicated there are major problems and concerns and 
t hen has indicated in  his letter that i t  is scheduled to 
be replaced by 1 986 is where the confusion or problem 
comes in, to some degree. 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: I don't think there's any need 
for confusion. I think that actually the Commission was 
a little less generous than I in  that letter, I can see, but 
they said it could start in  '86 and I think I said there 
was a possiblity that it could start in  '85, that's the 
earliest, but then it could be longer. 

Now, independently the Fire Commissioner must look 
at the buildings, inspect the buildings and there is a 
report that goes to the hospital board and to the 
Commission. Now, the Commission is just pointing out 
that there is no point in doing too much extensive work 
and then having to knock it down or something or 
replace it in  two years, that's a possibil ity. I must say 
that we must look at the safety of the patients, and 
the fire upgrading is going to proceed immediately, at 
least whatever minimum that is required. 

MR. A. DRIEDGER: To the Minister then, as I indicated 
before, I think the people in the southeast and Vita 
Hospital District appreciate the fact that they will be 
working on a functional program at this stage of the 
game and, hopefully, will continue through the stages 
because I just want to, once again, endorse the need 
that we have for the southeast area there. As the 
Minister is well aware, many of the services are being 
provided by our American neighbours to the south and 
are doing a good job and it's working well. One of the 
concerns we sometimes have is when all of a sudden 
the relationship with our Amercian neighbours should 
get a little bit more tense than they are at times, we 
could have some of these services possibly not provided 
there and, at that stage of the game, many of the people 
in t h e  southeast wou ld ,  I t h i n k ,  f i n d  a vac u u m  
somewhere along t h e  l ine. 

I realize full well that we have the facilities in Steinbach 
and St. Pierre which are very adequate facilities, but 
when you consider the distance aspect involved and 
the population in the southest - and I'm repeating last 
year's statements to some degree that I feel that I 
would l ike to see the functional program take place 
and the continuation o! this all the way through to the 
point where we have a proper facility that would serve 
the health needs of the people in the southeast. 

I notice in  some of the other projects that are slated 
for approval that 20-bed hospitals are being built i n  
certain areas where t h e  need has been established. I 
think this M inister as well as the Minister previous to 
that realized that the facilities at the present time are 
not what we would l ike to see them. I think sometimes 
the people feel they're almost second-rate citizens out 
there with the kind of services that they are receiving, 
and I just want to impress on the Minister again the 
fact that the need, in  our opinion, of the people in  the 
southeast, is definitely there. 

I think we have a very objective hospital board. I 
want to pay special compliment to the Chairman, Mr. 
Tkachuk who,  I t h i n k ,  h as g ood v is ion ,  g ood 
understanding i n  working with the hospital people in  
terms of the concerns that were apparent within the 
area for awhile with the various groups. I th ink i t 's  pretty 
well resolved to some degree and that we can, hopefully, 
continue with this program to the point where we finally 
end up having a proper facility there that will serve the 
needs. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Fort Garry. 

M R .  L. S H E R M A N :  M r. Cha i rman,  a n um ber of  
problems and anxieties in  the hospital system have 
developed in the past few months and I 'd  l ike to deal 
with some of them with the M inister at the present time 
and ask h i m  for some i nformation and some 
reassurances. First, has been the situation at Brandon 
General Hospital where various reports, media and 
other. over the past little while have indicated a buildup 
of a tremendous backlog of patients waiting in  particular 
for admission for elective surgery. I am not aware that 
any emergency cases got into any trouble as a result 
of the  overload i ng and overcrowding at Brandon 
General, but certainly there has been considerable 
attention focused from a public point of view, on those 
persons who were waiting for admission to Brandon 
General ,  wait ing for e lective surgery, wait ing for 
treatment !or which they have been recommended and 
the figures on the waiting list have reached pretty 
worrisome proportions. 

News reports late last month indicated that the build 
up on the waiting list had reached a figure, I think 
was in  excess of 1 ,000 in comparison to what had been 
somet h i n g  i n  the l ow h u n d reds just  a few years 
previously. What is the current situation at Brandon 
General and in  West-Man insofar as the services of 
Brandon General for that region are concerned? To 
what does the Minister attribute the backlog and the 
difficulty of recent months? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, I think that the 
problem we see is something that we recognize. We've 
talked about making sure that we recognize regional 
hospitals and that's exactly what's taking place in 
Brandon with or without our help and that is the question 
that we have to address. 

Now certainly after this appeared in the newspaper 
I wasn't in the House then but I certainly saw it 

somebody from the Commission who went to Brandon 
to discuss the situation with the administrator, the staff 
and members of the Board, and the situation was pretty 
well as was spelled out, but it was agreed by everyone 
that the problem was not one of funding, it was one 
where the existing staff had to be a little more productive 
and that is whafs being done now. We're looking at 
the regional hospital concept. 

I might say that the waiting list is still quite high, but 
it's going down. It's been down about 50, to 1028 from 
1 0 7 1  at the end of March so it's going down somewhat 
- and I 'm talking about elective surgery, I 'm not talking 
about emergency - but there's more and more people 
that are referred to Brandon. There's probably less in 
some of these hospitals that we're talking about and 
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that is one of the things we have to look at and it is 
a reorganization of staff also. The hospitals have been 
successful in getting a little more productive and they 
claim that they could do more of that. They assured 
us also that definitely it wasn't a case of funding. 

MR. L. S H E R M A N :  H as the M i n ister h ad a f u l l  
departmental o r  Commission report, a n  investigation 
made into this situation in  a report, made available to 
him yet? I believe he asked for a thorough investigation 
by the Commission. Has that been completed as yet? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: I have asked the staff to make 
a report. They've had a visit. They're investigating it. 
I have received some information, but the final report 
is stil l to come. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Is there any indication of situations 
similar to that in  other major regional hospitals or 
medical centres in the province? What about the major 
regional hospitals in  the North, in the northwest, and 
in  the central and southern parts of the province? Is 
there anything akin to the Brandon situation which his 
officials have detected, or are they monitoring the 
situation in an ongoing basis with respect to those other 
regional hospitals? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, the problem 
area is Brandon more than anything else. One thing I 
should mention because it 's all right to receive the 
criticism - and I'm not talking about the criticism in 
this committee, that's constructive criticism, but at times 
we receive a lot of criticism - the waiting list was 
increased by at least 200 by the job action of the MMA 
in that area and I think that they should take the 
responsibility. It's all right to criticize but they should 
take some of the responsibility. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Another matter of concern of 
course, Mr. Chairman, and one which has already 
received considerable attention was the situation at 
Flin Flon General earlier in the year where the Intensive 
Care Unit, or the Critical Care Unit was closed due to 
a lack of available staffing on the basis of the staffing 
schedules that were being applied and practised by 
the hospital itself. I think we're still awaiting a definitive 
report on the Fl in Flon situation, and the Minister's and 
the government's response to it, and what kind of a 
watch-dog process can be put in effect to safeguard 
us reasonably against repeat occurrences of that kind, 
either in  Flin Flon or in  any other regional hospital, 
particularly in  Northern hospitals. 

Could the Minister advise the committee as to the 
status of his investigation into that difficulty at Fl in Flon 
General and the problem that resulted there in  the 
Crit ical Care Un i t  and the death that resulted? I 
understand that there are a number of factors that 
come into play when one examines the death that 
occurred and that it might not be attributed by any 
means, in whole or even in  major part, to the temporary 
closure of that Critical Care Unit. 

The condition of the patient was such that the 
situation was very serious regardless of whether the 
Fl in Flon Critical Care Unit was open, but the fact 
remains that the community and the people in a 

community like that need to know, need to have the 
reassurance and the sense of security that their hospital 
facility is staffed to the point of which they believe it 
is staffed; staffed to the point of which it is said to be 
staffed, and that they have emergency and critical care 
facilities open and available to them when their hospital 
is accredited to such a capability. 

So the situation that occurred at Flin Flon was not 
only tragic from the point of view of the death of that 
part icu lar pat ient ,  but i t  was very worrisome to 
M anitobans generally and certainly Manitobans i n  
Northern, rural and remote areas who are dependent 
upon the sense of security that comes from knowing 
that their facilities are there, that they're up to scratch, 
that they're up to capability and there aren't some 
unknown shortages, difficulties and emergencies that 
are suddenly going to confront them. Can the Minister 
report to the committee as to what his findings have 
been and what the conclusions are with respect to that 
Flin Flon situation? Is the Critical Care Unit at Flin Flon 
General open again? Is it properly staffed? Are we 
supplying enough Intensive Care nurses to maintain 
hospitals like Flin Flon General and other Northern and 
major regional hospitals with the kind of expert staff 
that we need? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, I do recognize 
that the concerns expressed by the honourable member 
are valid but it's also a very touchy situation. I th ink 
he will recognize also that because something comes 
out in a printed form in the newspaper and is reported 
the way some of the events have been - and we've 
talked about three or four of them, those that are 
reported - that sometimes it fans the worry and concern 
that people i n  an area m i g ht have because it i s  
somewhat exaggerated at  some time or  other. 

I think this is one of the situations in  Flin Flon. There 
was a death so everybody related to that. It 's a bit l ike 
the flag-burning episode. It's no longer that we're 
looking at people that went and made a protest on 
something, but it was the burning of the flag that they 
had nothing to do with and that, in a way, could be 
construed as the same thing, where that person could 
still be living, that nobody can say for sure, but the 
indication, the information that we've been given that 
it is very, very doubtful. Now I th ink it would be 
premature to start trying to answer this. I think when 
it came out, it made the nurses look bad for one thing 
and I think that with the little investigation, the report 
that I 've been receiving so far, they came out with flying 
colours and that's more than anybody else. At times 
it might be that there's too much blame placed on the 
administration. 

I want to be very careful and fair also, but this is an 
area at times that you have members of the medical 
profession who are not working together as well as 
they should, and the first chance people are referred 
to down in the city here and that could be wrong also. 
I don't think I can answer too much more than that 
because there's an investigation going on by the College 
of Physicians, as I annou nced on Thursday, as I 
mentioned on Thursday, and also by the Medical 
Examiner, and we're continuing our investigation also; 
but some of the information that we have, as the people 
know, when we're talking about the standard, discipline 

3015 



Tuesday, 24 May, 1983 

and investigation with the medical profession, that's 
the role of the College and we must await for that 
information, so I don't think there's too much. I ' m  not 
trying to evade the question; I think it has been 
exaggerated. I think that the nurses came out, as I say, 
vindicated on that, in that issue, and we're awaiting 
for more information. 

But I might say that it goes without saying, of course, 
that we're not going to have the same kind of training, 
and the people train the way they are in  intensive care 
in acute-care hospitals here, in the teaching hospitals 
in the city, where they can't manage. The people are 
in the hall ,  all over the place, whereas they might not 
use the facility, a place like Flin Flan, for maybe a month 
or two months and then they'll have a week or so. I ' m  
not saying they shouldn't b e  trained. They should be 
trained but we're not going to keep people in  a place, 
staffed like this, just in  case they have calls. These 
people, these nurses would have to be properly trained; 
that's the thing, and then they would have to have 
certa in  respons i b i l it ies  i n  t h e  hospita l  and i n  an  
emergency they would be called. 

Now I know that there were some facilities for an 
emergency case. There were rooms that the patient 
could have been kept there and nurses could have 
been in  attendance, but anyway, this will be investigated. 
But I might say, because of that, I guess you can always 
i m p rove a situat i o n .  There h as been more of an 
investigation re the kind of training, and it's quite 
obvious that the programs that we've had in  the past 
were not too successful because they do not want to 
come here. Many of the nurses that we have in  these 
areas are married women with a family and they don't 
want to take a week or two weeks away to come for 
training. 

