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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Monday, August 15, 1988. 

The House met at 8 p.m. 

BUDGET DEBATE 

Mr. S peaker: O n  the  p ro posed mot ion  of t h e  
Honourable Minister o f  Finance (Mr. Manness), standing 
in  the name of the Honourable Member for The Pas 
(Mr. Harapiak), the Honourable Member for The Pas. 

Mr. Harry Harapiak (The Pas): M r. Speaker, this being 
the f irst opportunity I have had to speak in this Session, 
I want to  beg i n  by congrat u l at i n g  you on  your  
appo intment  as S peaker. I a lso wou ld  l i k e  to  
congratulate the  Deputy Speaker (Mr. Minenko) on his 
appointment. I am sure that your patience wil l be 
challenged on many occasions, but I wish you the best 
of luck in carrying out your responsibi l ities as leaders 
in this House. 

I would like to thank my constituents for once again 
g iving me the opportunity to represent them in this 
House. lt was an election that was very d ifficult in many 
areas, but I think that the people of the North once 
again returned the NDP. I think the people of the North 
were not subjected to the type of media blitz that the 
citizens of the City of Winnipeg were. So I think that 
we had a much more objective election in northern 
Manitoba, and I think the people in  the North recogn ize 
that. We, as an NDP Government, have always been 
supportive of them, and they in turn supported us when 
it came to the polls. 

I would like to speak very briefly on the emergency 
debate that took place in this House last week, dealing 
with the Port of Churchill. I have a special interest in  
the Port of Churchil l ,  because I worked there previously 
to coming to the House. I worked as an engine man 
on the railways so I know that line well ,  and I know 
how important the whole grain movement is to the 
economy of northern Manitoba. 

I guess there are many schools of thought on the 
i mportance of the movement of grain through the Port 
of Churchi l l. I know there are several organizations that 
say it is more expensive, but yet there are organizations 
that have come forward and shown where it is much 
cheaper to move the grain through the Port of Churchil l. 

An Honourable Member: Our studies. 

Mr. Harapiak: The studies that the Hudson Bay Route 
Association has carried out have shown very clearly 
that there is an advantage for people, for farming 
communities within that Churchil l  catchment, that there 
is a great advantage to them. Therefore, I think it is 
i mportant to Canada to have an alternative port 
available when there is a time of need. Although we 
are going through a recession, going through a real 
drought period so that grain is not that plentiful this 
year, there wil l  be times in the future when that port 
alternative will be needed. 
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I know that there are people who say that the roadbed 
is not capable of handling the heavy boxcars or the 
railroad cars. I have worked on the line when they 
experimented with the hopper cars and moved the 
hopper cars across the l ine. There was difficu lty at that 
time because of the osci l lating effect of the hopper 
cars, which was causing derailments. lt was not the 
matter of the railbed not being firm enough to carry 
the loads. The units are of much heavier weight than 
the grain cars are, so I know that if there was a will 
to build a lower-gravity car, the Port of Churchi l l  could 
be used to a much greater degree than it is even at 
the best of times, and that the lower-gravity cars could 
be used on all the other l ines. lt would not necessarily 
be cars that are assigned for Churchil l and I think there 
would be much more efficient use of the equipment. 
Therefore, I hope that the Members would,  in whatever 
role they can carry out, push the federal Government 
to make some intrusion on the part of Man itoba to try 
and move as much grain as possible at this t ime. 

I would also like to talk a bit on Manfor. Manfor was 
originally the CFI -which Members of the Government 
who are Ministers at this time were in Government 
when CFI was first created. I guess CFI has answered 
the call that it was created for in the first place. lt has 
created jobs in northern Manitoba and util ized the 
natural resources that were available and were not being 
uti l ized. lt was unfortunate that during the construction 
period there was a lot of money that left the country. 
lt  was not uti l ized for the purposes it was intended for, 
therefore it put Manfor in a position where it was 
operating on a deficit so it was d ifficult to come around 
and carry that debt load and sti l l  make a profit. 

In the last couple of years, it has become a very 
efficient operation and I think that with the sales that 
we were negot iat i n g  pr ior  to our  defeat as a 
Government, I think that there was a negotiation stand 
we had taken to guarantee the number of jobs in the 
place and the continuation of the carrying out of forest 
renewal that we had brought forward as a Government 
and also the guarantee of capital investment which is 
necessary to uti l ize the hardwoods that are so plentiful 
in  that part of the country. 

As it stands right now, only the softwoods are util ized 
and the hard woodsare destroyed in the harvesting 
operations so it is not as efficient as it could be if the 
hardwoods were ut i l ized as well. I hope that the 
Government, in their negotiations, will carry on the same 
tactics as we were using and drive a hard bargain ,  
because I think that is a mi l l  that can be efficient and 
it can provide a lot more employment to the area than 
it is right now. 

I was extremely d isappointed to see that the M inister 
of F inance ( M r. M a nness) h ad fo l lowed the  
recommendations of  his outside consultants to devalue 
the mill to $ 1 .00. I do not think it does very much for 
your attempts to sel l the mill when you devalue it to 
$ 1 .00. I th ink it is unfortunate that they would have to 
have carried out. 
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Earlier in the debate, earlier this afternoon, the 
Member for Fort Garry (Mr. Laurie Evans) had raised 
the issue of agriculture. I guess my constituency, as 
many people do not recognize, has quite a large 
agricultural base. I think, in this time of extreme heat 
and drought, that Is one of the areas of the province 
that is producing crops the way many people knew 
that the North could produce crops. I was pleased earlier 
In the afternoon to hear the Member for Fort Garry's 
comments on some of the agricultural issues that are 
facing us. 

I have had a previous opportunity to deal with the 
Member for Fort Garry when I was going to Kenya as 
a representative of our Government. I was going to 
Kenya, so I called him to get some information on the 
programs that were being carried out in  Kenya. I guess 
the Member for Fort Garry has worked very closely 
with a brother of mine who is involved in the agricultural 
field who is an agronomist, and therefore, when I called 
h im, he was familiar with my brother John so he very 
wil l ingly gave me some information that was very useful 
to me when I travelled to Kenya. 

I agree with the Member for Fort Garry that there 
are some questions to be asked about the budget that 
you have presented for agriculture. I have heard a great 
applause that you have increased the budget by 50 
percent. I guess, in my calculations, it certainly does 
not come to 50 percent, but I guess one of the things 
that you do have to ask is what would any Government 
have done if you were faced with a drought l ike we 
are today. Any Government would have had to come 
up  with the dollars to pull that industry out of the 
doldrums that they are in right now. 

I guess some of the other areas that they have 
increased the funding is in the area of MACC to deal 
with bad debts. We know the situation that the farming 
economy is in .  Again ,  we know that there is going to 
be some Inflation in  bad debts, so they real ly did not 
have much option but to carry on some additional 
funding for that area. 

* (2010) 

I guess one of the areas that I am keenly interested 
In Is to know what is happen i n g  wi th  the  Rura l  
Development Institute which was set up during our last 
term in office. Money was in there for that, and I think 
it is extremely important that we have this opportunity 
for the rural community to d iscuss not only agricultural 
issues but issues dealing with education, transportation, 
health care, and really the quality of l ife of rural 
Manitoba. 

I would hope that the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. 
Findlay) would see fit to carry on with that rural 
institution that was put in place so that we can remove 
some of the difficulties that are faced by the agricultural 
community, remove it from Governments. Maybe people 
will have a more objective look at how some of the 
d ifficulties that our agricultural communities are faced 
with,  how they can be addressed. 

I guess one of the other things that I would l ike to 
raise that was raised earlier is the Canadian Federation 
of Agriculture is opposed to the free trade. I guess the 
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organization is made up of many small producer groups 
of which Keystone Agriculture is one of those members 
who make up that organization. They are being more 
o bjective. They are say ing that they shou ld  be 
questionning free trade. What is the role of the Canadian 
Wheat Board , and what is the role of the marketing 
boards, including the Egg Marketing Board, the Poultry 
Marketing? I think there is a real concern amongst the 
members of the farming community that the Mulroney
Reagan free trade deal is going to be affecting the 
agricultural community in a very n@gative way. 

I would hope that this Cabinet that is made up of 
many members from the agricultural community would 
heed those concerns of the agricultural commu11ity and 
look at that in  a much more responsible way than they 
have looked at it to this point. 

M r. Speaker, when I was in Ontario last week, I heard 
via the radio that this Government was going to be 
defeated because they had submitted the same Budget 
that the NDP Government had submitted, and they 
were going to be defeated because they had submitted 
the same Budget. When I came back and had an 
opportunity to look at that Budget, I guess the only 
similarity is the fact that the dollar figures are very, 
very similar, but the priorities are very different. They 
are much different than what our priorities were. 

