LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Friday, 27 June, 1986.

Fime — 10:00 a.m.
DPENING PRAYER by Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER, Hon. M. Phillips: Presenting
Petitions . . . Reading and Receiving Petitions . . .

PRESENTING REPORTS BY STANDING
AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Burrows.

MR. C. SANTOS: Madam Speaker, the Committee of
Supply has adopted certain resolutions, directs me to
report same, and asks leave to sit again.

Imove, seconded by the Member for Thompson, that
the Report of the Committee be received.

MOTION presented and carried.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Finance.

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

| wish to table the Supplementary Information for
Legislative Review, 1986-87 Estimates for the Manitoba
Civil Service Commission.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Highways and Transportation.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Yes, Madam Speaker, | have a
statement. I'm pleased to announce that the passenger-
carrying phase of the rail-bus demonstration project
commenced yesterday on the C.N. rail line between
Thompson, Pikwitonei, and Thicket Portage.
Passengers will be carried free of charge over the next
16 weeks.

The rail-bus project has been funded under the
Canada-Manitoba Sub-agreement on Transportation
signed in 1984. This project arose from a Manitoba
suggestion during the Canadian Transport Commission
hearings on the future of VIA Rail’s Northern Manitoba
passenger services. Initially passengers will be carried
in the WCSS Rail Bus manufactured in Winnipeg, by
Winnipeg Coach Sales and Service. Passengers will
then be carried in a BREL or a British-Leyland rail bus
which was designed and manufactured with United
Kingdom conditions in mind. The 16 week
demonstration will finish with the WCSS providing the
service for the final seven weeks.

The WCSS rail bus was developed as a pre-prototype
vehicle to test the concept and to obtain operating
information to assist in the design of an advanced
Canadian rail bus based on a Manitoba-built Motor

Coach Industries highway bus. It is naturally pleasing
to see the rail bus project reach a stage where it is
carrying passengers. These passengers can now
describe the extent to which the rail bus will meet their
needs.

Manitoba has always viewed a rail bus designed to
operate in remote areas of Canada as a vehicle which,
not only has the potential of improving transportation
services to remote communities on existing rail lines,
but also has the potential of reducing the cost of
providing these services.

I look forward to hearing from the people in these
northern communities, the reaction to the service and
their suggestions. It is our hope that if the rail bus
proves successful, that service could be continued and
will be used as a major means of transportation in
other northern remote communities. Manitoba has a
long-term commitment to the rail bus as a means of
relieving isolation in the remote areas of our country.
The province was involved in this project from its
inception and, in the Canada-Manitoba Subagreement
Project, committed itself to contribute to the
development of Canadian rail bus technology beyond
the initial prototype vehicle.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Pembina.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

Madam Speaker, it is with a great deal of pleasure
that | reply to the Minister's statement this morning
on the rail bus project. | rise with that pleasure because
it was in 1981 during the Canadian Transport
Commission hearings on VIA's northern passenger
service that | made that suggestion to the Canadian
Transport Commission . . .

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MR. D. ORCHARD: . . . to provide rail bus service as
an alternate to the rather expensive passenger service
that VIA was then providing at that time and were
attempting to discontinue.

| want to state, from the onset, Madam Speaker, that
it was not my idea of rail bus passengers service, but
the technical staff in the Department of Transport, in
the Division of Transport research in the Department
of Highways that did the original research of Dr. John
Richot. That proposal was put forward from the
standpoint, Madam Speaker, that passenger service
must be maintained for northern Manitobans to serve
that area of Northern Manitoba from The Pas to
Churchill, and in view of the rather expensive current
service, and often inadequate current service, offered
by VIA Rail, the rail bus alternative was investigated
by the department and proposed, as | said, in 1981
at the Transport hearings.

We thought at the time that the rail bus system could
provide a double opportunity (1) it could provide
renewed and expanded and better passenger service
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There are technological changes taking place in the
system in Westerm Manitoba that's going to affect
employment in Minnedosa and Boissevain. There are
alternatives to the proposal that's being put forward
and | wonder if the Minister could confirm there will
be a loss of jobs in the Minnedosa and Boissevain
office; and, if so, if he will look at the alternate
possibilities of retaining the employment in those offices.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Labour.

HON. A. MACKLING: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

| think the honourable member is referring to the
use of staff in exchange, training and the assistance
of new equipment that has been provided in an
exchange area.

| believe that he should have received a letter from
me confirming those temporary arrangements in respect
to staff being repositioned for a period of time. There’s
noloss in employment in the process. It’s a deployment
for a specific period of time to facilitate the introduction
of new equipment.

MR. D. BLAKE: |received that letter, Madam Speaker.
That's not my understanding.

| have a communication from the chief steward of
the union that outlines what changes are taking place,
and it would indicate there will be a loss of employment
in Minnedosa and the Boissevain office, and they
outlined several alternatives that would provide
additional employment, or provide full employment for
those people who will be displaced with the new
technological changes.

MADAM SPEAKER: |[s that a question?

MR. D. BLAKE: That's a question. | wonder if the
Minister would take steps to ensurethat those alternates
are looked at.

HON. A. MACKLING: | would appreciate if the
honourable member would table the letter to which he
has made reference.

In response to his concerns, | believe the matter has
been satisfactorily responded to, but | will look again
at the questions that the member raises, to see whether
or not there is any problem there.

| can speculate, Madam Speaker, that there may well
be instances where, with the introduction of new
equipment, new exchange equipment throughout the
province, there may be some reduction in staff. | don’t
think that's the case here, but that may be possible.
| will make further inquiry about it.

Manfor - percent of sales to U.S.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Morris.

MR. C. MANNESS: Thank you, Madam Speaker. |
direct my question either to the Minister of Trade and
Technology or the Minister responsible for Manfor.
Today’s headline in the Globe and Mail indicates that
Canada has lost round one in the soft lumber trade

dispute with the United States, whereas the powerful
International Trade Commission unanimously voted that
our soft wood exports to the United States are injurious
to their market.

Furthermore, there are powerful forces within the U.S.
market who are calling for a 27 percent countervail by
October.

My question to either of the Ministers, what percent
of Manfor sales are directed to the U.S. market, and
what contingency plans are in place should this
countervail come into place later this year?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Industry, Trade and Technology.