Another thing, if the training is in  the city, oftentimes 
these people then are attracted and stay in  the city, 
so we have pretty well accepted that it's been a 
recommendation of MONA also. We met with them on 
Friday; we reiterated that recommendation and the 
Commission is looking very seriously. I think we've 
approved, in  principle, in  starting the kind of instruction 
and courses that are needed, that certainly are required 
to get the proper training. That should be done right 
in  the area, in  the North, for instance, in  the area, and 
I think that probably would have to go to all these 
larger would-be regional  hospitals l ike  F l in  F lan,  
Thompson and a l l  those areas. So that has been 
approved in  principle and this is something we're 
looking at, but for the rest of the details, to find out 
exactly what went wrong, we'll have to await the final 
report of the College and the Medical Examiner. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Swan River. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the 
M inister could provide an update with respect to the 
hospital facility at Benito. I know there's been some 
discussion with the hospital board and the health 
off icials dur ing recent years with respect to that 
structure. It was bui lt  quite a few years ago and I 
understand it's very expensive to maintain. I also note 
that the department has indicated that they are looking 
at the possibility of putting in some personal care home 
beds in  the Benito area, and I know there's been 

discussion tying in  a new hospital facility with some 
personal care home units. I wonder if the Min ister could 
just bring us up-to-date at this time with respect to 
the Benito Hospital. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: The only thing that we have 
where we've approved the architectural drawings, and 
you will see - I think that's why the member can't find 
i t  - under Swan R iver. We have converted the existing 
53-bed hostel to a 60-bed personal care home and 
build 20 personal care home beds in  the district and 
possibly at Benito; so that would be a personal care 
home and the architectural drawings are approved for 
that. In other words, they can start drawing plans from 
that. There's nothing final. In other words, we're working 
with people in the area and we've agreed to have an 
architectural drawing started which would be to convert 
the existing 53-bed hostel to a 60-bed personal care 
home; that's in Swan River, and build other free
standing personal care home beds possibly in the 
District of Benito. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: I thank the M inister for that answer. 
As I understand it, there has been ongoing discussion 
with the Swan Valley Hospital Board that takes in  the 
Benito area, looking at a new hospital facility to tie i n  
with, say, the 2 0  personal care home beds, and I don't 
see any mention of that i n  the construction program, 
as such. It makes reference to the 20 personal care 
home beds possibly at Benito, but there's no mention 
of the hospital upgrading. I ' m  wondering if this is going 
to be tied in with the PCH's there. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: I guess the key word in  there 
is "possibly." When it's determined where it goes, and 
it probably wil l  be at Benito, then the final discussion 
will take place; and the 1 0-bed hospital, I think, that 
they have in Benito present ly would probably be 
changed into about a four or five or six-bed holding 
unit with doctor's office; more of a clinic type, and that 
would be in  conjunction with the personal care home. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: Well ,  that's very good. That's the 
kind of answer I was looking for. I know that this 
discussion has been going on for a long time and, as 
I understand it, the present hospital facility is more or 
less an obsolete type of structure; it 's very costly to 
keep up and, for sure, they don't need the 1 0-bed 
acute facility but something less, the new structure tied 
into a personal care home facility is what would be 
wanted. I know there's been a lot of work done by the 
community in  doing a fairly accurate survey in  the 
number of senior citizens resident in  Benito area. It's 
probably one of the most concentrated areas in  the 
province with a high percentage of senior citizens and 
certainly providing a new hospital structure with six or 
eight beds, and twenty personal care home beds would 
be desirable, as I see it. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Fort Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Chairman, I want to ask the 
Minister about another aspect of the hospital field 
having to do with the makeup and constitution of 
boards. This would apply to health facilities, in  general, 
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not just hospitals. It could be dealt with equally under 
personal care homes or hospitals and I'l l choose to 
deal with under this item. 

The M i n i ster has incurred some b rickbats and 
criticism and wrath for himself from various sectors of 
the hospital  supp o rt c o m m u ni ty as a result of  
statements that he made some t ime ago about hospital 
boards and the kinds of things that he hoped to do 
with respect to boards. I believe that I am not quoting 
or referring to the Minister's statements inaccurately, 
when I say that he indicated in a public statement that 
local boards are not representative of the communities 
that they serve, and that perhaps, in his view, board 
members were not as concerned about costs as they 
should be and did not act in the best i nterests of their 
communities. There were some other criticisms, actual 
or implicit, of hospital boards and board members in  
the Minister's remarks, or at  least in  the way that they 
were reported and interpreted. I know that the Minister's 
come in for some rebuttal and for some criticism as 
a consequence of that. 

My records indicate that the Minister had made his 
remarks to the Annual Meeting of Canadian Union of 
P u b l i c  Employees Health  C are Workers, and he 
indicated at the time - and this is a direct quote from 
a media report, perhaps the M inister can correct our 
records on this, but a direct quote from a media report 
- says that the Minister at that time said that in his 
view, " in  the past a most successful board member 
was often the one who was most skillful at raising money. 
He saw himself as only responsible to his hospital; this 
is not so today." That remark apparently was recorded 
from the Minister's comments at a meeting that was 
held in Brandon. 

The Minister went on from there to suggest that he 
was contemplating some reforms i n  the institution of 
hospital boards. I don't need to remind h im that a 
number of community members who worked in the 
hospital and personal care field at the level of a 
volunteer, at the level of a board member, at the level 
of the trustee, for many years and in many parts of 
the province, reacted very uncomfortably and very 
unhappily. Some of them wrote to the media; some of 
them wrote to the Winnipeg Free Press and other media 
outlets; some of them wrote to me; I am sure a lot of 
them wrote to the Minister to take exception to his 
remarks and to emphasize that, in  their view, volunteers 
were the best kinds of people to work in this field. Their 
track record was excellent and should not be unfairly 
criticized and they felt that the persons who served on 
hospital boards in  Manitoba, stil l today, did so from 
the perspective of a keen i nterest in  their community 
and a very strong commitment to public service. They 
wonder where the Minister hopes to be able to improve 
on those kinds of ingredients and they challenge any 
suggestion that a bureaucratic approach could do a 
better job. 

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I would ask the Minister 
if he can explain to the committee where he is headed 
with respect to the "hospital trustee and hospital 
volunteer." Whether, indeed, he feels that person's days 
are numbered, that their value is no longer what it was 
and that if he is intending to bureaucratize the system 
in some way that would find it politicized for one thing; 
politicized and find it much more expensive to the 
taxpayer for a second thing. I don't know how he could 

develop a system that was run more objectively and 
more interestedly through government itself, or through 
the bureaucracy, certainly I don't think anybody could 
do it in  a way that didn't cost a great deal more money 
to the taxpayer and that didn't bring unnecessary and 
unwanted politics into the system. So the community, 
I am sure, would l ike to hear the Min ister's explanation 
of his position on that. 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I welcome 
this opportunity to bring some of the explanations to 
the concerns that I've had. There is no doubt I did 
make certain statements and I did it with exactly that 
in  mind, to get the people to sit up and look and study 
the situation, and this is happening all across Manitoba 
now; but I certainly refute categorically some of the 
statement and accusations that were printed in  the 
press or sent by other people and repeated in  the House 
by the Member for Fort Garry. At no time did I make 
any accusation of people being not interested, or any 
accusation at all .  All I said is that we should look at 
the situation because things have changed. That is one 
of the concerns that I have, is the one that was spelled 
out by the honourable friend, exactly that, because of 
the partisan politics. Part of it, for one thing, was 
depending on, not only the government in  power, the 
party in  power, you know who the members of the 
board will be, in many i nstances, where the Minister 
names them. 

In other areas, the battle might be even within the 
same party in different areas, what should I say, leanings 
of different people. For instance, there are some issues 
that are left to t h e  hospitals ,  such as, abort i o n ,  
therapeutic abortion, for instance. Who will decide; i s  
there going to b e  a fight to see if there will b e  more 
pro people, pro choice or pro life; that is one of the 
things that concerns me. I know that all of the hospitals 
are not the same, but I've had complaints about 
hospitals that have self-perpetuating boards. I am not 
going to name anyone here, but I know that there are 
some, for a fact, that have had self-perpetuating boards. 
We are looking at the whole thing. The commission 
was i nstructed , the M a n i toba Health  Services 
Commission was instructed to looking at that, at the 
situation to bring recomendation. There is no doubt 
that things have changed. There's no doubt that before 
the advent of hospitalization, it wasn't the same concern. 
The responsibility was more to the hospitals with more 
independence, but now every single cent of financing 
comes from the government and the taxpayers. Are 
they representative enough? That is an area. Are there 
enough women on the board? I understand that on 
some boards that there's a lot of improvement on that. 

Are there any people from the community, or is it 
just a certain level in certain areas - and a self
perpetuating group at that? Is there a situation where 
you have nobody representing the workers and the 
people that are delivering the service other than the 
professionals? These are some of the questions we 
want answered. I d id not give the solution; I just talked 
about the concern that we have. I could say that I was 
a member of a board and I've had to resign just lately 
- I 'm not talking about 50 years ago - I've just had to 
resign when I assumed the responsibi lity of the Minister 
of Health. I was on the Board of St. Boniface Hospital. 
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I 've been on the board for the last, maybe 30 years 
or so, or more, since 1 950 or so when I became an 
alderman in the City of St. Boniface. First of all it was 
an advisory board and then became the administration 
board. I might say that it had the effect that I wanted. 
It made the people sit up and look at the concern. The 
concerns were recognized by many of them. 

I might say that I accepted to go and speak as one 
of the guest speakers to the M HO at their meeting. 
That was about a month ago, or a little over a month 
ago, and I talked directly about the concern. I repeated 
some of the things, exactly the text of my remarks i n  
Brandon.  T hey were m isunderstood t here. I was 
misquoted in  certain areas, things that I hadn't said 
at all. I might say that there was some doubt that that 
was a wise thing to do but nevertheless, I invited all 
the members there - and there must have been about 
300 people for lunch t hat Friday afternoon - the 
executive of the MHO and the administrators and 
chairman of boards, members of d ifferent boards to 
see if they had any questions. There was not a single 
question asked of me. They were satisified that they 
understood the situation. Everything was cleared u p  
and they told me that they were concerned because 
they had spent the previous day and that morning 
exactly in  small committees looking at the board, 
looking to see if there should be some improvement. 
They also were very forceful in saying that they were 
not adverse to change if changes were needed. They 
were looking at the whole situation. That's we're doing. 
So there was no accusation. I recognized the value of 
the people. I know the good work they've been doing, 
but I think that we should look at a situation. 

For instance, there have been some changes also 
right here in  the city. There has been some political 
infighting and trying to embarrass the government i n  
certain hospitals right here in  the city because there 
are some councillors that are on there, although the 
municipal level of government is not involved at al l ,  
especially in  the city. They're not involved at all. Like 
the member said h imself when we were talking about 
the deficit, they are on the boards. I ' m  not saying that 
these people should  n ot be on boards, but  n ot 
automatically as members of the council. That was all 
r ight  when t hey were paying the 20  percent for 
construction i n  paying other costs. 

These are all things that we want to look at. We are 
not committed in advance to changing anything at al l ,  
but we'll certainly look at everything and if there's some 
changes, if legislation is needed, legislation should be 
ready for next Session. 

As far as the accusation, there were no accusations. 
I, only too well recognize the good work of most of 
the people and the time that they spend, as I say, having 
spent about 30 years or so on a board myself. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: M r. Chairman, could the Minister 
advise the committee whether he does believe though,  
continue to hold to the view, that the present system 
of volunteer boards in the hospital spectrum is outdated 
and needs to be replaced by something such as elected 
board mem bers, u n i o n  off ic ia ls and a more 
bureaucratic, politically-organized structure of that kind. 
Does he believe that the current system really is 
outdated and needs to be replaced? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Glad that the member asked 
this second question, because I 'd  forgotten. I think that 
a very important point, it was suggested that I was 
recommended we should do away from volunteers and 
go to the elected members and that statement was 
never made. What I said was, the possibility of having 
some elected representatives, especially if that's the 
only way in  certain areas that we could have people 
representing the district. In effect, we have elected 
members now, because in rural hospitals we have many 
people, practically half of them, from councillors from 
the different areas; councillors that have been elected, 
so I did say that one of the things we should look at 
is some elected members. I don't think I ever mentioned 
the word "pay." There was another report that I would 
suggest it ' l l  be very costly because we were going to 
start paying the people. At no time did I even think of 
that. I don't want to prejudge the survey. There are 
enough people that are applying themselves to bring 
i n  some recommendation; I 'm talking about the M H O  
and also t h e  different boards themselves because it 
got them thinking. I did receive some letters from the 
different groups and so on. 