I can understand that, but I guess I had some 
concerns when I recalled the words of the Premier (Mr. 
Filmon) at this time. When he was the Leader of the 
Opposition, he said, when we presented our last Budget, 
that we were pretending to be Conservatives. He said: 
"Give us an opportunity and we wil l show you what 
real Conservatives wil l  do." Well ,  I guess you are not 
a real  Conservative u nless you have a majority 
Government because they certainly have not acted as 
a real Conservative Government. They have continued 
to carry on the -( Interjection)- The Minister responsible 
for Environment (Mr. Connery) is -( Interjection)- Yes, I 
heard in the G lobe and Mail that the Minister of 
Environment was very unprepared for the questions 
dealing with the environment, on issues that are dealing 
with the Hudson Bay Mining and Smelting. 

An Honourable Member: Right across Canada, from 
coast to coast. 

Mr. Harapiak: Mr. Speaker, they have continued to 
provide funding in the areas of health, education and 
in the area of community services. Once again ,  they 
could have come up with more funding in those areas, 
but they have given it a priority to give the breaks to 
their corporate friends. I think that they would have 
been much better off as a Government to have given 
some b�eaks to the senior citizens, rather than g iving 
breaks to -( Interjection)- that is right, the Pharmacare. 
There were enough dollars in that revenue windfall that 
the Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness) experienced to 
have g iven quite a few people in society a break. 

I think some of the areas that they could have given 
more money to is in the area of social services, because 
there are many areas in that department I know that 
they are having difficu lty with. Having been a member 
of Treasury Board when the last Estimates were being 
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developed, I know all the d ifficulties that you are faced 
with in that Budget. I think that the priorities should 
have been to put more money into that area rather 
than giving the money to lnco and the CPR. When you 
read the  corporate statements of those two 
corporations, they are doing quite well right now without 
the assistance from the Manitoba Government. I would 
hope that .... 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): There is a question from 
the floor. 

Mr. Harapiak: I think that there could have been many 
areas that the fami lies of Manitoba could have been 
g iven some breaks in the taxes that they are faced 
with right now, rather than giving the corporations the 
tax breaks. 

An Honourable Member: Should they have increased 
the payroll tax? 

Mr. Harapiak: The Member wants to know if we should 
have increased the payrol l  tax. I guess he will have an 
opportunity to speak on the Budget Debate, if he has 
not spoken up unti l  now, and he can give us his views 
at that t ime. 

There are many citizen groups that deserved and 
should have received the benefits from this Budget 
rather than giving the corporations the breaks that have 
come forward. I think that has been brought forward 
on many different occasions. I think that, when deal ing 
with the payrol l  tax, we were increasing the amount, 
the threshold,  when we were in Government. When this 
Government took over, they are more beholden to the 
business communities, so they certainly moved in a 
much faster manner than we would have. I guess those 
are some of the promises they made during the election, 
so I guess those are the areas that they had to fulfil l. 

I also believe that there should have been some 
dollars put into this Budget for job creation. There are 
statistics coming down now that the unemployment 
rate is rising for not only the youth of the province but 
to all sectors of this province. I think that if you looked 
objectively at the results we had during the period that 
we had the Jobs Fund, you would have to admit that 
we were very successful. During the time that we were 
experiencing a recession, we had the lowest or the 
second-lowest rates of unemployment in  all of Canada 
consistently when all the other Tory Governments were 
practising acute protracted restraint. 

They found that it did not work in those areas. The 
unemployment rates rose very high, whereas we were 
successful in Saskatchewan and in the Maritimes as 
well -( Interjection)- Alberta, yes. They believe that the 
private sector wil l  create the necessary jobs, and that 
strategy d id  not work in the years '77 to'81 and I do 
not  think it will work at  this time. I think the Government 
should have a serious look at the success that we did 
have with the Jobs Fund when we were the Government. 

One of the other areas that we were quite successful 
as a Government was in the area of the Limestone 
d evelo p m ent. I t h i n k  that with  the  L i m estone 
development not only did northern Manitoba benefit 
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from it but  also the balance of Mani to ba. The 
manufactur ing  f ie ld and many of the smal l  
manufacturers throughout the province benefitted from 
the wealth that was created because of the Limestone 
plant being bui lt. 

I guess, in going through the Estimates, I notice that 
during the last Government's debate on the Budget 
Debate, they were very critical of our administration 
costs in Government. In looking at the Executive Council 
and some of the other areas of administration, even 
though there has been a reduction in the number of 
Cabinet Ministers, there is not the reduction in the area 
dealing with administration. I think that they should be 
looking at that and coming forward with what the real 
agenda is. If you promised to make cuts in the area 
of administration, in the area you always criticized and 
the apple-polishers, let us see some cuts in that area 
rather than carrying on with the same amount of 
ad m i nistrat ions that were there when we were in  
Government. 

As I mentioned earlier, the Community Services 
budget has been increased, but I think it should have 
been increased to a greater degree. There are some 
great areas of concern in that area, in  the area dealing 
with Child and Family Services and also in day care. 
lt is quite clear that this Government does not have a 
plan on what they want to do with the day care dollars 
that the federal Government has available. If they would 
take the ir  ideolog ical g l asses off and look at i t  
objectively, they would be creating more spaces and 
not looking at creating the private day care, which they 
seem to be moving in that d irection. 

I think that the public day care centres that we have 
created have been meeting a real need out there. I 
think that no matter what day care you look at, there 
is a long waiting l ist in  every day care that is out there; 
so there is a need for more spaces. 

I would urge the Community Services Minister (Mrs. 
Oleson) to do all that is possible to take advantage of 
the federal dollars that are available and create more 
spaces throughout this province, because they are really 
critically needed. 

* (2020) 

I guess one area that I would like to mention and 
talk about briefly is the area of Environment, Workplace 
Safety and  H ealth. The M i n i ster respons ib le  for 
Env i ronment ,  Workp lace Safety and H ealth  ( M r. 
Connery) was responsible for cutting the funding to 
the Labour Education Centre, and I guess that was 
one of his first acts that he carried out when he became 
Minister. 

I was extremely d isappointed to see h im cut the 
funding to the Labour Education Centre, especially 
bei n g  the M i n ister respons ib le  for Workers 
Compensation. I think that especially being the Minister 
responsible for both areas, he could have real ly moved 
in that area and provided a lot of education for 
employees that would save the costs of Workers 
Compensation in the long run. I know that there are 
many cou rses that are bei ng offered by the  
Occupational Health Centre, and  I know they are going 
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to have d ifficulty offering these courses now, courses 
that could have assisted the workplace in becoming a 
safer place and, in the long run, would have helped 
reduce Workers Compensation costs in the Province 
of Manitoba. 

I would l ike to mention briefly that I am pleased that 
the Minister has chosen to leave the implementation 
theme in place. I know that the implemention committee 
was chosen for the best people who were available for 
those jobs, and I am pleased that he has continued to 
carry on with some of the changes that we brought 
forward when we were in  G overn ment. I would hope 
that we can look at this Workers Compensation in an 
objective way and not try and make a political football 
of it, because I think it Is too i mportant not only to the 
workers but to the employers in  this province to be 
tossing back and forth. So we want to carry on and 
look at it In an objective way and make sure that work 
Is continued to be carried on,  because I think that the 
Workers Compensation is extremely i mportant to the 
people of the Province. 

I would just l ike to briefly mention another area that 
I am the critic for, and that is the area of Natural 
Resources. I would  l ike to thank the Minister of Natural 
Resources (Mr. Penner) for his cooperation in allowing 
some of the people in  the The Pas area to be cutting 
hay in the Crown lands. I th ink on previous occasions 
there was some d ifficulty In Ducks Unlimited not allowing 
people to come onto their area because it was a wildl ife 
management designated area, so there was some 
concern about people coming out there to cut hay. I 
am glad that he was able to recognize that there is a 
shortage of hay in the province, so they let the people 
on to t h at area wh ich  is des ignated the w i l d l i fe 
management area to cut hay. 

There Is only one thing-they put a temporary plug 
on the Birch R iver to get across to the area which is 
going to cost about $15,000 to put it In and take it 
out again. lt would make more sense to put a bigger 
culvert into that place and had a permanent crossing 
put In there so that in  future years, if there is a need 
for hay again ,  if once again we are suffering for a 
shortage of moisture, then that area would be available 
for the cutting of hay. 