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

I'm pleased to see that the Member for Morris and
members of the Opposition now realize the seriousness
of this situation. They didn’t allow me a pair to go to
Vancouver to discuss a strategy with the Federal
Government and the other provinces with respect to
this issue just about a week ago.

Sixty-five percent of the lumber produced by Manfor
goes to the United States. That's a fairly significant
portion. We have several other companies, such as
Southeast Forest Products and others who produce
almost all of their lumber for the U.S. market. There
are some who produce very little of their lumber for
the U.S. market, but it is a very serious issue.

We were expecting this decision. It is not a decision
that is a surprise, but we are working together, the
provinces, the Federal Government, the unions and the
industry, to develop and continue our legal case. We
believe we have a strong legal case, which we are all
working on together but, at the same time, Manitoba
and others are suggesting that we look at the other
track of seeing how we can fix this problem for the
future so that it doesn’t keep coming back every few
years as protectionism gains strength gains strength
in the U.S.

MADAM SPEAKER: The time for Oral Questions has
expired.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Government
House Leader.

HON. J. COWAN: Yes, Madam Speaker, would you call
Second Reading on Bill No. 8, and follow that with the
calling of the bills listed for Debate on Second Readings
starting on Page 2 with Bill No. 3, and continuing on
Page 3 through, inclusive of Bill No. 25.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Opposition House
Leader.

MR. G. MERCIER: Madam Speaker, | wonder if | might
be allowed to ask a question of the Government House
Leader relating to government business.

| would ask him, Madam Speaker, for the record, to
advise the House when Interim Supply will have to be
passed and when he expects to call Interim Supply
next in the House?
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to remove any reference that the Chair has frustrated
the work of the House.

HON. A. MACKLING: Madam Speaker, | have not said
that Madam Speaker is frustrating the work of the
House.

lindicated that | had a concern and it’s a continuing
concern that the rules we work by and the adjudications
that are made have not the effect of frustrating the
work of the House. That’s a legitimate, ongoing concern.
That is not questioning the ability or the rulings of any
Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: | do not consider that a withdrawal
of the implication that the Speaker has been frustrating,
by her rulings, the proceedings of the House.

HON. A. MACKLING: | categorically and abjectly
withdraw, Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: Thank you. — (Interjection) —

| do hope that it was the Honourable Government
House Leader that the Honourable Minister was
referring to.

The Honourable Minister of Consumer and Corporate
Affairs may continue with his remarks, in a general way,
on Second Reading of his bill, without mentioning
specific amendments.

The Honourable Minister.

HON. A. MACKLING: Madam Speaker, the provisions
of this bill are so intricate and so finite that I'm sure
honourable members will have no difficulty in
understanding and appreciating, and therefore | will
just very briefly touch on the significance of these
provisions.

(Mr. Acting Deputy Speaker, M. Dolin, in the Chair.)

| believe that before the point of order was raised,
that | questioned, and for which | withdrew my
questioning, after a decision had been rendered by the
Speaker, that | had proceeded down to concern about
dealing with some words in the present act that have
to be changed. Now maybe that's a bit precise, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, so maybe | shouldn't refer to the term
“broker” or “agent’” because that is being a bit precise,
but that’s what part of this bill proposes to deal with.

Then there is another provision in this bill dealing
with ‘““‘authorized official’’ and if that is a bit too precise,
to deal with those precise words, then | apologize for
that too. But that is not a general principle. It deals
with a precise problem with some verbiage in the
present act and for which | have a general principal
concern.

The bill also deals with other very significant matters
of like nature, and because | don’'t want to stray into
dealing with precise words, as against very broad
principles, | won’t refer to them.

However, those words have been considered very
important to the Securities Commission because they
do involve principles, but | won't deal with them, Mr.
Deputy Speaker.

The bill also expands a reference to partnerships, in
order to accommodate the increasing number of limited
and corporate partnerships and that is a very significant
principle that | would like to draw to the attention of
members of the House and to the people in the gallery.

The bill also provides the furnishing of a new surety
bond which is considered to be a very important
principle in the operation of the Securities Commission
dealing with real estate brokers.

There are two general changes recommended by the
Manitoba Real Estate Association, recommendations
concurred in by our Securities Commission. The
principle of the first change is designed to provide
grounds for an experienced requirement which the
Commission would impose as a prerequisite to the
granting of a registration of a broker.

The other one — and | won’t go into the detail there
because that's much too specific, Mr. Deputy Speaker.
The principle behind it is to facilitate registration of
brokers, Mr. Deputy Speaker, and it deals with
qualifications in respect to those brokers; that's the
general principle.

The second change recommended by the Real Estate
Association will permit a Manitoba broker to pay a fee
to a foreign broker. Now | know that is a specific, but
it involves a principle of being able to share a
commission with a non-resident broker. That is the
principle that's involved in those recommendations.
This, by the way, will put our regulation on par with
the rest of Canada pretty well.

Another principle will be to allow credit unions in
Manitoba to have the same stance or footing as banks,
insurance companies and trust companies. That's the
principle involved in the recommendation there.

Now another provision of the bill merely substitutes
the new name of another statute; namely, The Mortgage
Dealers Act. The principle there is to clear up the
obfuscation or confusion that once existed or exists
in this Act, which we inherited from the previous
administration. — (Interjection) — That's true. There's
a long chain of inheritance here, Mr. Deputy Speaker.
— (Interjection) — Well I'm trying to make sure that
| don’t refer to any specific section, or any specific
recommendation for that matter.

Another provision of the bill deals with the principle
of providing for some exemptive power for the Securities
Commission to deal with the requirements of the Act,
and so long as the commission doesn’t consider those
exemptions to be prejudicial to public interest, the
commission could make those exemptions. | won't deal
with the exemption because that would be a bit specific.
— (Interjection) — | dealt with the principle already.
| think, Mr. Deputy Speaker, having furnished notes to
the Opposition House Leader in providing sufficient
detail so that there would be no question about all of
the specific details in this, that it's unnecessary to me
to indicate further, but | can assure the honourable
member that | won't send him specifics again. Thank
you.

MR. ACTING DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable
Member for Riel.

MR. G. DUCHARME: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker.

The specifics that are mentioned aren’t quite too
clear. | would like some information in regard — or a
clarification of the real estate-related background who
will make that judgment.

HON. A. MACKLING: Yes it's a detailed manner that
| don’t know whether | should refer to, but if the
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honourable member reads the notes, it’s obviously the
Securities Commission.