It depends on the type of hospitals also. You have 
hospitals that are owned by religious institutions, for 
instance. They still own the hospital. That wi l l  have to 
be taken into consideration. My main concern, to be 
honest with you, is the lack of a certain type of 
representation in some areas especially. In fact, I 'd  
gladly say that some of  them are moving i n  that 
d i rectt i o n  n ow; t hey're n ot wait ing for the  
recommendation. I 've learned that a hospital is moving 
in that direction now, one of the largest hospitals that 
we have in  the city. 

The other area, as I said, one thing I didn't l ike is 
this self-perpetuating group, that you buy a membership 
and so on and there's only a small group that could 
be a member. We want to look at that. So it could be 
a combination of everything, but I can assure and I 
think that's the assurance that the member is looking 
for, that it will not change the system ,  it will not be 
changed. There might be some detail ,  not the system. 
I certainly will want to go on the volunteer element 
because I think they're too important, and it's got to 
be somebody that's dedicated and that wants the work. 
We're certainly not thinking of replacing the volunteers. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN, G. Lecuyer: The Member 
for Fort Garry. 

M R .  l. S H E R M A N :  Well ,  I ' m  g lad to h ave t hat 
reassurance, M r. Chairman , and I appreciate the 
Minister's providing it to me and to the committee. I 
would suggest at the same time that it's probably the 
board mem bers, trustees, a d m i n istrators and 
executives of health facil ities throughout the province 
and, in  particular, our hospitals, who are just as anxious 
as I am, or more anxious than I am, for that kind of 
reassurance. 

What is the time frame that the M inister is looking 
at in terms of d eveloping a new concept of the 
constitution, the makeup, the terms of reference of a 
hospital board? There's a letter to the chief executive 
officers, the member health facilities of M HO, which 
went forward to those officers on the 28th of March 

3018 



Tuesday, 24 May, 1983 

of this year - that's just two months ago - from the 
Chairman of the M H O  Board of Directors, Mr. Ray 
Beaque, and in that letter, which deals with this whole 
subject of composition of boards, the M H O  Chairman 
says that it is apparent, in  his view, that the Minister 
may be moving quickly toward changes that could have 
a significant impact upon hospitals and health care 
institutions in our province. I ' m  quoting from the M H O  
letter here, and I know t h e  Minister has a copy o f  the 
same letter in his files. 

" I n  the light of this possible immediate action, the 
Board of MHO has suggested that all health facilities, 
boards and i n d iv idua l  board mem bers take t h e  
opportunity o f  responding directly to t h e  Minister, 
outlining their concerns." It would seem, M r. Chairman, 
or one would infer from that comment, that the Minister 
has given the i mpression to the health facilities that 
he intends to move pretty quickly; if not extensively, 
at least quickly. 

A few moments ago, in initially addressing the subject 
in response to my original questions, the M inister did 
refer to possible legislation. I 'm not sure that he was 
referring to legislation for this Session, probably for 
the next Session, but even that is not very far away; 
so I guess the question that occurs to me, as it does 
to the Manitoba Health Organizations now, is this: Has 
the Minister made up his mind that some action is 
needed in terms of redesigning and the concept of 
hospital boards i n  this province, and is the M inister 
contemplating action within the next year on that 
subject? Does he intend to listen to hospital trustees 
and hospital boards from across the province and 
through the M H O  to acquaint himself with their position 
on this subject, or has he made his mind up that some 
changes are needed and, therefore, that there wil l  be 
some legislation introduced within the next year? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, I think that letter 
is somewhat passe. This is what I was referring to, that 
there was a quick reply, of course; there was a concern 
by the M H O, and that letter went out. As I have stated, 
I accepted their offer and was one of their speakers 
at their annual convention on the day before I went i n  
the hospital - whatever i t  was - it was pretty well the 
end of last month or so, the middle of last month; a 
little over a month ago anyway. There, as I say, I invited 
them to ask questions and there wasn't a single 
question. 

There was a mise en point from the present chairman 
now who explained the situation, who told me of the 
concern that they've had. It was made quite clear that 
we would discuss this with them, that we would accept 
any presentation from them. I am told that just a day 
or so ago they did send some kind of a report. I don't 
know what is in  it; I have no idea yet. We will discuss 
it with them. Now, as I 've stated, it certainly will not 
be done in  a hurry without discussing it with them 
because there's a lot of concern, there's a lot of 
problems that we have to face; but that doesn't mean 
we shouldn't look at it and try to improve the system 
if we can and correct it where it's wrong. 

The situation is, I did mention, if there is need for 
any change, any bi l l  to be brought in, change in  the 
legislation, it will not be done this year; i t  will be done 
next year, and there's no way we'll be ready for that. 

So we expect that late summer or early spring we should 
have a report from the Commission and then we'll go 
from there and discuss it with different people and see 
what the needs are. This thing came in out of the clear 
blue sky. 

I have quite a few concerns and I expressed some 
of these concerns, and one of them is the proper 
representation also, and it's not in  every single hospital 
and every area. It might be in  certain areas, and some 
of them are also self-perpetuating, so I have some of 
these concerns and we want to look at the whole 
situation but we have not pre-determined what we want, 
or if we want anything. We felt there were enough 
question marks that we had that we should look at it. 
It might just improve it. I don't see a complete different 
change, a d ifferent direction that we're going to elect 
everybody and pay everybody and change everybody 
by becoming political hacks or something; this is not 
what I want at all. So there'll be ample time for the 
M H O  and the different boards to look at it and also 
to make their views known on that. 

As I said, we asked i f  there were any questions, and 
that was summed up by the chairman who said that 
they certainly were not adverse to looking at anything; 
they wanted to see i f  they can improve things. I think 
that if there was a misunderstanding, and I don't know 
why because actually it was something which was 
quoted that I didn't say at all ,  but I don't go back on 
the words that I said. I said that for a purpose, to make 
the people sit down and take notice, and that's exactly 
what happened. This is what the chairman told me, "If 
that's what you wanted, you were very successful ,"  
because that's practically a l l  we talked about in  the 
first day of our meetings. We were all in  little committees 
and discussing it. 

MR. L .  S H E RM A N :  Is the M in ister receiving 
suggestions, comments and reactions from individual 
execut ive officers, b oard chairmen and trustees 
throughout the province, or are those all being funnelled 
t h rough M HO and i ncorporated i nto an off ic ia l ,  
formalized M HO response? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: There's no doubt that we did 
receive some i nd iv id ual  letters, and I t h i n k  my 
honourable friend read the invitation by the board, of  
this kind of organization inviting people to write letters 
or phone the Min ister like we always do, but since that 
meeting, probably since then and the discussion they 
had and the understanding that we had, most of the 
recommendations are being funnelled through the MHO 
and that we will deal with them mostly, but  if there's 
any individual, we will look at everything. I t  could be 
nurses; it could be doctors; it could be anybody. We 
will look at any information, any suggestion that we 
get. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Apart from the initial comments 
that the Minister made in his widely reported remarks 
to the CUPE meeting in  Brandon, from which the 
reaction or ig inal ly arose and emanated, does the 
Min ister have any ideas, thoughts, views, suggestions 
himself that he can make to this committee as to how, 
in a day and age of universal hospitalization where the 
bil ls are picked up by the taxpayer, hospital trustees 
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and boards can be made more "accountable" in his 
view? I ask t h i s  as a very serious quest i o n ,  M r. 
Chairman. There is no question in my mind that hospital 
t rustees and boards are as accou ntable and as 
responsible as they can possibly be, but the fact still 
remains that under a universal hospitalization system, 
you have a problem with pinning down some of the 
more urgent requirements of financial commitment and 
responsibility then is the case when you're operating 
under a market system.  

I suppose one of  the  great challenges facing all 
governments, all provincial jurisdictions across the 
country today, is to provide the hospital trustee h imself 
or herself with a feeling of being meaningful. I would 
like to know if the Minister has any ideas as to how, 
in  his views, he can make them more accountable, but 
I go beyond that to say that after he has satisfied his 
problem of accountability, is he doing anything about 
the trustee's problem? I know of individual men and 
women who have been named to hospital boards, and 
I am sure he does, who have undertaken the challenge 
and the invitation with a sense of excitement and 
enthusiasm and within a matter of a very few years, if 
not months ,  M r. C h ai rman,  t hey h ave become 
disil lusioned by the fact that in  effect they turn out to 
be rubber stamps and ciphers for a governmental, 
politicized, bureaucratic process over which they have 
no control; that in  the end the Manitoba Health Services 
Commission - therefore the Government of the Day -
makes the decisions as to how that hospital is going 
to be funded and those decisions necessarily make a 
definitive determination as to how that hospital is going 
to be run. The board member winds up feeling h imself 
or herself as something of a third glove or something 
of a rubber stamp, and they become dissillusioned 
where they had come into the job feeling they could 
really do something and make a contribution. 

I think that is the big challenge facing Ministers of 
Health and health critics in  every province across this 
country today, to make the board member, the trustee, 
feel that he or she really counts and is really meaningful 
and can really affect the functional program of his or 
her facility because he can really affect the budgetary 
process under a totally state-funded system such as 
we have, or almost totally state funded. It's hard to 
provide the trustee with that sense of meaning, and 
rather than perhaps concern ourselves so much with 
whether trustees are interested in  their communities 
or not, because I believe they are, I think we probably 
should be looking or could well be spending some of 
our time looking for ways in which we can make the 
trustee really meaningful. That means making him or 
her more accountable in  fact than he is at the present 
time; not in mind, because I think in mind they are all 
highly accountable. They are accountable to themselves 
if nothing else. They want to do a good job and I th ink 
that they attempt to do a good job and I think that 
they universally do a good job. But in the end, what 
does the good job count for? That's what bothers me 
about the system. Is the Minister looking at that aspect 
at all? Has he got any ideas on that? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, I think it 's 
obvious that i t  would be wrong for m e  t o  start 
prejudging the report and tell  you in  discussion what 

I want to see. I have some concerns; I haven't got all 
the answers. In  the discussion, my concerns were 
passed on to the members of the Commission and if 
there are any changes, I' l l  be able to stand u p  in  my 
place here next year and discuss any changes; or when 
the legislation comes in ,  I ' l l  have to discuss it. There 
is no doubt in my mind that this is a partnership. A 
hospital should be a partnership of government, of the 
community, of the people that are delivering the services 
- wel l ,  t h e  patients themselves resid i ng i n  t h e  
community. That's what I want to see; more o f  a 
partnership if at all possible where it could be improved, 
where we don't only recognize one area. 

Now, I would welcome any suggestion from my 
honourable friend, or as a party, if they have some 
information on that. The wish or the statement that 
was made by my honourable friend is a good one, but 
it's not an easy one. When the publ ic, through the 
government, is funding 1 00 percent of the cost, it is 
quite difficult to say to a board or something, if we 
talk about accountability, and still if the government 
has the responsibility and I see nobody else having the 
responsibil ity, and say, okay, this is the i ncrease that 
we're going to have and this is what we're going to go 
this year, then we have to make tough decisions; but 
with the global funding, and I believe that most of them 
h ave a g loba l  f u n d i n g ,  wel l ,  t h e n  they h ave a 
recommendation. They have a responsibility, but they 
have different people. There are some areas that maybe 
they might feel the government is running everything; 
in  other areas, it might be the administrator, and the 
boards become a rubber stamp for an administrator 
also. That depends on the kind of people that you have 
also. If they want to work with an administrator, ii they 
want to work with the government, it depends on the 
type of people they want. That's exactly what I think 
we should do. We want the people to be more involved 
in the community. My honourable friend talked about 
the possibil ity of changing the concept of hospital beds 
and just an institution to incorporate the community 
and some of the services outside the community as 
we're trying to do. That's one of the things we want 
to look at to see how we can strengthen that, how we 
can make that possible. 