I just briefly would l ike to talk a bit about the 
Government Services. I know that when I was the 
Minister responsible for Government Services, there 
was an area that was dealing with handicapped access 
to provincial bui ldings. I would hope that the Minister 
would get that report and move on it because I think 
that there are some provincial bui ldings in this province 
that are the only places where the people in those 
communities can get their services. So I would hope 
that you would look at them and priorize those buildings 
and open those provincial bui ldings up to the people 
of Manitoba. 

One other area that is extremely critical and that is 
the parking around the Legislative Bui lding. There are 
some studies that were Initiated by this Government 
to deal with that. I think that the Legislative Building 
is one of the highl ights of any visitor coming to the 
province and that many visitors come. lt is a shame 
that we do not have sufficient parking spots for people 
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when they do come to the Legislative Building. I think 
it is extremely important that they do look at that. 

I know that the Highway budget was increased by 
$7 mil l ion. I know that there is probably a greater need 
for dol lars in the Highway budget than that. I guess if 
we would have had the same windfall when we were 
in Government that this Government experienced, then 
we would have been able to put more dollars into the 
Highway budget as well .  I would hope that they would 
look at the d istribution of the wealth in an objective 
way and not put all of the money that is in  the budget 
on the twinning of Highway 75. I know Highway 75 is 
important to tourism in Manitoba, but I think that there 
are also areas in northern Manitoba where there is 
difficulty with access to communities. 

I also note that there has been an increase in Northern 
Affairs. I know that the Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. 
Downey) has been travell ing quite extensively through 
northern Manitoba. I am pleased that he has been doing 
that because I know that he was not familiar with 
northern Manitoba when he was appointed that position. 
There were concerns of how he would approach the 
people of northern Man itoba, but he has been making 
his presence felt since he had been appointed as 
Minister of Northern Affairs. 

I hope that some of the initiatives that he is taking 
in that area are going to have some positive effect on 
nort hern M anitoba.  I know the area of economic 
development is something that he chastised us for 
earlier in the afternoon, but I think that there are some 
opportunities in there of util izing the natural resources 
to a much greater degree than we have. We have moved 
slowly in that and tried to develop the natural resources 
wherever there were some available. 

I know that there are several other Members who 
want to speak on it. I just wanted to put my comments 
on the record, and I certainly am concerned that there 
would not have been more monies flowing into the area 
of some of the social services when you were blessed 
with that windfall that came your way after we were 
defeated from Government. I think that there are many 
areas that you should have been giving greater priority 
to. 

lt was kind of different to see the Member for Arthur 
(Mr. Downey) in  the mood that he was usually in when 
he was a Member of the Opposition. He was usually 
in a bullying tactic where he was usually threatening 
everybody, but today he was practically pleading to 
the Members of the Liberal Party to please, p lease, do 
not vote against this Budget because it is a very good 
Budget. 

lt is a d ifficult question that we have to address and 
I know tl'!�t we will be dealing with this over the next 
couple of days. I thank you for the opportunity to speak 
on the Budget Debate. 

* (2030) 

Mr. Parker Burrell (Swan River): lt is indeed a pleasure 
for me to have this opportunity to speak on the Budget. 
I want to congratulate the Minister of Finance, the 
Honourable Clayton Manness, and Cabinet on this fine 
document. 
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I will begin  with the highl ights of the Budget taken 
from the Tuesday, August 9 issue of the Winnipeg Free 
Press. Their priorities were as follows: 

* The deficit will be reduced by $ 1 96 mil l ion 
from $3 1 1 mil l ion. 

* Spending will increase 4.9 percent to $4.56 
bi l l ion. 

* The tax on company payrolls wil l  be eliminated 
for half of Manitoba's businesses. 

* New small businesses will receive a one-year 
tax holiday. 

* Tax on cigarettes wil l go up  by 24 cents per 
pack. 

· 

* A surcharge on leaded gas will increase by .9 
cents per litre. 

* A new Government accounting system will be 
set up to include Crown corporations. 

* Spend ing  on  agr icu l ture will i n c rease 50 
percent to $ 115 mil l ion. 

* Education will receive $792 mil l ion, or 3.3 
percent more. 

* Spending on health will raise 9. 1 percent to 
$ 1 .5 bi l l ion. 

As I mentioned, these were the highlights of the 
Budget as priorized by the Free Press, which I thought 
reported an overall positive position on the Budget. 

In Swan River constituency, we would priorize the 
Budget differently, but our response would be even 
more positive. For us, the No. 1 priorizations would be 
agriculture. 

Quoting from the Budget-that is where I got the 
address: 

"Some $18.3 mil l ion, including $4.5 mil l ion in federal 
funds, earmarked for emergency drought assistance. 
A further $700,000 is included for drought proofing. 
These measures offer needed immediate assistance 
and begin work on longer-term measures to protect 
farmers from the effects of subsequent drought. We 
are also moving to fulflll our promise to work toward 
the elimination of provincial school taxes on farmland, 
with a commitment of $12 mil l ion for the Education 
Tax Reduction Program for farmers. 

"The new program provides a 25 percent across the 
board reduction in the school taxes assessed on farm 
lands in the province. The provincial benefit will be paid 
at the time of property tax payments. Those who have 
already paid their property taxes will receive rebates 
from their municipalities. Land owned by financial 
institutions will not be eligible for benefits." 

We realize that this is not enough,  Mr. Speaker. We 
wish we could do more. But I believe it is a good positive 
first step when you consider the money spent on the 
flood in the Swan Valley area, and the mill ions of dollars 
spent on forest fires that no one could have predicted 
last year. 

The deficit will be reduced by $ 1 96 mil l ion from $3 1 1  
mil l ion, as forecast i n  the March Budget. This is very 
important in the Swan River constituency. I campaigned 
on common sense in Government and the fact that 
when taxes are increased the deficit should go down. 
Others have talked about the windfall of revenues that 
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enabled this Budget to increase spending and sti ll 
su bstant ia l ly  reduce the  def ic i t .  The Honourab l e  
Member for Lakeside (Mr. Enns) said it best i n  his 
address: "The main feature of this Budget is resisting 
the temptation, particularly on behalf of a minority 
Government, to try and spend itself into popularity." 

Mr. Speaker, if extra money had not been forthcoming 
there would have to have been cuts in  spending. The 
Finance Minister (Mr. Manness) used the extra money 
for a reduction in the deficit and increased spending 
where i t  was needed the m ost - health care a n d  
agricu l ture-a wel l -balanced, m idd le-of-the-road 
Budget If extra money had not come, where would 
the cuts have been? Hospitals beds, elderly housing,  
the list goes on. 

Once again quoting from the Budget plan: "Total 
budgetary expenditure is up 6. 7 percent from last year's 
actual spending before extraordinary expenditu re .  
Revenue is estimated at  $4.365 bil l ion, up 8.6 percent. 
As a result, the deficit including both current and capital 
spending, is estimated at $ 1 96 mil l ion, the lowest in  
th is decade. We must bui ld for the future, not borrow 
from it." Again ,  a positive first step. 

Transportation is the key to economic activity in our 
province. Without a high quality road network, Manitoba 
businesses face insurmountable obstacles in reaching 
new markets and serving existing markets. We have, 
therefore, added $7 mil l ion in new money for highway 
construction to the amount proposed in the defeated 
Budget. We are determined to stop the deterioration 
of our roads and highways and work toward needed 
transportation improvements. 

Mr. Speaker, in Health, $ 1 .5 bil l ion, as quoted in the 
Budget, is committed to maintaining vital services, up 
9. 1 percent from last year. This total includes $760 
mill ion for hospital and community health centres, $263 
mil l ion for medical services, $18 1 mil l ion for personal 
care homes, $45 mil l ion for home care, $42 million for 
mental health services and $40 mil l ion for Pharmacare. 

This budget provides $1 1 .4 mil l ion more for medical 
services and $ 10.4 mil l ion more for hospitals, and in 
large part, to pay the cost of contract settlements for 
doctors and nurses which were not sufficiently provided 
for by the former Government. The Health budget also 
includes three important initiatives promised during the 
election; $500,000 for the creation of a health advisory 
network, comprising representation from Government, 
health care, professionals, administrators, unions and 
the public, with a mandate to hold publ ic consultation 
and recommend a health care action plan for the 1990s; 
$ 100,000 for a badly needed Youth Drug Abuse Program 
and $150,000 for industrial health promotion. This is 
open Government as promised in the Throne Speech. 

The Education budget, 792 mill ion, is up 33.3 percent 
over last year. School divisions wil l also benefit from 
the accelerated remittance of school taxes. The budget 
inc ludes 686 m i l l ion  for pr imary and secondary 
education; 473 mil l ion for general revenue and the 
balance from the education support levy; 184 mil l ion 
for universities; 78 mi l l ion for other post secondary 
adult and continuing education programs. 