MR. G. DUCHARME: No, it does not say that in the
notes.

HON. A. MACKLING: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I'm sure
that if | provided much more detail or specifics, that
| would have been challenged in providing so much
detail.

MR. G. DUCHARME: | then further ask: was this a
recommendation of the Manitoba Real Estate Board?

HON. A. MACKLING: | think the specifics of the notes
speak for themselves, Mr. Deputy Speaker.

MR. G. DUCHARME: !'ll wait for Second Reading to
ask my questions.

HON. A. MACKLING: Right, read the notes first.
MR. G. DUCHARME: Adjourn debate.

MR. ACTING DEPUTY SPEAKER: Adjourned in the
name of the Member for Riel, seconded by the Member
for Ste. Rose.

MOTION presented and carried.

MR. ACTING DEPUTY SPEAKER: Debate on Second
Readings, on the proposed motion of the Honourable
Mr. Cowan, No. 3, The Credit Unions and Caisses
Populaires Act; Loi sur les caisses populaires et les
credit unions, standing in the name of Mr. Pankratz.

MR. H. PANKRATZ: Stand.

MR. ACTING DEPUTY SPEAKER: Stand. On the
proposed motion of the Honourable Mr. Uruski, No. 4,
The Family Farm Protection Act; Loi sur la protection
des exploitations agricoles familiales.

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Deputy Speaker, could | ask
that all of the bills stand in the names in which they
presently are? (Agreed)

MR. ACTING DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable
House Leader.

HON. J. COWAN: Mr. Deputy Speaker, | move,
seconded by the Minister of Labour, that Mr. Deputy
Speaker do now leave the Chair and the House resolve
itself into a Committee to consider of the Supply to
be granted to Her Majesty.

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 Burrows in the Chair for the
Department of Municipal Affairs; and the Honourable
Member for Kildonan in the Chair for the Department
of Community Services.

CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY
SUPPLY - COMMUNITY SERVICES
AND CORRECTIONS

MR. CHAIRMAN, M. Dolin: Committee, come to order.
Page 34, Resolution 32, 4.(b), Child and Family Support.

The Minister of Community Services.

HON. M. SMITH: | do have a copy of Directive No.
18, The Native Placement Procedures, and | did just
want to comment on the Health Sciences Centre Child
Protection Centre.

Yesterday, | reported in error that | hadn’t received
a copy of the proposal. | did, in fact, receive an executive
summary as an attachment to a c.c. on a letter to
someone else. | was correct to have been stating |
hadn’t been asked by the centre to provide comments
on the proposal. Here’s the directive.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Rhineland.

MR. A. BROWN: | just wonder, Mr. Chairman, are we
having some trouble with sound. It's very difficult; |
could hardly hear the Minister. Are the mikes not on?

MR. CHAIRMAN: |t seems to be.
The Member for Rhineland.

MR. A. BROWN: This is precisely the question that |
was going to ask. Just exactly what happens when,
let's say, a child is put up for adoption or up for a
foster home in the city and put back out on the
reservation. Under whose responsibility, then, does that
child come once it's on the reservation? Do we have
a number of these cases? | suspect that there would
be.

HON. M. SMITH: Thereare procedures for transferring
youngsters from one agency to another, and since the
reserves have agencies, there would be an agreement
between the agencies. The placement procedures
identify the steps that must be taken in placing a Native
child and, in fact, many youngsters have gone back to
the reserves. The reserve agencies operate under our
legislation although they are federally-funded.

Some of them would like to have a national Child
Welfare Act under which they would come instead of
our provincial, but until such time as that develops, if
it ever does, they do come under our legislation. They
have these tripartite agreements but they are
accountable to us. So they operate like a provincial
agency; it’s just that they get federal funding.

MR. A. BROWN: That was the one question that was
bothering me because | didn’'t know whether the Federal
Government then was picking up the tab for them or
whether it still remained a provincial responsibility. |
notice that there has been — I'll be leaving this area
very shortly. | notice that there have been substantial
increases in some of the grants . . . , especially the
one to the Ma Mawi; there has been an increase from
500,000 to 867,000.00. | wonder if the Minister can
explain why we have the huge increase.

HON. M. SMITH: Ma Mawi is a new agency. It is not
what we call a mandated agency. That means it doesn’t
do the legislated adoptions or taking children into care.
It's a front-in service agency that provides service to
families. When we regionalized in the city, you may
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of staff to carry that out. Again, we’ll be monitoring
the volume.

It's probably too soon to evaluate results. What we
do know is that jurisdictions that have been operative
in this field like Nova Scotia and Saskatchewan to a
slightly lesser extent — they don’t have quite as active
a registry as Nova Scotia — have been pleased with
the results. But again, we’ll be monitoring closely.

| guess the safeguards built in have been that the
priority will go to the adoptee who chooses to pursue
reunion, and the natural parent will have the option of
refusal.

The argument in favour has been that dealing with
the reality of the knowledge and the encounter is usually
helpful to people, but it does need some supportive
counselling to ensure that it is that. | suppose, what
we’re encountering is a very different approach to
adoption to what existed decades earlier, where it was
thought that complete secrecy and cutoff was wiser.
| think we’ve tried to build in as many safeguards and
supports as we can, so that reunions are helpful.

Ontario has just announced that they’re going to do
the same thing as we are, in other words, active for
the adoptee but not for the natural parent. That's
according to an article in the Globe and Mail. We haven’t
had any official notification from Ontario.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 4.(b)X1)—the Member for Rhineland.

MR. A. BROWN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Last year, | made the Minister aware of a case of
the Fever family. This was a case where the family had
difficulty with their son who was stealing and it got to
be such a proportion that, after talking to the Child
and Family Services, the decision was made to post
this child as a ward of the Child and Family Services.
Now the understanding that Mr. and Mrs. Fever were
under that this was going to be for a period of about
three weeks, that there was going to be extensive
counselling and that, hopefully, after three weeks period
of time, this child would be returned back to them.

The last time | talked to Mrs. Fever, the child had
been under the care for seven months, had received
about 15 minutes of counselling, not by a professional.
He had been shunted from one foster home to the next
foster home. The family was very distraught. They had
been trying to get the boy back into the family circle
again, but Child and Family Services refused to put
him back with the family because they said that his
counselling had not yet been completed.

| wonder, can the Minister tell me if this case has
been resolved. Is this boy back with the family? Or
what has happened with this particular case?