As I say, whatever the changes are, if there are any 
changes, I don't want to exaggerate anyth ing. I am not 
saying that I am not satisfied with the boards at all. I 
think there could be some improvement, and that's 
what we're trying to do. Of course, you want the type 
of people that are interested and there is no doubt, 
I 've seen some devoted people, and I have seen some 
that have gone way over and above the call of duty 
of any volunteer. I don't think it would be fair to name 
any because I am sure that every single board has 
some. I could name very many. What we're looking at, 
so far anyway, the way I look at it, is more of an 
improvement than just a radical change, that we're 
going to change everything. It's just an improvement 
to the system, keep the good parts that are working 
well, and i f  we have to change certain things to have 
better representation, for instance; to have less of this 
self-perpetuating group, to have maybe some stronger 
group, more accountability from the administrator and 
from the hospital. 

My honourable friend heard me enough times to say 
that I would not take the responsibility of every little 
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detail in a hospital because I wanted to leave the board. 
You would think my honourable friend heard me say 
that, that I will not be - I think the terms that I used 
at the time weren't too parliamentary - but I felt that 
I would not be, whatever the term was, because I felt 
that they had their budget, and it was up to them; if 
they felt that they had to cut a strip of bacon or whatever, 
that would be their decision that I would not make the 
decision for them. And I still think the same. 

If we make every single decision then we won't have 
the kind of Board, and we won't have the kind of 
assurance that my friend wished that we would have 
and I do too with the members of the board. We give 
our direction. That's our responsibility; l ike we do with 
municipalities; l ike we do for anything. I f  we say this 
is the money that we spend in  hospitals, this is the 
increase you will have and so on, and then they 
administer it. That's their responsibility. I'm trying to 
get away from t h i s  step of t ryi ng t o  h ave that 
responsibility for every single hospital. 

I had a couple of calls over the weekend also that 
somebody couldn't get in and i t  was my responsibi l ity. 
Wel l  how do I know? There's nothing that I could. I 
couldn't even get in touch with the administrator, I guess 
he was away for the weekend. 

I would agree, I don't think that there's that much 
difference if there is any difference. I think it is more 
of understanding. I 'm convinced that the M H O  now 
understands what we want, what we were trying to do. 

MR. CHAIRMAN, P. Eyler: The Honourable Member 
for Fort Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Well  I think that's a useful exchange, 
M r. Chairman. I appreciate the Minister's comments. 
I'm sure he expected me to raise questions about his 
comments with respect to hospital boards and trustees 
and their current role because he h imself, through his 
initial comments, or least the way they were interpreted 
and reported had invited considerable controversy. It 
concerned a great many people including myself. 

I think that we can agree that certainly under the 
kind of universal taxpayer-funded system that we have, 
it is necessary to search at all times for improvements 
and refinements to the system that keep it efficient. I 
think one of the truly big challenges facing the health 
care system in Canada today is that last point that I 
raised and suggested to the Minister that we look for 
ways to make the trustee's job satisfying,  gratifying 
and meaningful. 

I really believe that the happiness and satisfaction 
of the trustee wil l  produce a cost-efficient, high quality 
health care and hospital care system for ourselves. We 
start with him or her and that's one of the ingredients 
of the system that has been subordinated to a lot of 
other considerations under the universal taxpayer
supported f u n d i n g  concept that is so central  to 
Canadian hospitalization. I th ink that one of the really 
big challenges in  the system lies there. We have to find 
a way to make it f u n ,  exc i t ing ,  worthwhi l e  and 
meaningful for that trustee to go down and serve at 
a board meeting and go at it hammer and tong and 
hammer it out in terms of how much money there is 
available and what is necessary and what isn't necessary 
and how it should be spent. If all those decisions are 
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taken away from him or her, then we lose a very 
important component and safety valve in the system. 

I had an experience just a few months ago where a 
person, not in this community, but in a neighbouring 
community; prominent, successful person who had been 
named to an important position on a hospital board 
and was delighted with that appointment, was really 
thril led with it and thought that he could really make 
a community contribution. He'd spent most of his time 
up to this point in  his l i fe working in  business and 
hadn't had the opportunity to do some community 
things that he now wanted to do. Here was a real 
opportunity for h im. He found after about six months 
that it was, at least in  his view, substantially pretty 
much a waste of time because all the decisions were 
made for him. He didn't get a chance to say, this is 
not an efficient way to run this hospital; this is not an 
efficient way to run this business; this is not a fair way 
to go to government. It's not reasonable and fair that 
we just  turn  i t  a l l  over to g overnment and t h e  
commission and say okay pick up the deficit and we 
walk away and our hands are clean. He was very 
disturbed by that. He felt that he didn't have any chance 
as a trustee to do anything about that because all those 
decisions were predetermined. 

That's the point at the centre of my remarks on this 
subject. I think if we can find a way to make that man 
and woman feel again that they are central to the way 
the system is being run, both in terms of its quality 
and its efficiency and certainly its level of expenditure, 
then we will perhaps have the answers to the challenges 
that face our Canadian health care system in the next 
few decades immediately ahead. I think a lot of other 
answers would flow from that conclusion, if we can find 
a solution to that challenge. 

I appreciate the Minister's comment on that subject 
and the opportunity to exchange some views on it, Mr. 
Chairman. 

That, I think concludes my observations on that 
particular aspect of the hospital system and the hospital 
line in these appropriations. I think my colleague from 
Roblin-Russell wants to participate in the debate at 
this point, Mr. Chairman. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Roblin-Russell. 

MR. W. McKENZIE: Thank you, M r. Chairman, I'd like 
ask a couple of questions of the Honourable Minister. 
This deals with the Roblin Hospital and some of the 
problems that they're having there at the present time 
because of the doctor shortage. They only have one 
doctor at the present time. It's been a long-standing 
problem in Roblin. The chairman of the board has been 
in  touch with me. They find it's extremely difficult to, 
in  fact I guess almost impossible to operate with one 
doctor. I don't know. I believe they have given up trying 
to recruit a second doctor from Canada or this province. 
As I understand it, they're presently recruiting overseas. 
I just wonder if the Minister maybe has some answers 
for the problem. 

The board seems to think that possibly one of the 
reasons why they can't keep the two doctors in  place 
is their clinic. It's situated in an isolated place away 
from the hospital. Maybe that would be the answer, 
although I don't know how they would proceed, if the 



Tuesday, 24 May, 1983 

hospital board could proceed to construct a suitable 
clinic in  the area. The one that they have, I believe 
they're renting the building from a private entrepreneur. 
Is there any grant money for the establishment of a 
suitable clinic or how would they proceed? Those are 
a couple of the questions that the chairman of the 
board asked me to raise today, Mr. Chairman. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: I want to go back to the board 
a bit because of some of the statements made from 
the Member for Fort Garry and also the latest statement 
that I 've heard. 

I understand the concern of the Member for Fort 
Garry. I can say to h im,  though, in the board that I 've 
been a member of, there has never been that concern. 
I don't say that we're always happy with every decision 
of the Commission. They've had meetings at night 
usually, the annual meeting with the board, and then 
there were a lot of people involved who were not 
members of the board but subcommittees, and I can 
assure you that they made decisions - and I ' m  talking 
about St Boniface Hospital - and I could name Cam 
Maclean and any of these people who were so devoted 
in the work they've done. They still feel the same 
enthusiasm. 

There's enough to do, especially with this block 
funding, I can't see that concern. I would want to look 
very carefully to see if that is the concern where they 
feel that they're rubber stamps. I think you might see 
that they might feel that they're rubber stamped more 
for the administration or a smaller group. I don't know 
- that's not an accusation - but less for the government 
because they still have an awful lot of decisions. I can't 
see it any other way. 

Now, when the Member for Fort Garry sits down, we 
have another member who gets up and now he's telling 
us that we've got to do more of the thinking for a board 
of a certain hospital. That is a responsibility of the 
community to attract doctors. We are will ing to help 
and we are doing that. Dr. Johnson, who is the Chairman 
of our Medical Manpower Committee, is working with 
that group but there is no guarantee. The people that 
need doctors are the community; the community must 
recruit. 

Now, we've got to try to help, there is no doubt that 
is a problem they have in  every province and probably 
every country that we have too many of these doctors 
- certain doctors, I ' m  not talking about all specialties 
- in  the city, in  Winnipeg, for instance. It is more difficult 
to get staff and to get doctors to go in  there and some 
of the reasons are very valid. 

So what we are doing - the contribution we're making 
to that - is we have this committee that was there i n  
the previous government also; and Dr. Johnson, a 
former M inister of Health and a former Acting Deputy 
Minister, that's his main responsibil ity. We will work 
with him and we'll do everything we can for them, but 
that is not something that people must feel it's up to 
the government. The Conservative Party is the last party 
that would say they want this regimentation; you're 
going to send doctors all over the place and you're 
going to decide where they go. 

I think this is something you've got to convince the 
doctor that the community is a good place to live, a 
good place to establish a clientele and that he will be 

happy there. This is one of the situations. Of course, 
the facilities are important also. 

Then we can say the same thing, that the facilities 
are useless. The best facilities are the doctors that 
work together, one of the facilities that we've talked 
about where they've had quite a bit of trouble to get 
a doctor and so on. Then as I say, we have a committee 
that is working. This program also is working, such as 
the recommendation - I haven't got all the details here 
- but in preparing some programs that will entice, that 
will form some incentives for the doctors to come in.  
But the incentive, I think the main thing is the facilities, 
no doubt, they won't come without the proper facilities. 

But a private clinic is something else. In  many of the 
clinics, when there are some changes - we're talking 
about doctors' offices, you've heard me say that to the 
Member for Swan River - we were talking about, I think 
it was around Benito that we would have doctors' offices 
and holding some beds there and then personal care 
homes. So I 'm sure the doctors are aware of that and 
they're working directly with Dr. Johnson on that. So 
I' l l  make sure that Dr. Johnson is looking at the situation. 

MR. W. McKENZIE: I thank the Honourable Minister. 
Mr. Chairman, it's a problem and it continues and seems 
to plague that committee. You certainly can't blame i t  
on the hospital any more because the hospital facilities 
are second to none. As the Minister said, I guess it's 
a problem. The local people are going to have to grapple 
with themselves. Those that live there seem to think 
that Roblin is a nice place to l ive - it's close to the 
parks and things like that - but there's some dimension 
there that seems to plague that area especially, because 
of the perennial problem that they face from time to 
time, is trying to keep the doctors there. 

The clinic then that I referred to, then i t  would be 
up to the local board to go ahead and take the initiative 
and raise the capital to provide adequate office space, 
or whatever, the examination space for the doctors, 
that's as I understand the M inister's comments. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Item 7.(2) - the Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, I 'd  l ike to turn now 
to the situation at Deer Lodge Hospital and ask the 
M inister how many beds at Deer Lodge are being 
reserved for veterans? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: The agreement that we've had 
with the Federal Government, there will be 155 personal 
care beds or extended care beds reserved for veterans. 

Now the acute beds, there is a commitment of so 
many beds for veterans but that would be in acute 
hospitals across the province. There will not be any 
acute beds in the facilities out there. 

MR. L SHERMAN: So there will be 150- 155 personal 
care beds at Deer Lodge for veterans. Will there be 
any personal care beds held or extended care beds 
held in  other facilities throughout the province for 
veterans? I know the Minister has referred to after
treatment beds, but wil l  there be any personal care or 
extended care beds held for veterans in hospitals other 
than Deer Lodge? 
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HON. l. DESJARDINS: No. there's a commitment in  
another hospital. There's a commitment for 50 acute 
care, but there is no other beds reserved for veterans 
apart from these 1 55. 