The Education budget includes funding for important 
initiatives promised during the election, 1 1 . 1  mil l ion for 
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independent schools or an increase of 3.3 mil l ion 
bringing support to 40 percent of the average per pupil 
grant received by public schools. This is the first step 
towards our commitment to public funding of 50 percent 
of public school per pupil g rant. 

Three hundred thousand for a task force on l iteracy. 
We are determined to take action to help those who 
cannot read or write and to upgrade the skil ls of those 
who left school before Grade 9; 4.9 mil l ion including 
636,000 in  new funding for the Distance Education 
Branch to i m p rove the  de l ivery of courses for  
Manitobans in rural and remote areas. 

M r. S peaker, other B u d get h i g h l ights  inc lude 
Community Services u p  9 percent ;  E m p loyment 
Services and Economic Security up 5.6 percent; the 
creation of a Seniors' Directorate; the budget for the 
Department of  the Attorney-General ,  i n c l u d i n g  
Corrections, i s  up 4 2  percent t o  132 mil l ion; better 
policing for our rural communities-a reversal in policy 
from the former administration. 

* (2040) 

Mr. Speaker, municipal G overnments are recognized 
for their importance. Directly from the Budget, I quote: 
"We will consult before making major decisions and 
we will listen." That is the message the new Government 
wants to impose on the people of Manitoba or impress 
on the people of Manitoba. Also, a new urban Native 
adjustment strategy will be developed. Again we plan 
to consult with Native organizations as well as local 
Government bodies and federal Government. 

There will be no increase in  personal income taxes. 
There will be no increase in retail sales taxes. There 
will be no increases in Autopac. 

Mr. Speaker, this a Budget I have no reservations 
about supporting. This is a Budget I think the people 
of Manitoba will support. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Allan Patterson (Radisson): I am very pleased to 
have the opportunity to respond to the Budget, along 
with all of the other Members of the House. 

First of al l ,  to look at the Budget overall , I will just 
attack or d iscuss some of the detai ls later, but it looks 
like a more or less hold-the-line Budget, although it 
has been brought out before by many others. lt bears 
a striking resemblance to the defeated Budget of earlier 
this year. 

At any rate, Mr. Speaker, I should say at the outset, 
I am mindful of a couple of things. As I recall back in 
the early Sixties sometime, Duff Roblin made this 
statement to the effect that there will never, never, never, 
ever, ever, ever be a sales tax i m posed by th is  
administration. There was not  the  slightest occasion 
about the statement and unfortunately some years later 
in comes the sales tax. 

1 would also like to acknowledge and say that I am 
mindful and thankful for the fatherly advice g iven to 
us by the Member for-I  wil l  get it memorized yet
Lakeside. They say the fatherly advice he gave to this 
side last week. I am also mindful of the comments of 
the Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard) in that 78 percent 
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of the e lectorate voted against the recen t  N D P  
administration. I also would like t o  point out that I have 
no quarrel with a reduction in the deficit. it is something 
that must be addressed regardless of what Party is in 
power, and to the extent that it has been, I would 
commend the Minister. 

H owever, fo l lowing  along and reinforc ing some 
comments of previous speakers and our Leader, I think 
some recognition, small though it might be, could have 
been g iven to other g roups such as have been 
suggested -some small relief in some way for lower
income earners; for instance, the 2 percent surcharge 
on the net income. 

Leaving the Budget as a whole aside, I would like 
to look more specifically at some of the areas which 
have more specific interest to me in responsibi l ity
first, the Department of Labour. In  the Budget Estimates, 
it would appear that it is pretty well a hold-even budget. 
There is no real ly significant difference in the totals
something like .002 percent. However, if we compare 
the new budget with the defeated budget, there is a 
reduction of about $600,000-about 5.7 percent-in 
the Labour budget overall .  

Now I have no complaint again with a reduction in 
expend i tures i f  i t  were the resu l t  of i ncreased 
efficiencies. However, by far the greatest proportion of 
this $600,000 reduction from the previous Estimates 
comes from two areas: the g rant to the Labour 
Education Centre and the cut in the Pay Equity Bureau 
in the Civil Service. 

Now with the Labour Education Centre, as we brought 
out when the cut was made, I would just like to ask 
the question: Was there any cost-benefit analysis made 
of the Labour Education Centre before this specific 
decision was made? Does the Minister, for instance, 
know of the particular programs and the courses and 
so on that are carried out at the Labour Education 
Centre? Specifically, what does it do? Has the Minister 
visited the Education Centre? 

Now, the centre, I wil l  admit at the outset that I have 
not yet visited it myself. lt is something I will be getting 
at in due course and very, very shortly, but I do have 
some information on the centre. Originally, it started 
in the late 1970s and the grants were started in 1982 
and continued unti l  1987 and more or less the present 
time, but the centre does put on many courses in 
Workplace Safety and Health workshops on hazardous 
materials, for instance. lt is open not just to union 
members, but it is open to any worker or any person, 
in effect. They only charge the registration fee and a 
fee to cover the materials. lt has a resource l ibrary 
building up a l ibrary on labour history and so on. lt is 
available to many others. Many lawyers have informed 
me they have used it, and other types of researchers. 
lt sponsors publications on matters related to labour 
history. A booklet came out a couple of years ago, " Let 
Us Rise," the history of the movement in Manitoba. 
He has done the history of Flin Flon and is now working 
on the history of the Brandon Packers. 

On the board of the Labour Education Centre are 
members from all three universities: University of 
M an itoba,  Wi n n i peg and Brandon and from the  
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M a n itoba Teachers' S ociety, as wel l  as from the 
Dep artment of  Labour and the Department of  
Education. 

I would like to point out that the federal Department 
of Labour does provide labour education money, started 
some time ago under the Liberal administration but 
continued under Conservatives. As wel l ,  in addition to 
the various courses on Indian History and Workplace 
Safety and so on that I mentioned before, there are 
many courses and workshops put out on pensions and 
pay equity. I just bring this out to bring up the point 
that while reductions are very commendable, i t  is a 
matter of how they are arrived at. We would l ike to 
see it as a result of greater efficiencies rather than the 
c u t  of programs t h at conceivably cou l d  have 
considerable value. 

(Mr. Deputy Speaker, Mark Minenko, in the Chair. )  

I n  the matter of pay equity, th is has been reduced 
from about $334,000 from the defeated Budget-about 
a 50 percent cut Now again the fact that there has 
been a cut in the allocation to the Pay Equity Bureau 
does not necessarily mean that pay equity wil l  not go 
forth .  So again I wil l  not quarrel with that particular 
reduction. However, I would like to raise the point of 
having pay equity implemented in the school d ivisions. 
On what basis was this particular decision made when 
pay equity is already in effect in the Civil Service, and 
well under way, coming to fruition this fall ,  in the various 
Crown corporations, universities, hospitals and so on? 

I might point out that in the Civil Service and also 
at the University of Manitoba, where the process has 
been essentially completed at the university, will be 
very shortly, the overall payrol l  cost in the Civil Service 
and at the University of Manitoba has come in at 
something under 4 percent that was given as more or 
less a reasonable estimate of what the pay equity might 
cost to be phased in  over a period of four years. 

G iven this particular experience and the fact that the 
process has had a considerable amount of debugging 
already, I am rather confused or curious as to why it 
should be held back from the school d ivisions. I can 
u nderstand again ,  as leaders in t hese m atters, 
Governments should have the public sector sort of pave 
the way and work the bugs out of the system and let 
us see how it is going before it is extended to the 
private sector, but I cannot understand the rationale 
for pulling it back from the school d ivisions, particularly 
when it has been brought out in the paper in the last 
few days that one school division, Winnipeg South, is 
starting to implement it and also Seven Oaks is wel l  
along the way in the process. Obviously, it is not 
necessary that in order for it to happen the Government 
has to oppose it. Any school board or any private 
employer is perfectly free to start a pay equity program. 
I would suggest that smart private employers would 
before it is forced on them. 

* (2050) 

An Honourable Member: Are you going to start with 
the Budget? 

Mr. Patterson: Good question. I was just about to 
digress for a moment, Mr. Deputy Speaker. If I may, 
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with the indulgence of the House, ride a little hobbyhorse 
of mine, and I would like to rt:1gress to my professorial 
mode for a few moments, if I may. 

I have a few hang-ups about the English language, 
rather the misuse of the English language, much of 
which comes to us from across the l ine. The term such 
as "the popular vote," which has no meaning in Canada 
because there is on ly  one vote, app l ies to the 
presidential election in  the United States. 