HON. M. SMITH: It would be my preference not to
deal withindividual cases in this setting. However, since
the member has raised it, | just want to say that we
did follow up on that. Our knowledge is that the
counselling was not done by a non-professional, that
the youngster was in a group home, not in a series of
foster placements. | can only guess at what the reason
would be for non-return of the youngster. I'd just like
to say that these cases are not simple and the end
result cannot always be forecast at the beginning.
Counselling youngsters who are upset or have been
having a difficult time in their family, it's not like being

treated for a cut or a bruise where there’s treatment
and then the person is fixed up and returned. You're
often dealing with deep-seated developmental issues,
relationship issues and so on. So again, I'd be happy
to ask for an update from my department on that case
and talk to the member privately, but I'd prefer not to
deal with individual cases in the public forum to the
greatest extent possible.

MR. A. BROWN: That will be fine. I'll be waiting to
hear about this particular case.

My next question would be is how many group homes
do we have that are operated, first of all, in the City
of Winnipeg by Child and Family Services, and next,
in Manitoba?

MR. CHAIRMAN: [f | remember correctly, | believe that
was distributed, was it not? The member has that in
printed form.

MR. A. BROWN: Okay, then | missed out on that one.
We used to have a fairly adequate way of treating
problem children. There was a reform school in Portage
la Prairie for boys and for girls. Later on it was called
the home for girls and the home for boys.

And the Minister of Education is laughing. | don't
think he’s going to laugh by the time I’'m going to be
through with what is happening now.

| wonder if the Minister could tell me what is
happening at the Agassiz Centre, and how many boys
do we have at that one, and do we have any facility
for the girls. 'm not quite sure about that.

HON. M. SMITH: The question the member is asking
is more appropriately dealt with under Corrections. I'd
just like to draw a distinction between child welfare or
child and family service group homes where youngsters
are taken in because of emotional or social or abuse-
neglect types of problems and the correctional system
where youngsters are, in a sense, being dealt with
because they’'ve broken the law. There are often
overlapping problems but the basic reason for them
coming into contact with program people is different,
so that is better dealt with under Corrections.

MR. A. BROWN: | suppose you could deal with it under
Corrections, but yet some of these children have not
been sentenced. Some of them run away from home,
get in with the wrong gang, and it’s those types of
people that I'm referring to. I'm talking really about the
Tough Love group. | don’t know if the Minister is aware
of this group and the problems that this group have.

Would their problems come under Corrections or
would we discuss them here? Because they are not
really criminals, these children; they have not been
sentenced.

HON. M. SMITH: Again, if | can draw the distinction,
we don’t have young people in Agassiz which is a
custody in the correctional area. Youngsters there have
broken the law in some way.

If we can get back onto the child welfare side, | agree
that there’s often great overlap. The Young Offenders
Act that governs young people who have broken the
law has introduced the philosophy of more responsibility
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by 12- to 18-year-olds for actions they’ve committed;
at the same time, a recognition of their immaturity and
their need for supportive settings.

Back over to child welfare, | don’t know the particular
problems. I've heard the title “Tough Love” and I've
heard some indications of their philosophy, but I'm not
aware of problems they may be having of an
organizational or funding or philosophical nature.

MR. A. BROWN: | attended one of their meetings
because they requested me to come and find out what
the problems were, the problems that they were
encountering. | was absolutely amazed at the lack of
attention or the lack of direction which we seem to be
giving to these families that do encounter difficulties
with their children.

If | may, Mr. Chairman, | would just like to read a
letter that | received from one of those parents, which
is going to illustrate some of the difficulties that some
of these people run into. Incidentally, Mr. Al Mackling
received a copy of this letter and Mr. George Minaker
received a copy of this letter because one of them is
their member of Parliament and the other one was their
member of the Legislature.

“Dear Mr. Brown” — and when | attended their
meetingthere were so many problems, | said, well, why
don’t you put some of them down in writing and send
them to me. So | did get a lot of responses. I’'m just
picking out one letter.

““As per your request at our Tough Love Meeting,
we are writing to you concerning the Social Services.
We are definitely not very pleased with the present
system. It is not geared to assist our young teenagers
to accept their responsibility as teenagers and allows
them far too much freedom. Also, the consequences
when they break the rules are not stiff enough to warrant
a change in behaviour.

“Our daughter has been in a receiving home now
for two months as of May 2, 1986. She was a runaway
and we could not control her at home. She got herself
involved with a ‘bad crowd’ and one thing led to another
and finally she ran away. The location as to her
whereabouts was a front for stolen goods and drugs,
among other things. The fellow in charge of this dwelling
would harbour any runaway. We would not allow our
daughter to stay outside the home in an environment
such as this; therefore we had no other choice but to
put her in care of the Family Services.

“There are several points of interest and concerns
we have as parents to the system:

*‘Our daughter was in care for 10 daysbeforea worker
was sent to see her. She could have given our daughter
a call on the phone to introduce herself.

““The workers are only available from 8:30 to 4:30
Monday through Friday; weekends is left to the receiving
homes and the staff.

“Our daughter ran each weekend for the first six
weeks.” — ran away, | suppose, each weekend for the
first six weeks — ‘‘The consequences were just
grounding for 24 hours, usually on a Sunday. What'’s
to do on a Sunday?

“‘Each time our daughter ran, as it didn’t appear that
much was done in finding her, they just let her wander
in whenever she felt to do so. The last three times |
followed up her whereabouts just by using the phone.

They tell you they don’t have the staff to look for these
girls. All they need is a finger and a phone and a who-
called-me book plus your regular telephone book.
What'’s so difficult about this?

‘A note of interest, all teenagers run on the weekends
when the workers are not available.

““Parents either place the child in temporary
guardianship or go to court and sign over guardianship
to the Family Services. | think the Family Services, and
most of all the workers, should read up on what
‘guardianship’ really means.

“There are too many agencies involved instead of
one main body, like an octopus, and the teenagers are
suffering from it. Most of them get worse before getting
better and they must mentally suffer. Some of the
children are placed in homes in the North End and if
they weren’t street-wise, learn within the first two weeks.
| realize the system can’t be perfect for all, but surely
it could be a lot better.