But let me say also that they are Manitobans and 
they will not be discriminated against either. When we 
talked about the 155, that is reserved for veterans only 
and for the first 15 years the operating costs will be 
paid by the Federal Government. Now we are paid, 
there's no cost from the Federal Government for these 
acute beds. This is just a guarantee that everything 
else being equal that the first 50 beds would go to 
veterans. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, how are those 50 
acute care beds being held for veterans, are they just 
sitting idle in  hospitals around the province? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: For sure, there are no beds 
that' l l  be sitting idle, but they would have the first 
priority. Let's say that there's a request, the first one 
to go in would be the veteran, for at least 50 beds, 
anyway. ( Interjection) Yes, with the comparable 
conditions. In  other words, if you have somebody just 
wants to spend a weekend in  the hospital and you've 
got an urgent matter that's not a veteran, that's not 
what I'm talking about, but that is somebody that is 
in  need. The preference would be given for the first 
50 veterans, apart from these personal care beds. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: Insofar as the veterans' beds at 
Deer Lodge are concerned, M r. Chairman, is that 1 50 
or 1 55 a fixed final number; has the Legion said that 
that's all they are going to need over the next 10 or 
15 years? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: That's the maximum that we 
agreed to, the agreement that's been apiJroved by the 
Legion and the veteran groups. Now we feel that that 
will be plenty but, as I say, the veterans are not all i n  
that area, there's many people that are veterans that 
are in  other personal care homes and that will continue. 
But, apart from that, an extra guarantee that they wil l  
have is up to a maximum of 1 55 beds in  Deer Lodge. 

MR. l. SHERMAN: And there is renovation under way 
at Deer Lodge right now to convert it into an extended 
care, chronic care hospital for the community, as well 
as its service and function as a veterans' hospital; is 
that correct? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Not quite. We have to follow 
- although it is government involved - we have to follow 
exactly the same steps as anybody else. Right now the 
functional program is being developed and also there 
is a bed study report that should be on my desk in  a 
couple of months or so that we're waiting for. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: So there is a maximum of 1 55 beds 
being held for veterans. What is the total bed objective, 
the total bed complement, at Deer Lodge intended to 
be when the studies are completed and renovations 
are entered into? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: There should be approximately 
200 personal care beds and 233 extended treatment 

beds in the new facility, so another 433; 433 plus 1£.:5  
for the  record. Oh ,  excuse me,  the  1 55 are included 
in  there, it is a total of 433 beds. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Total of 433 would include the 1 55 
veterans' beds and the veterans' beds would be 
personal care or extended care, or do you differentiate. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Extended and personal. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Extended and personal, and then 
there would be approximately an additional 280 above 
that for the community. Is that correct? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Well ,  let's say, a maximum of 
1 55, we have 200, so that leaves 45 plus 233, so 278. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: And those will be open to the 
general community for extended care, personal care, 
Level 2, 3, 4; or all three levels, 2, 3 and 4; or just one 
of those levels; or what? 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: Yes, the extended treatment, 
2 ,  3, 4, but not hostel, of course. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Will that be female, as well as male? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Right. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Are there any female veterans in 
Deer Lodge right now as patients? 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: I 'm told that there is at least 
one that we know of, but I don't know how many. There's 
not going to be any discrimination because of sex, it's 
veterans, period. 

MR. L. S HE R M A N :  When does the g overnm en t  
anticipate that those 280, approximately 280, personal 
care and extended care beds will be available for the 
community at the Deer Lodge site? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Safely I would say in  the next 
5 years, because if it's not in  the next 5 years we're 
going to pay the price. We have the arrangements that 
they will pay up to $30 mi l l ion, I think, the Federal 
Government, if it's spent 5 years from the day of 
takeover, so we're looking at the beds, the functional 
program now and we'll have to decide whatever we 
want and if we go that direction it should be finished 
by 5 years, or we're going to lose part of the cost. 

MR. L.  SHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, what happens to 
veterans now, today, who used to go to Deer Lodge 
for out-patient t reatment or temporary i n-patient 
treatment; veterans who weren't confined, who weren't 
full-time residents of Deer Lodge as patients, but who 
were there for various forms of out-patient treatment 
and sometimes were in  for two or three days, or even 
a week at a time; what happens to those veterans now 
that the hospital has been taken over by the province 
and is going through this conversion process? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: For the time being, anyway, 
I don't think there is much change because of the bed 
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faci l i ty, a l l  th rough that period of change and 
construction there'll be at  least 250 beds that could 
be in  operation, including right away this 1 55 bed 
guarantee, so that could be used for veterans if they 
want; they are responsible for the administration. I don't 
think my honourable friend is talking about respite care, 
I think, he's talking about not a long stay, but maybe 
for a month or so. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Yes. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: And, of course, then they have 
the same access to every hospital that anybody else, 
through their doctors, and so on. We were not getting 
that many people in  acute beds at the end. There were 
very very few and that is why it was so costly for the 
facilities and staff and equipment and so on, so they 
are encouraged to go to the acute hospital as much 
as possible. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: But there were some veterans, Mr. 
Chairman, suffering from lengthy ongoing chronic 
disabilities, war injuries and wounds that didn't keep 
them confined to hospital, but didn't prevent them from 
living in their own homes, but nonetheless required 
chronic recurring attention, and they would go to Deer 
Lodge and get that attention for five, or six, or seven 
days. 

I am aware of one case, at least, today, where I think 
that veteran has been sent to the Manitoba Rehab 
Hospital - not that there is anything wrong with the 
Manitoba Rehab Hospital, it is a wonderful facility -
but for this particular person it's quite a traumatic 
experience. He has been going to Deer Lodge for years; 
he knows the doctors and nurses at Deer Lodge, they 
know him; he doesn't reallys have a family doctor. H is 
family doctor is a doctor at Deer Lodge, who has looked 
after him all these years. Suddenly, he finds himself 
apparently unable, if I have the story straight, to receive 
that kind of attention at Deer Lodge and he's now 
down in !he Rehab Hospital. Is that a standard practice 
now and a standard method of dealing with veterans 
who come into the hospital for that kind of out-patient 
or short-term in-patient treatment? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: My information is  that's the 
main reason for the request for this 1 55 beds. When 
we're talk ing about veterans, it's not something that 
we're saying, people over 65. There are so many 
veterans and so on and that was why the protection 
was there. M ind you, some of them might be referred. 
I think Dr. MacDonald is referring some of them, but 
the doctors are still going there, the same doctors and 
so on. Eventually there might be a d ifferent system, I 
guess, but for these people, I think the intention is not 
to disrupt these people too much. You say these people 
are used to the system and they're satisfied. It's not 
really respi te care. I t 's  somebody t hat m ay have 
something that reoccurred and they'll be sick and then 
after maybe a couple of weeks they're okay, they can 
go back in  their home and that's where this extended 
care will take care of them in most instances. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: But as far as the Minister knows, 
there is no change in  the practice for that type of 

veteran. That type of veteran should still be able to 
get his or her required attention at Deer Lodge. Is that 
correct? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: I f  he needs to be hospitalized 
it m i g h t  be that he m ig ht go to h i s  own doctor 
somewhere else if something can be done as an out
patient, but if he needs to be hospitalized, I ' m  sure 
they have enough beds to take care of these people 
in those 1 55 beds. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: What would the occupancy rate 
be on those 1 55 beds right now? Are they anywhere 
near full? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Yes I'm told - you know the 
old saying,  a bed's a bed and you're going to fil l it no 
matter what. So it is a bit over now, but that will be 
reduced only by attrition when people are leaving for 
good. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: What is the situation with respect 
to t h e  staffin g  change-over at Deer Lodge, M r. 
Chairman? I know that this area actually probably spills 
over into the area of the Department of Labour and 
the M inister of Labour is in  the House, in  the committee 
at the present time and I have asked her some questions 
on this subject earlier. Can the M inister of Health or 
the Minister of Labour advise as to what the situation 
is with respect to the staffing change-over there? 

As I 've pointed out in  the House in questions that 
I 've raised, asked of the First M inister and the Minister 
of Labour in the past,  I 've h ad considerable 
representation made to me from nurses and other 
members of the staff at Deer Lodge who are concerned 
with the manner in  which the change-over is taking 
place. Whether or not it is being fearfully worked out 
according to arrangments made with the relevant unions 
earlier is really an academic point to these people who 
are finding themselves phased out ot their jobs, many 
of them with 12 ,  14 and 1 5  and more years experience. 

Are there a great many persons at Deer Lodge i n  
nursing and other capacities who are going to b e  phased 
out and lose their jobs as of September because of 
the change-over, and are other jobs being found or 
sought for them? If this is the situation, were they made 
aware of it, forewarned about it? Did they understand 
that this was going to happen to them, because my 
understanding of the situation is that there is a staffing 
morale problem there that is considerable and that is 
unfortunate? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, it doesn't take 
too many, one or two, who start any rumours and then 
you have a possibility of a morale problem. I might say 
this, that they're certainly not any worse now than they 
were before because of the agreement. It would have 
been easy to say, well okay, you fire the people before 
we take over. That might have been a lot easier politically 
for us, but what would that have done for those people? 
That was the way it was done, exactly the situation the 
way they had it with the Federal Government, either 
an agreement that they had with certain unions or 
according to their manual what was accepted the way 
it was done, exactly the same. We didn't change 
anything. 
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Now we give them at least six months before we 
review everything. That will be reviewed, the Department 
of Health and the Department of Labour staff together 
who work to facilitate all these transition periods. It 
was a very dedicated staff that was there before. We 
have had some concern. We're looking at it. The unions 
are satisfied. The former union have also applied for 
certification and there is a period now of not knowing 
exactly what union will be chosen. 

In  the meantime, we are dealing with the members 
of the union to faci l itate that, and there's an appeal 
mechanism. We are going to do as much as we can 
through attrition. We will try to find - there are other 
people that might need it as we open other beds, for 
instance, maybe at Seven Oaks, in  areas like that. 

Then when the construction comes back - I mean, 
there will be a certain period there - we will need more 
staff, because we will have those beds. There is no 
shortcu t .  What can we do? We can't  g uarantee 
everybody. We're doing it for six months. We're working 
together. We are working with the unions. They're 
satisfied. I think that there is a tendency - I think that 
those things are somewhat exaggerated. There are 
always one or two that are concerned. Maybe they do 
not understand the situation. Maybe they have a beef. 

We will look at that or, as I say, there is an appeal 
mechanism and we will look at it, but they're certainly 
not any worse than they were going, because things 
couldn't have gone the way they were going at Deer 
Lodge with the cost and they didn't have that many 
people, a lot of empty beds in  certain areas, not the 
personal care beds. That wil l  have to be looked at, and 
we didn't change anything, except we're trying to do 
as much as possible to keep as many people and there 
are not going to be that many that will lose their jobs. 
There are some that will have to change a bit and 
eventually you'll probably have more people there than 
you have now when everything is open. 

So there is going to be a difficult situation, but the 
main thing is deliver the service as Minister of Health 
and I think, as M inister of Labour, then there's another 
responsibility to make sure that these people are treated 
fairly and are given every not courtesy, but every help 
they can. The two departments are working very, very 
closely together, but as far as the staff, that is more 
of a responsibi l ity of the Department of Labour. But I 
can assure you that the two departments are working 
very closely together, and we will do everything we can 
to just have by attrition. We will review the situation 
in  September also to see what it will be. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Does the Minister have a figure in 
terms of staff reductions, particularly nursing staff, that 
he can offer the committee that is attached to this 
change-over moving as we are into a concept of a 
fac i l i ty that w i l l  h ave 1 55 veterans' beds and 
approximately five years down the road, hopefully, some 
280 personal care and extended care beds for the 
community? What nursing staff and health occupation 
staff generally, such as therapists, occupational and 
physiotherapists, is there a sharp reduction in  nursing 
staff that will be necessary now over these next few 
months and what will it amount to 50, 60, 70 nurses 
and then wil l  there be a sharp increase needed 3 or 
4 or 5 years down the road? 
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HON. L. DESJARDINS: It is a difficult business to 
discuss publicly also because there is no doubt it is 
going to ease the situation if people are trying to find 
a position. Now, if they think that the government can 
guarantee everything, it's going to be a little more 
difficult. But during that period, in  other words starting 
this September they're guaranteed to stay there until 
September. There might be some that'll quit. Anyway 
the nurses would be at the maximum approximately 
50. 

Now they're not going to wait forever. They should 
get other positions but the actual total position when 
we start bui lding there will be more than that. But it's 
not going to help, basically, well I don't imagine that 
they'll want to stay one year, or two years, or three 
years without work. So we will try everything to try to 
help them find some work but they must, they've got 
to help themselves also that's why the concern because 
people say, that's why it's difficult to discuss these things 
because then they say oh, well the government will take 
care of us. But I 'm told that there'd be about 1 00 in 
all and that's the whole staff. The nurses, there'll be 
about 50 or so. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Portage. 