However, while I am on this matter of pay equity, 
which is related to women largely and bringing them 
up to where they should be in some jobs, I would just 
l ike to point out to the House the misuse of the word 
"gender" as a synonym or unnecessary euphemism 
for the word "sex." 

If I might just enlighten the House, the word "gender" 
refers to the classification of nouns and pronouns, and 
to the masculine, feminine and neutral gender such as 
we have in French. He, she and it are pronouns of the 
masculine, feminine and neutral gender. The word "sex" 
refers to the d iv is ion of species for purposes of 
reproduction. So while all the words, man and woman, 
boy and a girl ,  bul l  and cow, and so on, those are 
words of the masculine and feminine gender. They refer 
to objects of one sex or the other. To quote Fowler's 
Modern English Usage-the Bible we might say of the 
use of the English language-to use gender rather than 
sex in referring to persons or creatures is a blunder. 
Although the word "gender" is used incorrectly even 
in the legislation and a good bit of material that the 
Pay Equity Bureau puts out and also the press use it, 
might I urge the responsible individuals to start using 
the proper English words. 

The Civil Service Commission-Affirmative Action
again,  a decision to save some money. I commend it; 
I am not going to argue with it. The Affirmative Action 
coordinator has resigned and has not been replaced. 
At any rate, the NDP has a propensity when they want 
to introduce a program or policy to create a new 
bureaucracy to look after it instead of just implementing 
it in the appropriate place within the existing hierarchy. 
Quite right, I understand this is what you have done. 
We are anxiously awaiting the results. 

H owever, if I might refer to the Minister of Labour 
(Mr. Connery), when I mentioned what targets were a 
few days ago, I came out with a response that while 
targets are not a good thing to have because the 
implication is that when you reach the target or the 
goal or the objective or whatever you want to call it, 
that is the end of things, and we want to progress 
further. In the case of Affirmative Action, the target or 
the goal is to redress past wrongs, and when that goal 
is reached, it does not have to be any further a 
continuation, it just needs to be monitored to continue. 

Let me say again in this matter of targets, we are 
concerned here in Aff i rmat ive Act ion with the  
appropriate labour market. Now women, as  we know, 
are well over 40 percent of the labour force. Now to 
say to Manitoba Hydro that they must have 40 percent 
of their engineers female is not very realistic. But let 
us speculate a bit and say that 10 percent of the 
engineers in the Province of Manitoba are female, then 
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it would be reasonable to say to Manitoba Hydro, over 
some period of time, if Y"U only have 2 percent of your 
engineers that are female today, set a goal of, say, five 
years to accomplish getting enough females in to have 
around 10 percent representation. When that target is 
reached, there is no need to go further and the problem 
is resolved. So targets, as the Member for Ellice (Ms. 
Gray) has just said ,  are important. 

I would ask the Minister: what specific targets are 
being set throughout the Civil Service, reasonable 
targets, to achieve the goal of Affirmative Action? 

Affirmative Action has been sometimes called a 
reverse d iscrimination by those that think it is not such 
a good thing. Actually, we might say that Affirmative 
Action is legal reverse d iscrimination. lt is d iscrimination 
that is set out to redress past wrongs. If I may take 
some l iberty with the second commandment, it is a 
visiting of the sins of the fathers upon the chi ldren 
under the third and fourth generation. However, it is 
not quite that bad. 

No one is entitled to any particular job. We can say 
that whenever any hiring is done, there is d iscrimination 
or preference g iven . The word "d iscr im i n at ion" 
unfortunately is used in the pejorative sense too often 
in our society. We d iscriminate all the time in our l ives. 
We d iscriminate the individual of the opposite sex
we might ask for a date or whom we marry. We 
d iscriminate in our choice of friends and so on. 

The problem with d iscrimination, as we are discussing 
it here, is that it is d iscrim ination that is made on 
improper grounds, d iscrimination against members of 
groups because they are members of that group, and 
in the employment situat ion  not because of their  
qualifications or lack of  qualifications to do  a particular 
job. 

For this matter of Affirmative Action throughout the 
Civil Service, it needs to have, and I hope it is getting, 
a very definite push right from the very top. Affirmative 
Action will not work unless there is commitment in the 
case of the private sector from the board of d irectors 
or the chief executive officer or the same, the relative 
individuals in the public sector, and this has to be very 
clear down through the hierarchy of line managers and 
supervisors. They need to be informed that it is their 
responsibil ity and duty to carry out the program and 
to achieve the goals or objectives that have been set. 
In achieving this, again, in any organization, you need 
some reward or punishment system to award those 
that accomplish their goals and punish those that are 
dragging their feet. 

I would be pleased to know, Mr. Deputy Speaker, if 
these types of things are being implemented to see 
that Affi rmative Act ion  is pro per ly carr ied out  
throughout the Manitoba Civil Service. 

What I have been doing or these last two topics I 
have been speaking about, the policies of our colleagues 
on the other s ide  of the H ouse,  they h ave one 
characteristic in common. They are more or less of  a 
blow to more than 50 percent of our society-that is 
women. 

Affirmative Action is set up largely to get women into 
their proper qualified place in the work force. Pay equity 
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is designed to again redress the past wrongs in getting 
women in some female job ghettos that were underpaid 
in  relation to other male-dominated jobs to get them 
up to a proper wage level. Yet two of the policies recently 
stated or beg i n n i n g  to be i m p lemented by the  
Government are more or less knocking out or destroying 
to some extent these two particular programs. 

• (2100) 

In the matter of Workers Compensation, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, we note in the Budget last week, or was it 
the week before, it was announced that there wil l  be 
a $ 1 6  m i l l ion  one-t i m e  payment to the  Workers 
Compensation Board for foregone interest. Now in  this 
matter of Workers Compensation, I think the editorial 
in  the August 12 Free Press expressed things very well .  
I wil l  not read it in  the record, M r. Deputy Speaker. I 
am worried about a pink slip. 

Just to point out what the editorial mentioned, this 
$ 16 mill ion for foregone interest should remain as a 
one-time shot. lt should not be the thin edge of the 
wedge to have the taxpayers pick up the tab, let us 
say, legal ly, by means of changed legislation and to 
pick up the tab annual ly. 

I would look forward, acknowledging that there are 
many problems with the Workers Compensation Board 
that need to be addressed and that the Minister is 
working on addressing these problems. I would hope 
that -(Interjection)- Okay. We really are looking forward 
to it. 

At any rate, we would like to see the Workers 
Compensation Board brought into a balance in the 
future where workers are g iven proper treatment and 
proper rehabilitation, proper job relocation for their 
injuries, and that this is being delivered in a fair and 
efficient manner that is borne by the employers and 
not as an extra burden unto the general taxpayers 
through general revenue. 

Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker, for this opportunity 
to say a few words. 

Hon. Glen Cummings (Minister of Municipal Affairs): 
lt is a pleasure for me to have the opportunity to say 
a few words on behalf of this Budget. lt seems to me, 
and I must admit that I have not had an opportunity 
to hear first-hand all of the debate, but it seems to me 
that there have been some conflicting signals being 
sent out to the people of this province from the 
Opposition. 

First of all, the Budget appears, to their eyes, to have 
been- 1  think one of the comments was, "Well, this is 
certain ly not a Conservative Budget ." If I remem ber 
correctly, the Leader of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs), 
that was her first reaction. At the same time, we are 
being told that it was a Budget that perhaps should 
have been some more restraint exercised . 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I think we have to be cognizant 
of the situation that the Government found itself in 
when it went into the preparation of this Budget. Normal 
budgetary planning would indicate that about in the 
fall of the previous years when the Government should 
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be putting together ideas, programs and in itiatives, 
testing them to see if they would be workable, if they 
would be worthwhile initiatives, and then bringing those 
forward as part of their fiscal plan so that early in the 
year people of the province and the direction of the 
province could be set, things would move on in what 
would be considered a normal, logical and ongoing 
process. 

With the fall of the previous Budget, the departments 
of  G overnment  reverted to the  previous year ' s  
Estimates, which in  some cases actually exceeded the 
budgetary expenses that would have been allowed for 
in the Budget that fell .  So if someone cared to take a 
look at the uptake in programs in the period of the 
year, when people get involved with the plan of their 
summer work period or their ongoing plans for their 
lives with education, the uptake in programs are very 
often at the early stage in the programs. 

If we want to talk about changing programs after 
people have already made commitments to them, after 
they have already assigned their t ime and their initiative 
into taking advantage of the program that is in place; 
if  we are talking about making changes to those plans 
and those programs at that time, we are talking about 
really standing some people's l ives on their ear. We 
are talking about ripping out programs that have already 
had partial uptake. 