“‘Basically, where we stand as the parents’ point of
view, the teenagers’ best interest is not a priority. The
resources to help counselling, either by a worker or
professional help, is very limited. We are to be
counselled by a psychiatrist as a family unit, while our
daughter’s main problem is what happened to her after
she left home and kept close contact with a group of
undesirable young friends, and where they hung out
was a front for stolen goods, drugs, and more than
likely prostitution.

“The fellow in charge of this house, | am finding out
from other sources, has been around for quite some
time, conning our young teenagers into an early life of
crime. Our daughter, we believe, has gotten herself into
a lot deeper than what she cares to admit, and she is
a very sensitive girl, and no way is she going to open
up to a psychiatrist with us there.

“‘She should have counselling with him on a one-to-
one basis for now, and the three of us later, but
apparently the psychiatrist does not operate that way
and he has his own private practice and works with
all the Family Services, the six units around greater
Winnipeg, and does some out of town.

“Now, our teenager’s best interests are not being
taken care of. One professional for how many
teenagers? Not only that, we are supposed to take time
off work for this, plus be counselled by the worker,
who has agreed to early evening appointments, at five-
thirty.

“Then the receiving homes and group homes have
regular house meetings during the day and we are
expected to attend. But we also have three other
children whom we need a babysitter for if we do
anything after the supper hour. We are willing to attend
as many meetings as possible, but we have to have
some time for the others, and mostly ourselves, we are
getting worn out.

‘| feel very strongly that Family Services should have
to attend Tough Love meetings and see just what we
parents are aiming for. They should work with us, not
against us. And the Minister of Community Services,
there is no reason why she has to be so ignorant on
the status of the Family Services and other agencies
involved.

‘“At this particular point, | will state that after
complaining and being extremely demanding and
somewhat of a nag, the worker has taken a better
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attitude with us. We don’'t always agree, but that's
expected.

“One thing that was extremely hard to take was when
the worker was demanding over the money issue, and
another, that quite a lot of people don’t realize, we did
notuse a group home as a threat over our daughter’s
head, like some parents have, and just because our
daughter is in this situation does not mean that we
have given up on her. We still love her very much and
her well-being is still our main concern.

“Thank you for taking time out of your busy schedule

. . “‘and so on.

I'll present a copy for the Minister.

When | attended that meeting, there were many
parents. There must have been about 20 parents, and
the story was pretty well the same, that there was
absolutely nothing done to try to get the children into
the mainstream of things where, again, they would be
behaving like normal children ought to, that they could
come and go out of these groups homes as they
pleased. They did not have to attend school. They
received spending money. They received their clothing;
they received their allowances. They run around, and
absolutely nothing is done in order to try to get them
back as quickly as possible in with their families.

This is very disturbing. This, | would like to say, is
one of the reasons why you have such tremendous
caseloads coming up in the Children’s Aid Society,
because so very little seems to be resolved, especially
when these cases take up to months, and years
probably, before a case is resolved, whereas these
should be given special priority to try and reunite these
children with their families as quickly as possible.

| would appreciate very much, Mr. Chairman, if the
Minister would make a special effort to look into the
concerns of these parents and, hopefully, come up with
some sort of program where we can give more attention
to the problems that these families have.

HON. M. SMITH: The entire budget in this part of the
department is devoted to resolving just those problems,
but the problems aren’t easy. When parents haveraised
the youngster and | know, I've raised four, and | had
my ups and my downs. I’'m sure the member has raised
youngsters and knows that even in homes where
everything is going for them, the development of
youngsters and living through teen years in our society
today is not an easy issue.

| can speak with some heed, having been a counsellor
who gotinvolved a lot, working with parents and larger
groups of teenagers at the school where | worked. We
started out, after we got to know one another, trying
to break down the notion that it was only an individual
kid who tended to not be normal and behaving the
way people thought they should.

We acknowledged that almost all teenagers and their
parents have to go through the conflict areas of
homework, friends, drugs, sex, alcohol, spending
money, decision-making, freedom, and hours and so
on. Those are common problems that every family and
every developing teenager has to resolve.

Now, it’s true that it doesn’t work in some families
and the families, for whatever reason, either by choice
or because they can’t contain their teenager, are faced
with their youngster being under the care, for a period

of time, of an agency. For some youngsters, a good,
skillful counselling session with the parents does provide
a quick resolution and many youngsters are, in fact,
returned quickly. For other youngsters, it is a much
longer process.

| submit that the description that the member has
given about a particular youngster and a particular set
of parents’ views of the system is their view, but if we
sat down and dialogued back and forth on the particular
issues, we could probably resolve most of them and
we might come down to some very basic issues such
as: Did the child want to go back home? If not, what
was the reason? If the child was returned, was there
any way to keep that child there?

In other words, in the final analysis, a youngster is
a growing being who is going to make decisions and
choices, some of them wise, some of them not so. Our
goal as parents, and as agencies, is to help those
youngsters gradually make wiser, more constructive
choices.

| submit that all the groupings of services that we
have are devoted to that end. There are some
differences of opinion about how to raise children and
how to get through adolescence. There are very tight
discipline approaches, discipline interpreted in different
ways, and there’s the school of thought that says just
love them and let them work their way through it the
way a lot of other folk have.

| think most agency professionals will take a middle
line. They will say, yes, there has to be some toughness
and parameters, some consequences for action; there
has to be love and caring and support. But you don’t
change a child’s pattern quickly. In some cases, it’s
not that there’'s something wrong with the youngster,
it’s the very society they live in that presents the great
many difficulties for an adolescent.

| don't feel defensive about the system. | think it’s
doing a very good job with a very difficult set of
circumstances. There is a lot of heart-searching. The
move to a very heavy reliance on group homes a few
years ago has now shifted to much more foster care
home because it was felt that the more intimate
relationship possible in a foster home setting seemed
to produce better results. Again, any constructive
criticism of the system, | think, is appropriate but | think
a wholesale condemnation and an expectation of
miraculous, quick results is just going to lead to
frustration because the nature of the territory just does
not permit that type of result.

MR. A.BROWN: | realize that these cases are not easy
to deal with. If they would be easy to deal with, they
wouldn’t be there in the first place. It's only after a
family has given up and can’'t cope with the situation
anymore that these situations do occur. But to me it
seems as if there must be a better way of handling
situations such as this then.