MR. L HYDE: Thank you, M r. Chairman. I believe the 
Minister has partially given the answers to some of my 
questions. 

But, Mr. Minister what I'm being asked by the veterans 
is where do they report to now that there has been 
that changeover at the Deer Lodge Hospital? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Where they report? If they want 
any information I 'm sure that they will be able to get 
that at the hospital, for any information and direction. 

I should say here that we've worked very, very closely 
and t h e  former g overnment d u r i n g  the i r  t ime i n  
negotiation did the same. There was a continuing 
discussion with the different groups representing the, 
I think there were four different groups, not only the 
Legion. The Legion is one of them. There's four different 
groups respresenting the veterans. 

In fact we've had members, the names that they give 
us that we put on the board. We have a kind of a 
temporary board but eventually it ' l l  be a permanent 
board a n d  t here's a commitment to h ave the i r  
representation. So there'd be a lot of  co-operation. 
They can ask information from the hospital and they'll 
get it. 

Now if they want to go and see the doctor. They 
might be directed to go and see a doctor like any other 
citizens of Manitoba like you do and I do. And I ' m  a 
veteran by the way. 

MR. L. HYDE: From what you're telling me I suppose 
that it would be proper then for a veteran to make 
contact with his family doctor at home and then be 
admitted. Can he be admitted through the doctor, his 
family doctor at home, can he be admitted to Deer 
Lodge hospital? 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: It's impossible for me to give 
a guarantee. I'm sure that if they've had services at 
the Deer Lodge before and if they have an emergency 
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they go and see the doctor and he recommends them 
to Deer Lodge they certainly will look at it. It's some 
of the same administration, Dr. McDonald is there, and 
I'm sure that they wil l  be well taken care of. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. The hour is 4:30, time 
for Pr ivate Mem bers' H o u r. The committee w i l l  
reconvene a t  8:00 p.m. 

IN SE SSION 

PRIVATE ME MBE RS' HOUR 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The time being 4:30 and 
Private Members' Hour, the first item on the agenda 
for Tuesday afternoon are Adjourned Debates on 
Second Readings of Private Bills. 

ADJOURNE D DE BATE S 
ON SE COND RE A DING - PRIVATE BILLS 

Bill N O. 38 • THE SOCIE TY OF 
MANAGE ME NT 

ACCOUNTANTS OF MANITOBA ACT 

M R .  SPEAK E R :  On the proposed mot ion of the 
Honourable Member for  lnkster, B i l l  No.  38 standing 
in  the name of the Honourable Member for Roblin
Russeil. 

MR. W. McKENZIE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In  addressing this Bi l l  No. 38, several municipal 

secretaries have been in contact with me and expressed 
certain concerns and reservations regarding this bi l l ,  
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, for many years the Secretary-Treasurers 
of municipalities in t ile province have been encouraged 
by the Department of Municipal Affairs to take an 
extension course at the University of Manitoba to 
upgrade their qualifications. Not only, Mr. Speaker, were 
the secretaries encouraged to take the course, after 
they completed the course, they were designated and 
had t h e  authority of the designat ion of certif ied 
municipal administrators and used the letters CMA after 
their names as I understand. 

The Act creating the Manitoba Secretary-Treasurers 
Association in 1 955, as I review it, was amended and 
was changed to the Manitoba Municipal Administrators 
Association Act I bel ieve, or M anitoba M u n ic ipal 
Administrators Association Incorporated. 

The Secretary-Treasurers, Mr. Speaker, object to the 
portion of the bi l l  which would prevent any other party 
or association from using the designation CMA, and 
w h i c h  would g ive t h e  r ight  to The Soc iety of 
Management Accountants of Manitoba to have the sole 
use of those initials. In  the bi l l ,  Mr. Speaker, it g ives 
them the authority to bring a court action with fines 
from $25 to $500.00. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would think that we better take 
a close look at this bi l l  and on behalf of the Municipal 
Secretary-Treasurers of the province and see if we can 
avoid ,  in  committee, some of the problems that have 
been drawn to my attention. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

SE COND RE ADING - PRIVATE BILLS 

MR. SPEAKER: Bill 59, the Honourable Member for 
lnkster is not present. 

The Honourable Member for Riel. (Stands) 

ADJOURNE D DE BATE 
ON SE COND RE ADING - PUBLIC BILLS 

MR. SPEAKER: O n  the p ro posed M ot i o n  of  the 
H onourable M em ber for St.  Norbert,  Bi l l  No. 4 1 ,  
standing i n  the name for the Honourable Member for 
Concordia. 

MR. P. FOX: Stand, Mr. Speaker. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  On the p ro posed mot ion of the 
Honourable Member for  Brandon West, Bi l l  No.  56, 
standing in the name for the Honourable Member for 
Springfield. 

MR. A. ANSTETT: Stand please, M r. Speaker. 

RE S. NO. 13 - YOUTH PARLIAME NT 
Of MANITOBA 

MR. SPEAKER: Resolution No" 13.  
The Honourable Member for Virden. 

MR. H. GRAHAM: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Member 

for Concordia: 
WHEREAS Youth Parliament of Manitoba desires to 

incorporate under The Corporations Act of the Province 
of Manitoba; and 

WHEREAS the Director of Corporations of Manitoba 
wil l  not allow the name Youth Parliament of Manitoba 
to be used unless a consent is obtained from the 
Legislative Assembly of Manitoba; 

N OW T H EREFORE BE IT  R ES O LV E D  that the 
Legislative Assembly of  Manitoba consents to the Youth 
Parliament of Manitoba incorporating under tile name 
Youth Parliament of Manitoba. 

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Virden. 

MR. H. GRAHAM: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have had the pleasure of sitting in this 

Assembly with members who have in the past taken 
an active part in  the Youth Parliament movement. I 
believe this started under the name the Tuxis Boys' 
Parliament some 60 odd years ago, but it has carried 
on for many years under various names. Last year on 
November 3rd a group under the name Youth Parliament 
of Manitoba and Northwestern Ontario applied to the 
Director of Corporations i n  Manitoba for incorporation 
as a non-profit organization. 

At that time the Director of the Corporations Branch 
rejected the application; didn't reject i t  in  total, in  his 
remarks he said, "Subject to appropriate consents from 
the offices of the Legislative Assemblies of Manitoba 
and Ontario." That reply was dated on the 5th of 
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November last year. I will table this. That's a copy of 
the reply from Mr. Conn. 

Subsequent to that there was an application by the 
council for the Youth Parliament group, Mr. Harold 
Clubine, and I believe that application probably went 
through your office, Sir. A recommendation went to the 
Rules Committee of this Assembly for an application 
for their consent and this appeared before the Rules 
Committee which met on February 7th of this year, and 
I won't bother members with reading of the various 
debate that went on at that time, but i f  anybody is 
interested in reading it, they can look at Pages 78 and 
79 of the Hansard of the Standing Committee on Rules 
of the House on February 7th of this year. 

At that time, as a member of that committee, I raised 
an objection to the Rules Committee giving that consent 
based on the fact that I felt that it was only proper 
that the entire House should make the decision on such 
matters. So, as a result, somebody at that committee 
meeting said, well ,  who's going to look after it in the 
House, so I agreed to sponsor the resolution, and the 
M e m ber for Concordia ( Interjection) in h is  
remarks sort of  agreed with me,  so that was why I had 
asked him to - he can speak later - why I got him to 
second the motion. 

Well,  Mr. Speaker, I subsequently received a letter 
from Mr. Clubine addressed to me on the 20th of April, 
in  which he said, "I act for the Youth Parliament in  
Manitoba who wish to incorporate under The Manitoba 
Corporations Act. The Director of Corporations of 
Manitoba will not allow the incorporation under the 
above name unless the Legislative Assembly consents 
to the use of the name. I enclose a copy of a resolution 
in  duplicate covering the consent by the Legislative 
Assembly, and I request that you present same to the 
Assembly." 

Well ,  Mr. Speaker, in  the meantime, when the Director 
of Corporations suggested that they req u i red the 
consent of both Legislative Assemblies and seeing as 
how the Youth Parliament is predominantly Manitoban , 
they have decided to apply for registration under the 
name Youth Parliament of Manitoba and that doesn't 
mean that the people that have been attending from 
northwestern Ontario will not continue to attend. They 
will still be invited and still take part as before. 

One of the reasons that I asked of the people from 
the Youth Parliament, and I should mention their names: 
Mr. Bruce Johannson, who will be the incoming Premier 
of the next Youth Parliament, and Mr. Jim Bell, who 
will be the incoming S peaker. 

One of the questions I asked them was, why would 
they want to incorporate? Because for many years, 
they have operated without incorporating, but the 
financial times have changed, M r. Speaker, and this 
group have traditionally relied on corporate and private 
donations to help them in covering the cost of their 
operations. They provided me with a financial report 
for 1982-83 - a copy of which I will also table - which 
indicates that in  excess of 20 percent of their income 
they received from donations, so one-fifth of the money 
they require to carry out their operations, they received 
from donations of some kind or another. Now, if they 
were incorporated as a n on -profit  char i table 
organization and had a tax number that they could use 
for char i table donat ions,  it would assist them 
significantly in  receiving donations. That, I think, is the 

main reason why they have applied for incorporation. 
So, I will table this financial statement for any member 
that wishes to peruse it. 

As a consequence, I was convinced that it was a 
worthwhile cause, and I believe most members of this 
Assembly are convinced that it's a worthwhile cause. 
You realize in today's society where the unemployment 
in the young people is almost three times as high as 
the average in the province. You realize then why it's 
somewhat difficult tor them to cover the entire costs 
of the operation of their Youth Parliament, which goes 
on for three or four days here during the Christmas 
break. When you have young people as dedicated as 
they are to the political spectrum, and interest in  current 
affairs, I think they should be encouraged in their 
activit ies. This Legislat u re has always seen fit to 
encourage them by granting them the use of this 
Assembly for their deliberations and I hope that practice 
continues for many years to come. 

I f  you take all these reasons together, M r. Speaker, 
I think that it's a very worthwhile resolution that's before 
us. I would hope that it gets speedy passage in this 
House, so the young people can carry on with their 
wishes to i ncorporate under the name, Youth Parliament 
of Manitoba. Thank you very much. 

MR. S P E A K E R :  The Honourable  Mem ber for 
Concordia. 

MR. P. FOX: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I think the 
members should hold their applause until I'm finished, 
they may not like what I have to say. 

I want to indicate that I want to support this resolution. 
Having perused it and, of course, done a bit of research 
on it have come to the conclusion that it is desirable 
and it is necessary. I have in  the past supported Youth 
Parliament, especially when I was the Presiding Officer 
of this Legislative Assembly, and I know that it is a 
worthwhile effort. As I indicated at the beginning, I have 
no intention of making a speech. My colleague, the 
Mem ber for Thompson,  i s  anxious to g ive h i s  
participation and h e  also has a commitment, which he's 
in  a hurry to make, so I ' l l  turn it over to him. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The H on o u rable  Mem ber for 
Thompson. 

MR. S. ASHTON: Thank you, M r. S peaker. After an 
introduction like that I feel almost speechless - not 
quite though. - (Interjection) - They never called me 
"Silent Steve" yet. 

I ,  too,  support th is  motion , M r. S peaker, and I 
congratulate the members who've moved and seconded 
th is motion, for bringing it in .  I think it gives us an 
opportunity to reflect on the importance that institutions, 
such as the Youth Parliament play, in terms of educating 
our youth about our parliamentary system. I feel this 
is an important aspect that's often overlooked, even 
within the schools themselves. We do have a fair amount 
of education about our system, but I find often that 
some of the intricacies of the system, some of the unique 
features of our system, are overlooked in  many of our 
school texts. The advantage of the Youth Parliaments 
is they give our young people a chance to see directly 
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how the system works and how it does differ from other 
systems, as practised in other democratic countries. 