I f  that is the kind of Government that the Opposition 
thinks the people of Manitoba want, then I submit that 
t hey are bad ly  m istaken .  They are look ing  for a 
Government that wil l  demonstrate fiscal responsibi l ity, 
looking for a Government that is prepared to deal with 
the deficit of this province. The burgeoning deficit could 
not continue. The Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness) 
had to, in good conscience, prepare to bring down the 
annual deficit of this province. We could not continue 
on the ride that we were on. lt was somewhat l ike being 
on the end of a rub ber band, if you wil l ,  or a slingshot, 
I guess I could describe it, but I was rebuked by the 
Speaker for the use of a certain term this morning
or earlier this afternoon- but it is quite a ride. 

Manitoba has shot through a series of half-bil l ion 
dol lar deficits or close thereto and it has been quite 
a ride. Do we want our kids to now have to pay for 
that ride? That heritage is what we are going to be 
leaving to the young people of this province, if we did 
not begin to deal with the deficit, deal with it effectively, 
and deal with it in a manner that is not abrupt. I missed 
the f u l l  com ments m ade by the Member  for La 
Verendrye (Mr. Pankratz) earlier today, but I th ink I 
heard part of his speech where he referred to turning 
the ship around but doing it in  a reasonable manner, 
without tipping it over-or words to that effect. 

There is no better analogy that we can use in terms 
of what has to be done with the fiscal plans of this 
province. I f  we are talking about turning things around, 
we are talking about what has to be a blended approach. 
If there is to be an increase in income, the d istribution 
of that income has to be carefully considered . 

* (2110) 
I wonder if the Opposition really thought about the 

fact that there were a lot of expenditures that were 
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not included in the Budget that was defeated, but in 
fact are included in this one, which are inevitable 
expendi tures that probably would have ended up 
showing in  next year's deficit which the Minister of 
Finance (Mr. Manness) has been able to deal with this 
year. I am referring to the settlement with the health 
professionals in  this province. 

While I certainly supported their cause, the feeling 
of rejection and abandonment that they had in the 
recognition of the services that they were providing 
and what they saw as the negl igence towards their 
monetary rei m bu rsement ,  the sett lement was 
substantive and that is included in this Budget as part 
of the Budget and will not be a hidden one coming up 
in the next Budget as part of the deficit that we wil l  
be accumulating as a result of  not having been dealt 
with in  the 1988 Budget. 

Those are the kind of subtle differences. They are 
not headl ines. They are not the kind of differences that 
make for sharp debate in the Legislature, but they are 
the kind of differences that indicate the very careful ,  
the  very calculated approach that the  Minister of 
Finance has taken and that we, as his colleagues, 
support in the changing of the financial direction of the 
ship of Manitoba. 

We talk about the fact that in mid-term almost we 
should have made some dramatic changes, and we 
made some changes-1 am the Minister no longer 
responsible for the Jobs Fund- basically keeping an 
election promise that we were able to do within the 
time frame that we had and accomplish a management 
level with i n  our  G overnment that would be more 
responsive and, frankly, wi l l  be easier for the Opposition 
to follow. If it does not l ive up to expectations, it wil l 
be easier for them to criticize because, in  fact, the 
responsibi lity for the expenditures of those dollars is 
directly related to the Minister within that department. 
Therefore, that M i n ister w i l l  be held accountable 
whereas under the old Jobs Fund structure, which I 
suspect the previous administration was probably going 
to el iminate anyway, they found it a little bit unwieldy 
and perhaps put a l ittle bit too much power in the 
hands of a very small group in Treasury Board. 

Nevertheless, it was a situation that was totally 
dumbfounding to anyone who tried to follow through,  
who had not been on the inside of the decision-making 
process. There were ways and means of moving money 
around and accountabil ity was never really traceable 
sitting in  Opposition and trying to determine how these 
dol lars were being handled -again, not something that 
strikes headl ines but something that is a direction, 
something that is a fulfi l lment of that goal of providing 
information, providing a l itt le reality in  the financing of 
this province. 

If we were to turn things around more quickly than 
we did ,  we would be faced with some pretty severe 
criticism, I am sure, considering the fact that the Civil 
Service in  this province recently signed an agreement 
with a no-cut clause. Any changes of a d ramatic nature 
in the size of the Civil Service would simply not be 
possible without having to deal with that clause and 
that is a reality of the world that we live in  in this 
province. If  someone is able to demonstrate how they 
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would have fought that clause and how they would 
have overrun it, I would be interested to hear their 
argument. 

We are talking about turning things around. You know 
the one headline that was made, and we are accused 
of being too big spenders-Tories cut spending in six 
departments-that is terrible stuff. At the same time, 
we are told that we did not turn things around enough.  
We were told the other day about the changing of 
responsibilities and changing of people in the Civil 
Service at the higher administrative level and we are 
told that in  Ontario this would never have been heard 
of. There really have been very few changes in this 
administration and very few that I can see for any future 
changes. 

I think there is a little bit of misinformation that has 
been put on the record there because I have been 
doing a little checking. I believe my sources to be 
reasonably accurate. I found since 1985, in Ontario, 
that the Min ister responsi ble tor C itizensh i p  has 
changed , the Min ister responsi ble for Community 
Services has changed , M i n ister repons ib le  tor 
Corrections has changed-the Deputy Minister, I should 
say. I am referring to the top civil servants here. The 
Minister responsible tor Cultural Affairs has changed, 
the Deputy Minister tor Housing has changed, Deputy 
Minister of Health, Deputy Minister of Government 
Services, Deputy M in ister of Environment, Deputy 
Minister of Civil Service responsible for Civil Service, 
Deputy Minister responsible for Energy, Deputy Minister 
tor IT& T. There are a few others that are involved but 
that is the-Municipal Affairs is new, Natural Resources 
is new, the Solicitor General is new. I am not sure how 
long the list goes on, but changes have been made 
since 1985. That is a pretty substantive l ist out of 30 
ministries in the Province of Ontario. 

I think that historically Governments have looked to 
the Civ i l  Service to  be com pati b le  with  the i r  
administration. The question was raised across the way: 
How many were fired; how many were moved? The 
question might be: How many were moved into boards 
and commissions? In other words, they were slid over 
into an area. I can get that l ist too, maybe, if you would 
like, but that is where several of them ended up, 
appointed to various boards and commissions. 

I suggest that we have done the responsible thing 
in  the manner in which this Budget, in  the manner in 
which this Government has proceeded. We have been 
conscientious of the people we are dealing with. We 
are dealing with people's l ives when we are talking 
about changing the Government policy. You do not do 
that in a flamboyant and radical manner or you will 
suffer the consequences. That is why I think that this 
Government will be long remembered tor the tact that 
we chal lenged the  Civ i l  Service and the ir  
professionalism. Many- 1 would say most-a vast 
majority have responded. 

(Mr. Speaker in  the Chair.) 

I know that the Minister responsible for Northern 
Affairs referred to this earlier, but it is a very salient 
point, that the Members of Treasury Board truly showed 
their professionalism and worked long, long hours and 
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they did not deal with their responsibi l ities in any other 
way except to give us the facts so that we could make 
decisions. They produced the paper. They produced 
the facts and they did a yeoman's service in doing so. 
For anyone to have made the comment that the chief 
civil servant of the Treasury Board left for any other 
reason except for his own personal commitment in my 
mind would be totally wrong. 

To talk about the Budget in  these terms, and to talk 
about our G overnment ,  we are ta lk ing about the 
responsibi l ity that goes with becoming Government. I 
can remember sitting on the back bench on the other 
side and it is not all that long ago. We were having 
f u n .  What responsi b i l ity was there? I cou ld  ask 
questions, and if I did not l ike the Minister's answer, 
I could jump up and down and point fingers, but I d id 
not have to raise the taxes to answer my own question. 
He had to do it if anyone was. If there was a service 
that was not provided , I could scream at the top of 
my lungs and the more times that the press came 
around to see why I was upset, the better I l iked it, 
but that is part of the irresponsibil ity of being in 
Opposition. One has to provide constructive criticism 
or it becomes an Opposition that is not necessarily 
l istened to after a while. 

This Government and this Budget will be remembered 
for a long time for its responsible attitude that it has 
taken towards the expenditures of funds in this province, 
because we very clearly believe that you do not play 
with people's l ives just simply to try and make political 
points. We believe that sound management and an 
understandable and clear direction to where we want 
the Government to move and where we want this 
province to move will provide the kind of leadership 
that wil l be respected in this province. 