Just putting these children into a group home and
then giving them some counselling, let's say, but not
being able to really look after them, it seems to me
that somewhere along the line you have to teach these
children what is expected of them as far as citizens
are concerned, and sometimes that can be done much
better in an outside setting. For instance, getting up
at a certain time in the morning and having breakfast
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at a certain time in the morning rather than letting them
come and go as they please — these sort of things
you know — just the ordinary discipline type of things
which most families do have at home and which possibly
could be if they are problem areas, could be enforced
in a better way than what we are doing at the present
time.

It really is a great concern of mine and | hope that
the Minister is going to pay just a little bit more attention
to this particular area because it is a great concern of
mine because we seem to be getting more caseloads
all the time. | hope the Minister would probably resolve
these situations as quickly as possible.

HON. M. SMITH: | think the member would be very
surprised if he went to a group home and spent a week
there or 24 hours or 5 hours and saw the programming
and the type of guidelines that are in place. The range
of disturbance of youngsters that shows up there is
quite extreme, but usually the type of behaviour he's
describingis dealt with. | just don’t recognize from any
direct knowledge | have with groups, the type of
situation that he’s describing. | think there may be a
distraught parent here that is entitled to some dialogue.
But as | say, | think we're all committed to building an
effective system and I'll certainly take his opinion and
concerns into account.

I'd just like to answer an earlier question under the
new act how many active searches have there been
under the Adoptive Registry. We've had 36 requests
from adult adoptees for an active search since April
1.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Pembina.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Mr. Chairman, | wonder if this is
the appropriate area to discuss the reporting system
for suspected cases of child abuse. Is this the area we
can discuss the reporting system?

MR. CHAIRMAN: It's been done at some great length
as a matter of fact. This is the area if you wish to bring
up some new questions, I’'m sure the Minister will
entertain them.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you.

Well, Mr. Chairman, | just want to explain my
understanding of the system within the system of
reporting as it applies to, for instance, the school system
and if my understanding is incorrect, the Minister can
clarify it for me.

It's my understanding that if a case of suspected
child abuse is reported to a teacher or to a member
of school board, etc., that the act provides that it must
be investigated, that the moment they become aware
of it they must initiate investigative procedures, and a
report is then made by the investigating officers of the
department. Is that process basically correct?

HON. M. SMITH: [I've handed out once again the
guidelines on identifying and reporting. The process is
substantially correct. Someone from our department
would go first for a medical examination if that seemed
to be appropriate and then involve the police and they
themselves would carry out an investigation.

MR. D. ORCHARD: ! had a specific circumstance that
came to my attention a short while back, where
allegations were made of suspected child abuse, and
when the investigation was undertaken there was no
substance to the allegations and | think that's not all
that uncommon a circumstance.

The difficulty, Mr. Chairman, | think the Minister’s
system has is that following that investigation there are
two areas. First of all, there was a great deal of difficulty
for the parents and, indeed, the accused child of finding
out what actually was reported on the case, that
information — and | tried personally to track it down
on behalf of the family and the child who was accused
— is very difficult to come by and | can understand,
in that instance, where you have to have some checks
and balances; but what was even more disturbing to
me was that the child’s name remained and the case
remained on the Registry and on the records even
though there was no substance to the allegations.

| think, and probably this has been subject to
discussion time and time again. But | think that is a
major potential flaw of the Minister’s reporting system,
because the individual’s name, No. 1, they don’t know
what is said about their particular case and the
allegation that's made against them; and No. 2, that’s
kept on file. It would almost be perceived by an outside
layman that you have a presumption of permanent guilt
by having that child’s name not being able to be
expunged from the record.

| don’t think that that is a fair way to proceed. Has
the Minister considered making changes so that
allegations, when not proven true, do not have the
child’s name permanently recorded in any manner?

HON. M. SMITH: | have described several times over
the processes involved and the names that get on the
registry and what some of the problems are in these
cases. Because no one is generally present when abuse
occurs, there’s no absolute way of determining guilt
or innocence. We have also had problems with the
court system which to date — and possibly it will change
if the Crosbie Bill goes through — but uncorroborated
evidence of the child was not admissible. If that changes,
then there will be another tool in the hands of the
investigators.

When there are allegations, they end up sorted out
into three layers. The bottom layer is where there seems
to be absolutely no evidence or suspicion of wrong-
doing. The middle group are those where there is not
sufficient evidence but still a strong feeling of suspicion
or concern for the well-being of the children. Some of
those do get on to the registry. The final layer is where
the abuse has been proven according to judicial rules.

Now, we've had a group working on this for 18
months. We were looking at a system which would allow
names to be deleted on some agreed basis. The
problem that has arisen — and again, I've read this
into the record before — is a legal problem. All child
abuse allegations are protection cases under Part 3
of the act. The files maintained under this section are
exempted from Freedom of Information sections
because their filesmaintain to enforce thelaw, as much
your driving record remains on the books in the
province. If clients were allowed to challenge their
names being recorded on a Central Registry, that's
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currently available only to the police and Child and
Family Services agencies, all protection records would
be vulnerable to legal challenge.

What we've done to try to protect the rights of
individuals is we've taken steps to assure clients they're
notified of a registration. All parents who are
investigated are to be informed that they're registered
on the registry. One of the problems occurring — this
is our study and our tentative recommendations — in
anticipation of this requirement, agencies and their
lawyers have been more reluctant to register cases
when there was not provable allegation or remaining
serious suspicion. Information on protection cases is
still accessible between agencies.

Again, the difficulties are there. We're trying to
balance the rights of the individual and the rights of
the child. | suppose the short answer would be, if there
is no real abuse and a person’s name is wrongly on
the list, there would not likely ever be any subsequent
case. So it wouldn't be a problem, but | appreciate
that people are sensitive to where their names are listed
and why.

Again, any suggestions from the member as to how
he would see the appropriate balance being achieved
would be welcome.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Well, Mr. Chairman, before we
adjourn, the Layer One allegations, do those names
appear anywhere in the permanent records of the
department?

HON. M. SMITH: The agency will keep a record of
their work but they don’t report those cases centrally.
That accounts for some of the difference in numbers
that were being discussed earlier this year.

MR. D. ORCHARD: | guess that begs the simple
question that if the Layer One there are no suspicions
and no proof of any wrong-doing, why are the agency
files even maintained? Why wouldn’t that file simply
be closed?