I personally never had the fortune to attend a sitting 
of the Youth Parliament. The Parliament at that time 
was pretty well restricted to Winnipeg and it traditionally, 
of course, has taken place over the Christmas Holidays. 
That was a time when I was going to university, I went 
home for the holidays and I never did have the 
opportunity to attend the sitting. I did attend a number 
of sittings of the model U.N., which was held in another 
time of year, and I found that had much the same sort 
of impact that the Youth Parliament did, only in regard 
to the United Nations. 

Since then though I've had the opportunity to attend 
a couple of sittings of the Youth Parliament in 
Thompson, a new aspect of the Youth Parliaments, 
which I think is excellent for people in areas like 
Thompson, isolated areas, to participate directly in this 
kind of function. 

it's unfortunate that in the days I was going to school 
it wasn't offered, but since then there's been a very 
aggressive well-organized group of people in Thompson 
who have put this together. These sittings have included 
not only people from Thompson but from throughout 
the North and also a number of people from Winnipeg 
as well. I attended the banquet for the most recent 
Youth Parliament only a few weeks ago and they had 
a very good turnout from Winnipeg, which indicates I 
think the amount of interest there is in holding Youth 
Parliaments throughout the province. 

As I said, Mr. Speaker, I feel that Youth Parliaments 
are an important aspect of education in regard to our 
parliamentary system. I think it indicates, certainly to 
me, the fact that it's an organic system. it's not strictly 
a legalistic system; it's not set out in any particular 
legal document, any constitution. it's a system that's 
developed over many hundreds of years, and I think 
that's something that comes through, and some of the 
particular features of the parliamentary system that we, 
in this Legislature, know only too well. I think that's an 
important aspect in terms of the learning process, 
because I think it gives people an idea of just how much 
history is behind the parliamentary system that we have 
here in Canada and throughout the British 
Commonwealth. 

I think beyond that it also give the participants in 
the Youth Parliament another important skill, and that's 
a skill in terms of their own personal situation, Mr. 
Speaker. 1t gives them confidence in themselves beyond 
their normal every day existence. I've sat through the 
Sessions and I've heard the members, you know, for 
the mythical constituencies, speak at quite great length 
about issues of importance. 

I noted the agenda of the recent Youth Parliament 
in Thompson and some of the issues they were looking 
at then. They included some issues that we are 
discussing even today in the Legislature, and some 
perhaps that are even too contentious for this particular 
body. Those participants got quite actively involved in 
it; they expressed their views and they tried to take a 
broader position, Mr. Speaker. They tried to put 
themselves in the position of a politician representing 
a constituency and I think that was important because 
it gave them a sense of themselves not just as 
individuals, but as public citizens and that's one aspect 
I think that we do need to encourage greatly, Mr. 

Speaker. Because regardless of how our system works, 
in terms of its ends or particular means to get to that 
system, as far as I'm concerned it can only be healthy 
if all the people in society have a sense that they too 
are public citizens. 1t shouldn't be just up to us, as 
elected representatives, to debate and discuss matters 
of public importance, it should be a matter for all 
citizens. You can see that through the Youth Parliament, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Some past participants in the Youth Parliament have 
gone on to political careers. I know of a number who 
have served in this House, who were former participants 
in the Youth Parliament, but many have not. They've 
gone to be private citizens, in one sense, Mr. Speaker, 
but also I think public citizens in another in that through 
the skills they've developed through the Youth 
Parliament they haven't hesitated to get involved in 
the public process, get involved in the political process 
at various levels. And as I said, Mr. Speaker, I think 
that's very important. 

So I would like to give my wholehearted support for 
this particular motion and indicate that perhaps we 
should reflect on this kind of thing somewhat more 
often in this House, Mr. Speaker. I think that the more 
we reflect on exactly what the parliamentary system 
means the more that we can participate in that system 
and give it proper credit here in Manitoba in the 1980s. 
As I said, it's a system that has hundreds of years of 
tradition, a system that I respect greatly and through 
institutions, such as the Youth Parliament, I believe we 
could foster that respect throughout the province at a 
very important stage and development of the province, 
Mr. Speaker, and through the development of its young 
people. So, as I said, I support this motion 
wholeheartedly. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

RES. NO. 6 - HYDROGEN RESEARCH IN 
MANITOBA 

MR. SPEAKER: The next resolution is Resolution No. 
6, the proposed motion of the Honourable Member for 
River East, and it is standing in the name of the 
Honourable Member for The Pas, who has 17 minutes 
remaining. 

MR. H. HARAPIAK: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am 
pleased once again to get up and say a few words on 
the resolution put forward by the Member for River 
East, the resolution on hydrogen development. 

In his resolution, Mr. Speaker, he states that Canada 
has a unique opportunity to become the world leader 
in hydrogen if we take an ambitious route to establish 
an early leadership in the area of hydrogen 
development. I feel that Canada is in that position, 
because of all the excess Hydro we have at this time, 
that we are in a position to become involved in hydrogen 
research. The Federal Government itself seems to 
believe in the research, because of the funds that they 
have put forward to research in this area. 

He also states that Manitoba has both the cheapest 
electricity in Canada and the largest undeveloped 
potential. At this point, we have a surplus of hydro
electric development in Northern Manitoba, and we 
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could bring more development onstream in a very short 
order if there was a greater need for it. So I believe 
that we are not using all the potential that exists for 
Hydro at this time. 

I t  appears that the Federal Government is funding 
hydrogen research in  both the Provinces of Quebec 
and Ontario. They are not involved - there seems to 
be a conflict of who should be getting some of the 
research dollars that are available. I feel that Manitoba, 
as the Member for River East has mentioned in  his 
resolution, is probably in  a better position to take 
advantage of this than the other provinces are, so we 
should pass this resolution. 

The Federal Government has demonstrated their 
belief in hydrogen. They have allocated in  the past while 
$1 bil l ion, which was to go towards hydrogen research. 
Ontario Hydro, after conducting years of research, has 
indicated that hydrogen nuclear generating stations 
would be cost-competitive by the early 1990's. 

Mr. Speaker, when I last spoke on this subject, I 
spoke about the urgency for us as a province to also 
become involved in  research. I believe that Northern 
M anitoba would especially benefit from this field of 
hydrogen development, because we do not have the 
benefit of a natural gas pipeline. So in  many cases, 
the people of the North are forced to use propane gas 
which is much more expensive than natural gas. Even 
though natural gas has increased tenfold in cost in the 
last eight to 10  years, we in  the North are faced even 
with a greater cost than the people who have natural 
gas pipelines. 

I again refer to a report issued by the Alberta Energy 
Resource Conservation Board which, by their estimates, 
shows that the Alberta reserves would not be able to 
meet the energy needs that are required of the provinces 
that are lying east of the Alberta border beyond the 
year 1 986, although we may receive a saving grace in 
that area because of the recession that we, are presently 
experiencing. So we may go beyond the year 1 986, 
but we know that there is a shrinking supply of that 
form of energy. 

We have a unique opportunity to become suppliers 
of this fuel of the future. David Scott, a professor at 
the University of Manitoba, has been very active in the 
field of hydrogen research. He looks at hydrogen as 
just not another energy source, but as an energy source 
which will end all energy sources. I t 's the ultimate in  
the field of energy as far as he's concerned. He claims 
that throughout history through each industrial change 
that has come out through our society, each new field 
of energy has become lighter in  weight and lower in 
carbon content and richer in  hydrogen than the fuels 
it has replaced. Coal gave way to oil, and oil is gradually 
giving way to natural gas. If you follow that line of 
progress, natural gas will soon be replaced by hydrogen. 

Ontar io 's  Urban Transportat ion Development 
Corporation is investing over $6 million on a research 
program which would convert buses to run on hydrogen. 
They hope to have the first buses running on hydrogen 
on a tr ia l  basis by 1 984. West Germany is also 
converting more than 1 00 vehicles of al l  different types 
to run on hydrogen. 

Professor Scott who is a leading researcher in  the 
hydrogen field believes that research should not be 
aimed at converti n g  the p resent type of i nternal 
combustion engine, which are the diesel and gas 

eng ines, b u t  t h i s  research should be aimed at 
developing a new type of engine which would use the 
battery cells as a form of energy. The battery cells, 
which have been used on the spaceships, would convert 
that chemical energy of hydrogen and oxygen directly 
into electricity. The electricity would then run an electric 
engine which would power the vehicle that was being 
used. 

Professor Scott claims that the fuel cells are three 
times as efficient as the internal combustion engines. 
Of course, these internal combustion engines were not 
designed to run on hydrogen. They were converted to 
run on hydrogen. That research was developed over 
50 years ago and he claims that we are wasting research 
dollars by converting an internal combustion engine to 
run on a method that they were not designed for. They 
were designed to run as an internal combustion engine 
and not for hydrogen. 

There are other countries that are also involved in 
research in  the area of fuel cells. The countries, which 
include West Germany, which seems to be taking the 
lead in  hydrogen research, and other countries which 
are also involved with research in  hydrogen include the 
United States, which have done a lot of research in 
space crafts, and France, Japan and the tiny country 
of Iceland, which also has become very aggressive in 
the field of hydrogen research. 

Mr. Speaker, as I mentioned earlier, the hydrogen 
fuel cells are presently being used in U.S. space vehicles. 
The major technological barrier is the fact that hydrogen 
can penetrate the substance of many metals. So it's 
very difficult to have a chamber to store the hydrogen 
in .  It creeps through the smallest of cracks of any metal 
cracks that are in a storage container, and it makes 
the metal very brittle and then the container eventually 
breaks down. So storage is one of the biggest problems 
with hydrogen. 

The storage of hydrogen is one of the areas that 
requires researched dollars at this time. M r. Speaker, 
the use of l iquid hydrogen as a long-time replacement 
for hydrocarbon fuels for the land and air transportation 
seems to be technically feasible. It is an ideal fuel if 
you measure energy per unit weight advantage over 
gasoline or any other hydrocarbon fuels. 

M r. S peaker, as mentioned earl ier, t here are 
d i scussions tak ing p lace between the Federal 
Government and the G overnment of Ontario and 
Quebec, and we, as a province, have a surplus of energy 
available at this time. We should pass this resolution 
which is put forward by the Member for River East and 
begin our talks with the Federal Government, so that 
we can also receive some of these federal research 
grants that are available and get on with the research 
that is required for this very important fuel of the future. 

Thank you, M r. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question? 
The Honourable Minister of Energy and Mines. 

HON. W. PARASIUK: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to rise in support of this resolution that my 

colleague, the Member for River East, has put forward. 
I think it's a very timely resolution. I think it's one that 
both sides of the House should support. It 's something 
that, I think, is i n  the best long-term i nterest of the 
Province of Manitoba. 

3029 



Tuesday, 24 May, 1983 

There has been a Federal House of Commons Special 
Committee on Alternative Energy and Oil Substitution, 
and they've looked at a whole set of energy alternatives 
and that parliamentary committee really has come down 
very strongly in favour of hydrogen development. It 
indicates that hydrogen really is the fuel of the future. 
In a sense, it's the perfect fuel; it does not pollute, and 
it's something that a number of governments have 
become i nterested i n .  It relates to M an itoba,  i n  
particular, because o f  the fact that of the two major 
methods of hydrogen product ion ,  first being the 
cracking of  natural gas, and secondly, the electrolysis 
of water to produce hydrogen; the latter one, obviously, 
although not quite as economic as the cracking of 
natural gas right now, really is where, I think, Manitoba 
does have a very important role to play. 

As the resolut ion ind icates, we do have Hydro 
capacity right now. We have tremendous potential. We 
are located, really, in a position where we can relate 
t::> other jurisdictions to the east of us, to the west of 
us and to the south of us in a way that I think will be 
of benefit to them and of benefit to ourselves. We 
obviously are strong proponents of the technique of 
producing hydrogen by the electrolysis of water. 

We have had discussions at the staff level with the 
Federal Department of Energy, Mines and Resources. 
We think this is a very important area. That's why soon 
after I became M inister we commenced discussions 
with the Federal Government in  this respect. 