In  the Budget, we have d isplayed, I think, a lot of 
responsibil ity in the manner in which it was put together. 
We displayed responsibi l ity towards the taxpayers of 
this province. lt  can be argued that we did not decrease 
their level of burden, but I referred earlier to the fact 
that if you were going to continue to live at the speed 
that we were living because of the deficit growth,  the 
personal debt  t h at was g rowi ng throughout  th is  
province, then sooner or later someone has to pay. 
Even the ad m i n istrat ion  that was just removed 
recognized in their last Budget that they were going 
to have to do better in terms of deficit management; 
in fact, they referred to it all the time that they wanted 
to do better in  deficit management. That was a goal 
that they always had that just never quite got there. 

* (2120) 

Let us remember, that no matter when the piper has 
paid,  the piper wil l  be paid.  I think that is another very 
salient point that we need to remember, and that is 
the difference between how this Government is going 
to use the additional income funds that it has, and they 
are going to use them to a large extent to reduce the 
deficit. 

There has been some modest changes made in the 
administrative costs and the program costs of the 
Budget, but there has been a $ 100 mil l ion reduction 
in the deficit. That is a start. 
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That is also a part of the commitment that the Finance 
Minister (Mr. Manness) made when he talked about the 
fact that we will be looking at long-term budgeting, 
and he even went so far as to make the comment about 
attempting to keep the Budget or setting a goal for 
the budgetary expenditures for next year. That is the 
kind of financial management we have not seen in this 
province for years-not the kind of flamboyancy that 
makes headl ines. 

If the people of Manitoba begin to l isten to what has 
happened in this Budget, they will realize that sound 
fiscal management is in  place and tllat this Government 
knows where it is going and is wil l ing to share with the 
people that d i rection. The nasty little surprises that 
come from time to time are the things that truly 
aggravate the taxpayer whether he is a Manitoban or 
whether he is a Newfoundlander. 

O n  the expense s ide of th is  Budget - heal t h ,  
education infrastructure-the expenses, fortunately, we 
were able to put more money into health care, put more 
money into education. Certainly, there is some question, 
I know, to the Education Minister about whether or not 
he felt there was a big enough increase in the money 
going into education. 

What about the dentistry program? Is there anybody 
in Opposition who thinks we should have let the dentistry 
program go down the tubes? I think not. The dentistry 
program is a program that needed infusion at this time, 
needed a Government that was will ing to react to the 
cost that it was faced with-

An Honourable Member: Want a pil low? 

M.: Cummings: Perhaps the Member over there would 
l ike to tell them, but I could l iven it up a l itt le bit if he 
would like, but I have ridden on too many tractors to 
keep my back straight all the time. lt is an occupational 
-(Interjection)- Yes, it is all right if the Speaker goes to 
sleep. 

Mr. Speaker, I can always tell when I am starting to 
make a point because the Opposition begins to chirp 
a little. 

The Member for Concordia (Mr. Doer) probably does 
not want to hear about the fact that the dentistry 
program was neglected in terms of funding. He probably 
does not really want to hear about the fact that we 
spent a lot of t ime, a lot of valuable and a lot of excellent 
time, in discussions with the local government people 
in this province because flowing from that came the 
agreement that we are able to reach regarding the 
earlier flow of education taxes that munic ipal it ies 
collected .  

The credibil ity of  Government in the eyes of  municipal 
officials, I believe, was restored because up till now 
the m u n ic ipa l i t ies have n ever been t o l d  h ow the  
provincial-municipal tax share system worked . Every 
year the Municipal Affairs Department had a lump sum 
of money that it was able to apply a formula to. 

The Member for Concordia (Mr. Doer) is probably 
getting a l ittle bit more agitated now because he was 
part of the cover-up that made it so that the municipal 
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officials d id not understand what went into the creation 
of the provincial-municipal tax sharing program. They 
were going to take the money that they shaved off the 
top of the cap of the provincial-municipal tax share 
program. They were going to buy the municipalities 
out with their own money. Shameful -that is what it 
was. 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
lt is called tough decision-making-

Mr. Cummings: "Tough decision-making," he says, 
Mr. Speaker. What is tough about hiding the money 
that was supposed to go to the municipalities and then 
offering them a relief when they said it was going to 
cost them on the interest side of the money that we 
are going to lose? Is that tough? That is downright 
deceptive, Mr. Speaker. 

I think the Member for Concordia (Mr. Doer), he 
sought to wake me up. Perhaps he does not want to 
hear the rest of what I have to say about the cover
up to the municipalities. 

The Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness) has made it 
very clear how the tax-share fund is developed as a 
percentage of personal income tax and as a percentage 
of industrial tax. That fund rises and falls annually with 
the ebb and flow of the taxes as they come into the 
province, but that was a dedicated tax. 

And what did the previous administration do, Mr. 
Speaker? They said they do not really understand how 
this tax, you know-they know there is an amount out 
there, but they do not really know what it is, and they 
do not understand how the formula works, so we wil l 
just say that we will cap this at 3 percent .  So they 
capped it. That was pretty smart on their part. 

But somebody finally blew the whistle on them and 
it was this administration that did it ,  because we have 
now made it very clear to the municipalities how that 
fund was developed, what goes into the dollars, and 
those d o l lars were ded icated to flow to the 
municipalities-not to be capped so that anything over 
3 percent would stay with the provincial Government. 
The municipalities were to share in the growth of the 
province. How else are they going to pay for the roads 
and the bridges and the streets that the province cannot 
afford to help them out with? -( I nterject ion)- The 
Member wants to compare this to the health care 
system. 

The health care system received a pretty adequate 
increase this time. Despite the fact, as I indicated earlier, 
we also were able to allow for the settlement with the 
health care professionals without having to roll that 
over into next year's deficit. That is something that I 
am sure he does not want to recognize but that is an 
important and salient point. 

Because the municipalities understand now how that 
fund is developed and how it is shared , any future 
administration will simply not be able to pul l  the wool 
over the eyes of the duly elected officials at the other 
level of Government. If they wish to put a cap or put 
control or put a stop on that, they are going to have 
to stand up and be counted and the municipal people 



Monda� August 15, 1988 

will know what they are doing. They were not impressed 
with what was happening this time but they had no 
idea of the magnitude of the amount of money that 
was being held back, or would have been held back, 
by the cap in the name of th is province. 

That is the deceptiveness that was going on. The 
people in the municipal corporations felt that, yes, they 
were g o i n g  t o  get a g rant f rom the  previous 
administration to offset their  loss of interest. That 
sounds p retty good ,  except that t h at grant was 
developed from the money that was taken off the top 
of the tax sharing program after the cap was put on, 
so they were buying them with their own money. 

What th is  G overnment has done is restore the 
principle that the municipalities have a right to share 
and, however l imited it is, they have a right to share 
in the growth of this province, and they wil l  share 
through that tax fund without any further meddling from 
this Government, and if any future Government attempts 
to meddle they will pay the price. 

That is the demonstration of the difference between 
our style, between our commitment to the people of 
Manitoba, between us and t h e  other  type of 
administration that the people of this province have 
seen. That also compares favourably to the type of 
criticisms that we have been receiving. Criticism of 
throwing out money to the municipal people to buy 
their acquiescence does not make sense when you 
realize that these people still very loudly made their 
point regarding their concerns regarding the early 
remittance of education tax, but they recognized that 
with the removal of the cap on the PUTS and the other 
things that I referred to, that they now have a stake 
in the ongoing growth of this province. If  there is no 
growth, they have a stake in the lack of growth as well ,  
but it Is truly a growth tax which they can consider 
themselves part of. 

* (2 130) 

Another item that I would l ike to refer to is the 
education tax rebate. As a percentage of education 
tax- han d l i n g  th is  program in t h i s  man ner as a 
percentage of education tax on agricultural land-quite 
s imply means t hat the  ad m i n istrat i o n  wh ich  the 
municipalities were so upset with previously has now 
been reduced and almost eliminated. The municipalities 
will now understand that there is a way in which 
provinces and municipalities can work together if there 
is a desire on both sides to do so. 

We can argue whether or not there should have been 
a reduction in taxation on personal income. We went 
on and on for years about the growth in the deficit, 
and now those dire predictions that we made have 
come to rest in the taxpayers' wallets. 

At the same time, however, the l ittle things that we 
were able to do-and a simple example, one which I 
think every Member In this House supports, and it is 
only a small amount of money but it is a figure that 
was very important -that is that we now have a program 
to implement a program to deal with the drug abuse, 
the potential drug abuse, of the young people in this 
province. A hundred thousand dollars is not a lot of 
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money, but it is the l ittle things that drive people to 
look at Governments and say, does this Govern ment 
really know what it is doing, or does it have a plan? 