HON. M. SMITH: The practice is to close those files,
but they are not destroyed.

MR. D. ORCHARD: | suppose we maybe would have
to discuss this later, and if there was a page or two
in the Estimates that | could read over the weekend,
that might shorten up my questioning. Because you
may well have answered these questions and | apologize
for not being here if you did.

But that still begs the question of why you would
even want to maintain closed files. It leaves those
children whq are involved and their parents involved
with a great deal of concern that government has
information on them that is incorrect. Why would you
even want to keep information that had no substance?
It doesn’t appear to anybody who logically looks at it
that the Layer One, as the Minister describes them,
should have any files maintained, closed or open.

HON. M. SMITH: In this phase of the development of
protection for children against child abuse, we believe
that retaining these files has a utility because our
experience with abuse is, often on the first go-around,

there is not any substantiation. | guess if the individual
feels they are falsely accused and they’re not doing
anything wrong, they have very little to fear.

As | say, over time, there may be precise schedules
developed that would call for destruction of files; but
at this stage of the development, we think it's better
to lean over on the side of trying to protect the child.
There would be no liability to any family if there weren’t
repeat problems.

| think anyone who works in Child and Family areas
realize that there is often a lot of accusation and blaming
in a stressed family situation so | don’t think the
judgment is that because there’s an allegation, you
know, where there’s smoke, there must be fire. There’s
often equal concern for what would lead a youngster
to make an allegation so that | think the fear people
have that somehow their privacy has been invaded and
that they're going to be subject to dreadful
recriminations in future is overstated. But we're sensitive
to it and we've been trying to find what the best
resolution to the problem would be.

MR. D. ORCHARD: One final question. Can a person
who is in that Layer One peruse his file which is closed
but yet maintained?

HON. M. SMITH: The line that we have to observe,
at least at the current stage of practices, is that files
that are maintained to enforce the law are not open,
not subject to perusal.

MR. CHAIRMAN: | see the member has a number of
more questions. Perhaps we could continue this line
of questioning when we sit again.

Committee rise.

SUPPLY — MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS

MR. CHAIRMAN, C. Santos: Committee, please come
to order.

This section of the Committee of Supply has been
dealing with Estimates of the Department of Municipal
Affairs. We are currently on Item No. 3.(e) and (f)
Centennial Grants, Police Services Grant — the
Member for Arthur.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, if | remember, the
Minister’s statement on the centennial grants was the
fact that there aren’t too many municipalities that are
this year celebrating their centennial year. Was that the
reason for the reduction and the costs of such are
reflecting that fact?

As well — that’s okay, I'll let the Minister answer.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister of Municipal Affairs.

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: Yes, Mr. Chairman, that is
the reason why there has been a reduction. As |
indicated yesterday, the only ones that I'm aware of
at the present time that may be eligible for grants are
Binscarth — | believe their celebration is being held
on July 11 — the R.M. of Gimli, which has applied for
a grant but they will not be holding their celebrations
until starting January 1 and; Odanah. | believe there’s
one other one up in the Dauphin area somewhere too.
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It's a matter of three or four that will be eligible for
grants for this year.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Just for the information of the
committee what does the department do on municipal
100’s? What is the program or what is the money spent
for? Is it a per capita grant for some special project
or what are the guidelines dealing with this program?

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: Yes, the grants that are
provided to the municipal bodies, they can do with
them whatever they wish at a level of $2 per capita
and, in addition, the department provides a plaque to
that municipality.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, on the Police Services
Grant Program, maybe the Minister could give us a bit
of an outline as to the involvement of the department
and the formulas that are used dealing with supports
to municipalities and the police services. | know that
there have been throughout Manitoba concerns by
some of these smaller towns and villages that have
police services or that pay for police services throughout
those communities, but they do not get the support or
have not received the support of some of the
jurisdictions immediately around those communities.
Would the Minister just give us a general outline of
what the policy and program is that we're dealing with
here, dealing with the Police Services Grant and the
eligibility and how it works.

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: Yes, perhaps rather than
going through a long-winded explanation, there is quite
a bit of material provided on Page 28 of the
supplementary information. As the member knows for
the past two years, the R.M.’s have been contributing
at the rate of one-half mill on their equalized
assessment. The assistance being provided to the
various towns, villages, municipalities and so on is listed
on Pages 29 and Page 30.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Is the new proposal, and the note
here on Page 28, the assistance to the municipalities,
is that working to the satisfaction of the municipal
bodies? Are they happy with the program that's now
in place? I'd just like the Minister’s comments? Is it a
general approval or are there still some difficulties in
this area?

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: I've not received any great
number of complaints from the R.M.’s. | don’t think |
could even indicate one at the present time, but |
understand there are some that are not overly happy
with having to make that half-mill contribution. | would
say that generally the R.M.’s have found this
arrangement to be acceptable. One must keep in mind
that this levy was arrived at after consultation with the
municipal bodies. | have received a small number of
letters from some of the larger communities asking that
the R.M.’s be required to contribute to a greater degree,
but I've indicated that this could well be reviewed but
not until such time as we've dealt with our whole
assessment reform issue.

MR. J. DOWNEY: So there still is a concern out there
from some of the smaller communities that some of

the surrounding municipalities are not paying what is
considered to be enough towards this program. There
are still some of those concerns.

Well, I'm not clear as to the government’s
participation when there was a half-a-mill assessed on
the municipal bodies and the municipal lands. 'm not
clear as to where the provincial participation has come
in. Was it an agreement to share with them on that
basis? They've gone from 187 to 662,000.00. I'm not
clear as to the Provincial Government’s participation
in that program. I'd like an explanation as to how we've
got involved by that much more money.