I 've raised this matter personally with both Marc 
Lalonde, when he was Minister of Energy, M ines and 
Resources, and then later with Jean Chretien, since 
he's been appointed as Minister of Energy, M ines and 
Resources for the Federal G overnment. I 've been 
pursuing this in a very dogged manner, actually, because 
I bel ieve that t h i s  is where a l ot of the future 
developments of Manitoba Hydro and our  Hydro 
potential will relate to. 

Unfortunately, as the resolution indicates, we have 
slipped a bit behind other provinces that have, as well, 
a great deal of electrical capacity right now and Hydro 
or other electrical type of potential. Quebec and Ontario 
are ahead of us now with respect to research and 
development of hydrogen. 

We, in fact, in the period of the mid '70s were the 
leaders in Canada in t h i s  respect. The Schreyer 
administration had commenced studies looking into the 
possi b i l i ty of producing hyd rogen t h rough the 
electrolosis of  water and tapping into the Trans-Canada 
Pipeline, and there were studies under way that were 
cost shared with the Atomic Energy Commission and 
the Trans-Canada Pipel ine.  Th is  was the type of 
futuristic far-sighted work that I think is important in  
all areas of energy development, especially if one 
seriously wants to look at  the alternatives. 

Unfortunately, this joint effort - and it was really a 
jo in t ,  p u b l i c ,  pr ivate effort - was s helved by the 
Conservative Government when they were in  power 
between 1 977 and 1 98 1 ,  and in the interim Quebec 
and Ontario have moved ahead of us. They have 
received federal assistance. They have programs under 
way right now. We certainly want to catch up with what 
they are doing; and secondly, we want to get our fair 
share of federal involvement in  this type of development. 
It is long-term R&D. It's the type of thing that the Federal 
Government should be involved in looking at with the 
Provincial Governments. 

I f  Quebec and Ontario can get federal funds in  this 
respect, we certainly believe that we should be getting 
funds in  Manitoba as well, especially, since we are in 
the middle of the continent. We are in a position to 
distribute to the south, to distribute hydrogen to the 
east and to the west. We are really in a focal position 
within the entire continent, and we are talking about 
using a renewable form of energy; namely, hydro-electric 
power to produce another form of energy which in a 
sense can be produced on an ongoing basis forever. 

So, in that sense from an environmental, ecological 
perspective, it really is a superb way of trying to meet 
the energy and feed stock needs of society well into 
the next few centuries, indeed. 

So, we are talking long term, but whenever one starts 
talking about anything of this magnitude, it's important 
to start yesterday, rather than leaving five or seven or 
ten years off into the future, because most people agree 
that the technological  develo p ments and t h e  
technological breakthroughs that would make t h e  
production o f  hydrogen competitive with other forms 
of energy are a few years off. People indicate to me 
that it' l l  probably take 20 to 25 years before we get 
the breakthroughs whereby the production of hydrogen 
through the electrolysis of water wil l  in fact be a 
competitive way of producing this very important form 
of energy. 

At the same time, we should be involved in whatever 
R & D  is be ing u ndertaken so we can gage o u r  
developments. which require in  themselves a lot o f  lead 
time to coincide with these breakthroughs that we feel 
will take place. It's a matter of time. It's not a matter 
of "if";  it's a matter of "when" with respect to the 
development of hydrogen. It's important when one talks 
about, oh, negotiating longer-term contracts for sales 
- can we arrange this so that we can have a partly 
paid down source of power available to Manitoba 25 
years from now, 30 years from now, 35 years from now, 
which can, in fact, be used for the production of 
hydrogen - I think people have probably raised this 
before - the electrical energy, hydro energy, although 
we're blessed with it, it cannot be stored; we can only 
store the water. It is possible to judiciously store the 
water in  the future, run it at good times, produce 
hydrogen which can be stored; produce hydrogen that 
can, in  fact, be transported by mixing i t  with natural 
gas in  the pipelines. We can use hydrogen as a feed 
stock for chemical, petro chemical development. So 
it's something that is very important to our long-term 
future. 

I k now t hat members on t h e  oppos i t ion  have 
expressed interest. I 'm pleased that I have the type of 
i nterest being indicated and shown by my colleague, 
the Member for River East, and by other people who 
have spoken on this resolution. I t  is important when 
we deal with the Federal Government and when we 
deal with other parties that people realize that Manitoba 
has a long-term commitment to the development of 
hydrogen and hydrogen usage; that we, in fact, have 
the support of all people, because when one embarks 
on a 20 or 25 or 30-year development like this, which 
really will take place after most of us are gone, although 
the Pawley administration will still probably be in  office 
at that time but many of us may have, in fact, left the 
Legislature by that time, we will know that we, in fact, 
were part of a process - an important part of a process 
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- that began i n  1 983 to l ay the g rou ndwork for 
developments that wi l l  really, when they come to pass 
- and I say it's "when," not "if" - wil l  lay the seeds 
for a very strong economic milieu within this province 
for the entire 2 1st Century, 

In  fact, it was Wilfred Laurier who said that the 20th 
Century belonged to Canada, When one talks about 
the hydro potential of Manitoba and the possibilities 
emanating from it, provided that they are husbanded 
p roperly and not fr i ttered away, that in fact -
(Interjection) - Well ,  it depends on who would do the 
blowing, It depends on who would do the blowing. I 
can sense that if, in fact, one had tied up all of our 
resources well into the future for 50 or 60 years, Mr. 
Speaker, we really couldn't talk about a resolution. We'd 
have to go to other parties that owned our hydro 
resources and ask them if they would get involved in 
hydrogen development, because the Conservatives 
would have given everything away, M r. Speaker. 

Now, I wouldn't want to raise those particular points, 
M r. Speaker, but it shows the interesting perspective 
of t h e  Conservatives. They are true regressive 
Conservatives. H ere we are trying to talk about 
something that may, in  fact, relate to developments 20 
or 25 years from now, and we have some small minds 
on the other side, Mr. Speaker, who want to dwell in  
the past. I welcome that, Mr. Speaker, because i f  that's 
all they can offer to the people of Manitoba, I know 
where they're going to end up in  the next election -
the same place they ended up last election - and I want 
to see how many of the people on that side wish to 
keep on that particular point; because if they wish to 
keep on that point, I welcome it. 

I welcome spending t ime with the Member for 
Pembina talking about how he would like to tie u p  our 
resources and the ownershi p  of our resources. Tie up 
our resources for the future so that we cannot look at 
these alternatives in a realistic way because, M r. 
Speaker, in the Conservative desperation - and I 'm glad 
they never had the opportunity to fritter away our future 
- but I know there are people on the other side of the 
House who are interested in  the future; who aren't 
complete regressive Conservatives; who like to see 
themselves as Progressive Conservatives; who want to 
talk about the future. Now, there are a couple on the 
other side. They're being muzzled by the Leader of the 
Opposition. They're being muzzled by people who 
desperately, Mr. Speaker, want to be like the Leader 
of the Opposition when and if they grow up as my 
colleague, the Member for Elmwood, so well and so 
aptly pointed out today. It was a superb point, M r. 
Speaker, saying that there are people on the other side 
who only had one role model, and that may have, in 
fact, warped them. 

I must say that there are a few people on the other 
side of the House who want to join with the New 
Democratic Party in looking at the future; who want 
to look at the future both a year from now, 5 years 
from now, 20 years from now, 25 years from now. We 
believe that is a responsible approach that politicans 
and public servants should take; so I know that the 
New Democratic Party caucus, the New Democratic 
Party members in  the Legislature will support this 
resolution 100 percent. I look with i nterest to see 
whether in fact the rest of the Conservative caucus 
opposite will join with the few far-sighted people on 

the other side, who I respect for having that far
sightedness, and support this resolution 1 00 percent 
with  the New Democrats so t hat we can h ave a 
unanimous resolution, Mr. Speaker, so that we can 
present a united front in dealing with the Federal 
Government in negotiations and discussion with respect 
to hydrogen research and development; that we may, 
in fact, have a united front when we deal with other 
groups who, I think, want to know that there is a 
common approach with respect to hydrogen research 
and development. 

So, M r. Speaker, with those few words, I believe that 
we can get a unanimous consent from the members 
of the opposition. Of course, that's to be seen. I think 
the test is for them to meet; it 's for them to, i n  a sense, 
throw oft their regressive mantle, open their eyes, look 
at the future, Mr. Speaker. It won't hurt them. I don't 
know if they'l l  go blind if they do that - I don't think 
so. This is an opportunity for all of us to join hands, 
to not carp about the past, but to look at the future: 
Mr. Speaker. That's why I believe that all of us should 
support this resolution. 

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question? The 
Honourable Member for River East wil l  be closing 
debate. 

MR. P. EYLER: Yes, if no one else wants to speak, Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to offer a few remarks in closing. 

I put forward this resolution in  a spirit of non-partisan 
hope that . . .  

MR. C .  MANNESS: Didn't you hear Willy's speech? 

MR. P. EYLER: Yes, I heard his speech and there was 
a lot of food for thought in it regarding what this 
government is doing, what the last government did, 
and what the government before that was doing; but 
you will notice that in  my resolution, I don't refer to 
any real p revious errors o r  sins of omission or 
commission. I simply put forward a resolution which I 
hope will help the Minister of Energy in negotiating with 
the Federal Government. One of the comments made 
by the opposition on this resolution was, why don't I 
say that the province should consider spending money 
in  this area. I think it's obvious that the province already 
is considering that sort of action, that we'd like to go 
into partnership with the Feds to get federal money as 
much as possi b le ,  or private i nvestment if that's 
possible. 

Basically, this is a non-partisan resolution and I th ink 
that the opposition has supported it with a certain 
amount of enthusiasm, if I read the response of the 
Mem ber for N iakwa correct ly ;  perhaps a bit of 
ambivalence by some of the other people who didn't 
bother to respond, or perhaps a bit of si l l iness on the 
part of the Member for Tuxedo who offered a rather 
frivolous amendment but, on the whole, I don't think 
we need to concern ourselves with what we think. It 
seems to me that basically everyone here is more or 
less behi n d  more federal i nvestment money and 
hydrogen research in  Manitoba. So I think that what 
we really have to do is concentrate not so much on 
convincing ourselves, but on convincing the doubters 
outside of this House. 
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I suppose, in particular, one of the greatest doubters 
is the Winnipeg Free Press which has the official opinion, 
as stated on May 19 ,  1 98 1 ,  under the headlines, 
" Limited use for hydrogen."  That's the official editorial 
lead. The paper proceeds to say that hydrogen "appears 
designed to serve the needs of Ontario more than the 
hydro-rich provinces of Quebec and Manitoba." It goes 
on to say further, "It is a change that would be more 
suitable to the surplus energy that can be produced 
by Ontario's nuclear power plants than it is to the energy 
produced by hydro plants in Manitoba and Quebec." 
A little bit further, the Free Press editorial continues, 
"Ontario is experiencing an industrial slowdown that 
is likely to leave that province with a surplus electrical 
generating capacity. It would make excellent sense to 
use this capacity, which has a significant nuclear base, 
to produce hydrogen, but simply because the idea is 
good for Ontario does not mean that it is necessarily 
the direction that Canada as a whole should take." 

Wel l ,  I think it's clear from what we have heard in 
this House that hydrogen produced by hydro electricity, 
not nuclear electricity, is a much more viable alternative 
because we aren't that certain about the environmental 
safety of nuclear generations; and I think the Free Press 
misses the whole point when they pin the hopes of 
hydrogen production on nuclear electricity, that it's the 

environment that is one of the major concerns we have 
to worry about these days, not simply economics or 
technology or any kind of games that power politicians 
in  Ontario may be playing with the Federal Government 

So I would hope that this resolution, once passed, 
and I would hope unanimously by the House, could be 
used by the M inister of Energy in pursuing more fruitful 
negotiations with his federal counterparts than has been 
happening in the past. So I would therefore hope and 
commend this resolution to all members of this House 
and hope that i t  has a speedy passage today. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Chair will accept a motion to 
adjourn. 

The Honourable Minister of Energy and Mines. 

HON. W. PARASIUK: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded 
by the Minister of Finance, that the House do now 
adjourn. 

M O T I O N  presented and carried and the H ouse 
adjourned and stands adjourned u n t i l  2 :00 p . m .  
tomorrow. (Wednesday) 
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