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: My understanding is that
at the time the agreement was reached to have the
R.M.’s participate in assisting with the costs of policing,
that the province, through the Department of Municipal
Affairswas providing about $190,000.00. Now, with the
half-mill levy, the municipalities are now contributing
somewhere in the neighbourhood of $400,000, and if
one looks at the figure, the Police Service Grant of
662,200, that would mean that the province is, in fact,
contributing about 250-260,000 over and above what
that half-mill raises towards helping towns, villages,
whatever with the policing costs where that, | gather,
exceeds 16.1 mills.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Well, | appreciate what the Minister
is saying, that there is a half-a-mill levied on the
municipalities, but the question is, is there an agreement
that said the province would contribute these additional
monies. We've gone from $187,000 in last year’s
Estimates, an actual to this year of 662,000.00. Maybe
I’'m misunderstanding what’s before me. Last year, you
asked for, the department asked $187,000 in this same
appropriation. Now, we’ve gone to $662,200.00. Yes,
the municipalities have had a half-mill assessed on them
but why has this gone up from 187,000 to 662? By an
agreement when the municipalities agreed to incur a
half a mill, did the province say that they would add
this additional money and what is the agreement? How
do they determine, how do you determine which
municipalities, and by what formula did you determine
how much money each municipality gets? How do they
qualify? What is the program? That’s what | would like
to know. It's fine to say that there’s certainly municipal
participation, but 'm not clear as to the government’s
participation, whether it's by agreement, how
municipalities get involved and why it has gone up to
the 662,000. | want to be clear on the program. That's
what | want the Minister to explain.

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: I'm advised that the figure
of $187,000 last year shown in the Estimates did not
reflect the 400,000 that was collected from the municipal
bodies. This year the 400,000 does show up in the
revenues and, accordingly, since it's being paid out to
the municipalities, it would show up in the expenditures.

The agreement is that the province will pick up the
municipal police costs up to a maximum of $100,000.00.
That portion, that exceeds the average police costs.
In 1984, as is indicated on Page 28, the average mill
ratewas 16.1 mills. My understanding is that this year
it may be 16.3 or 16.4 mills. The province will assist
those villages, towns, R.M.’s who incur policing costs
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as well, the inequity, and he says we have to wait until
the Weir Report.

Why then, Mr. Minister, could you just arbitrarily put
something of this nature into place? Why did you not
also wait until you had it, and then reassess the whole
province, and looked at the whole taxation structure,
without adding insult to injury by applying this additional
half, to already which was indicated by actually
everybody in this House almost, as an inequity in our
assessment?

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: | think it's important to note
that rather than increasing that inequity, what we're
doing through this process is helping to decrease it.
| think everybody recognizes that when you have a
police force in a town or village, that it services the
whole area, including the R.M. The R.M.’s had not been
contributing until the last two years.

What happened is that the urban communities were
putting more and more pressure on the R.M.’s to share
in the financing costs of police services and by
agreement they devised a way of dealing with the
situation — it's not perfect — but certainly what has
developed has been through an agreement between
the two municipal bodies, and the province has agreed
to implement that. It's decreasing an existing inequity.

It can be improved, but as I've indicated we're
prepared to take a look at that again but the assessment
reform is the bigger issue at this time and that’s the
one we have to deal with.

MR. H. PANKRATZ: | think maybe, Mr. Minister, you
didn’t quite get my question. I'm not in any way trying
to make any comments negative towards the policing
costs formula that you have in place today, as such,
to help the communities that are benefiting from it.

| think there’s some communities that, naturally, they
have different problems, so obviously their policing
costs will be higher and if the province, in some way,
tries to equalize some of those inequities, I'm by no
means trying to make a negative note towards that.

But what I'm referring to is that the .5 mill. I'll rephrase
my question to you. The .5 mill is in all the assessments
in the rural municipalities. Is this .5 mill applied to the
total assessment?

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: Yes, my understanding is
that the .5 mill is applied on total assessment.

MR. H. PANKRATZ: Mr. Minister, I'm sure you're aware
that over 50 percent of the assessment is exempt.

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: I'm advised that the same
assessment base is used for the .5 mill for policing
costs, that is used for municipal property taxes and
for education taxes.

MR. H. PANKRATZ: That is right, Mr. Minister, exactly.
Maybe when | mentioned over 50 percent, | might not
be quite correct as province-wide or anything of that
nature, but in certain areas.

But are you then not adding to the inequity of our
assessment problem that we have by applying this .5
mill to a certain portion of the assessment? | think, Mr.
Minister, what I'm trying to get at, and I'll be very blunt

about it, your colleague the Minister of Agriculture, for
instance, his turkey barns, would they be paying this
.5 mill for policing?

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: | suppose whether it's a
turkey barn or whether it's a dairy barn, if the building
qualifies for the farm building exemption, then the .5
mill would not be levied against that property.

MR. H. PANKRATZ: That is what I'm referring to. Here
we have a Weir Report which came into place in 1981
and this government, which you've been a part of, has
not seen fit to deal with any of the concerns; and just
arbitrarily a year-and-a-half ago, you implement an
additional .5 percent, to make matters worse and that’s
basically what | wanted to be on record stating that.
| realize that the exempt properties are not, and would
you not, as Minister of Municipal Affairs, believe that
it should be?

By no means do | want to convey that 'm against
the .5 percent, or the .5 mill, pardon me. | would maybe
even sooner want to speak in favour of that, it should
be increased in order to get this equalized policing.

What I'm trying to bring to your attention is the
inequity in our assessment and how it’s applied and
that you, with implementing this program, have just
multiplied the problem.

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: | appreciate the remarks
from the Member for La Verendrye. | guess we are all
aware of the history of the Weir Report and the time
it has taken to implement the recommendations.

| don’t know if the member is suggesting that we
should piecemeal implementation before we have all
sorts of information, and so on. This matter will be
reviewed in due course. | have indicated this to a
number of municipalities. Once we get this tax
assessment reform completely in hand, then we are
prepared to take a look at this at time time.

But | think it's very important to remember though
that this imposition of a half mill levy was as a result
of an agreement between the rural and the urban
municipal bodies. It came from them, and not something
imposed by Cabinet or by government.

MR. H. PANKRATZ: Actually, | was going to be through
but, when you called it piecemeal, would you not actually
state that this is piecemeal? You do not believe that
this is piecemeal?

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK: In that case, I'll retract the
word ‘‘piecemeal.”

MR. H. PANKRATZ: Mr. Minister, would it not be
possible to apply it over the total then, something of
that nature, so that you did not apply the taxation, and
| realize the inequities are way greater than just what
amount of money we're talking about just only in the
policing? But | feel you're just compounding the problem
with it and, if you would in some way equalize it over
the total assessment if anything, because let's look at
it at as a quarter of land. Nobody will ever steal it from
me or from anybody else. A couple of years ago, |
would have loved to move it, but | had no way of moving
it. So, Mr. Minister, and here the police costs are on
it.
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