I have demonstrated that I believe we started off with 
a spirit of cooperation with our fel low elected officials 
in  other jurisdictions across the province. This Budget 
demonstrates that we are prepared to be honest and 
forthright regarding the finances of this province. The 
Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness) has demonstrated 
very clearly the unbudgeted deficits of the Crowns and 
the associated costs that go with them, they have now 
been al lowed for in  this Budget, because I say very 
clearly that there is no way which this administration 
or any other administration would want to assume the 
responsibil ity for the kind of deficits that we have been 
left with in associated government organizations. Those 
deficits had to be accounted for. 

Again,  I wil l  talk about the small items. If  you were 
living in rural Man itoba, and all of sudden found that 
you were going to be taxed at a different rate than 
everyone else for the RCM P protection that you had 
in your local community, you could understand the 
consternation that goes with that. By one small, simple 
change we have already managed to allow the two 
municipalities in question to get out of the other costs 
that they were suddenly being saddled with in terms 
of bui lding up their policing costs. Those are the little 
things that show the difference between the way which 
we intend to provide financial management in this 
province, and the manner in which they have received 
their financial management up unti l  now. 

A few thousand dollars spent in police services in 
one area, is l ike a few mil l ion being dropped i nto a 
metropolis. That is the kind of unfettered, irrational 
attention, or lack of attention that rural Manitoba has 
been used to receiving in the few short, far too long 
years that we just came through under the previous 
administration. 

I want to make a couple of other points regarding 
the turnaround of the ship of state of the Province of 
Manitoba, if you wil l .  We are talking about whether or 
not this should be a Budget that exercises more 
restraint. Is it the previous Budget in different clothes? 
Those are the kind of questions that the Members 
across the way have asked. lt is neither. lt is a Budget 
that has recognized the real ity of the position that the 
Government found itself in when we began to put 
together the Budget for this year. We recognized the 
reality of the fact that this province could not continue 
with the kind of deficits that it had. We recognized the 
reality of the fact that programs were well under way 
when we assumed responsibil ity for Government in this 
province. We recognized the fact that there were 
incomes that were being generated, which we would 
have to allocate in a responsible manner. 

We have used far more of those funds to reduce the 
deficit than has been previously demonstrated . If we 
were to go further, it is our contention that we would 
have irreparably damaged some of the programs and 
that some of the people of this province who had made 
plans based on programs in which they were enrolled 
would no longer be able to l ive up to those plans. 

The bottom l ine in every province, in  every Budget, 
is whether or not that Budget is acceptable to the broad 
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base of electorate. Does John Lunchbucket out there 
feel that he is getting a fair shake out of this Budget? 
I contend that he does because he knows the costs 
of dealing with everyday expenditures better than 
anyone else in this province. He knows that we have 
to mainta in  the socia l  services t h at have been 
established and which he and his family have come to 
reply upon. If you were to make radical, d ramatic 
changes in  midstream, not only would you change the 
programs, you would compound the effect of your 
changes and you would pay the price. 

So any politician who wants to go out and hammer 
this Budget, I would contend does so at his own peri l 
because the people out there who have to pay the 
taxes, who are not living on the salary of a legislative 
Member but who are earning their soup and sandwiches 
as working men and women across this province, realize 
fully the debt that this province has been left with, and 
they realize fully that we have to deal with that debt 
i n  an ongoing and responsible manner. We are taking 
the very f i rst steps towards d o i n g  t h at in the  
presentation of  th is  Budget. 

The question has been raised a few times about 
whether or not we have done enough for agriculture. 
I guess I made my point during the Throne Speech 
debate that fully more than half of this caucus was 
elected because we were sick and tired of the way 
agriculture was being treated. If you think that we are 
going to turn back on that mandate at this time, you 
are wrong. 

At the same time, we have a responsibil ity to al l  
people in this province. We have addressed some of 
the the more immediate problems in agriculture, but 
those ongoing future problems of planning wil l  be part 
of the  ongo ing  process of putt ing  i n  p lace new 
management and new Government direction in this 
province. Again I suggest to you ,  anyone who says in 
three months there should be a dramatic turnaround 
d oes not understand the reality of how this province 
has to be funded and how the programs have to be 
d irected. 

• (2140) 

Rural Manitoba, in its hour of need , has been met 
in the best way possible by this Budget. Certainly, those 
who will face continuing and ongoing problems with 
water supplies across the province wil l receive as much 
service as we can possibly deliver through the Water 
Services Board within the l imitations of manpower. But 
we will do everything within our power to make sure 
that they do receive the services that they need if the 
back of this drought is not soon broken. 

The debate goes on about jobs across this province. 
We h ave not yet seen the prob lems that  w i l l  be 
developing from the lack of income that we are going 
to see across all of southern Manitoba, south of the 
Riding Mountains, and a sound fiscal policy without 
dramatic changes that keeps the social framework in 
place so that, if these people have to fal l  on t imes that 
should be that tough,  we will be there. That is why you 
do not take and tear the guts out of a Government 
program in the middle of the year. 
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That is why you test and challenge the publ ic service 
people to provide the informat ion and test the i r  
professionalism to work with you when there is  a change 
in Government. We have not found them wanting. They 
have performed. We bel ieve, as a Government, that we 
have not been found wanting because this document 
demonstrates a direction, a changing of the direction 
that is not radical now but it is a change into the wind. 
We will turn back the tide of deficit in this province. 

To have the weight of a drought put upon the Budget 
of this province at this time is exceptionally bad luck, 
i f  you wil l .  The Province of Saskatchewan has had to 
deal in an ongoing manner with a drought that has 
been far more severe than one we have had to face 
here. At the same time, they have made the effort to 
make sure that they were there during the hour of need 
for their agricultural producers. M r. Speaker, I can 
guarantee you that desire to be ready, to be able and 
to have the programs to serve rural Man itoba, if this 
drought is not soon broken, the wil l is here. 

We are prepared to work with all Parties and all people 
in this province to make sure that we have adequate 
employment across the province, not just for agriculture 
but for everyone. If you are going to have adequate 
employment, you have got to have adequate growth. 
If you are going to have adequate growth, you wil l have 
income. If you have income, you wil l  be able to pay 
the deficit of this province. 

I commend the Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness) 
on the job that he has done in bringing forward this 
Budget. I commend it to the people of this province, 
and I recommend to the Opposition that if they truly 
believe that fiscal responsibi l ity is important in  this 
province, if they truly believe that sound management 
is important, then they must believe that this Budget 
is an acceptable document and one that they can easily 
support. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Sieve Ashton (Thompson): Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to be able to participate in the Budget debate 
once again. I have participated in  every Budget Debate 
since I have been a Member of this Legislature, because 
it gives us all an opportunity to address economic and 
fiscal policy issues. 

The overall economic d irection the province is taking 
is indicated by the Budget, but also is indicated by 
other policies and programs that are being implemented 
by the Government of the Day. In my speech today and 
the continuation of my speech tomorrow, I will be 
attem pt ing in many ways to put  t h e  B ud get i n  
perspective. I n  doing so, I wil l  be looking at the recent 
past pol itically in this province, looking a bit at the 
present, and also I hope to be able to look at the future 
as well . 

I would l ike to begin,  as I normally do, with my 
constituency and what th is  Budget means to my 
constituents. I would say that it does not  real ly mean 
a heck of a lot. In  fact, I would say, for most of my 
constituents, this wil l  be a very d isappointing Budget. 
There are no breaks for the ordinary citizen in this 
Budget. There are breaks for businesses. I suppose 
lnco is one of the major beneficiaries but if people -
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( Interjection}- "Where are they located-in Thompson?" 
asks the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Findlay). I would 
l ike him to ask my constituents where they would prefer 
the break to go, to lnco or to the average citizen in 
Thompson. 

I will tell the Minister of Agriculture that most people 
think that lnco is doing quite wel l  this year with record 
profits, I might add, and that it is the average taxpayer 
who needs the break, not the big corporation. That is 
why once agai n ,  as I sa id ,  the Bud get is very 
d isappointing in  terms of the average constituent of 
mine. 

There is also no real economic strategy in  this 
document. There is no job creation strategy. There is 
no indication of what is going to be happening in  terms 
of hydro development, for example, which is very 
important to my constituency. I have many people in  
Thompson who are employed working at  th is  very 
moment at Limestone, and they are very concerned 
about the direction this Government has indicated it 
will take in  terms of hydro construction, the go-slow 
pol icy on Conawapa. Once agai n ,  they are q u ite 
concerned about the lack of any indication of any 
change of mind by the Government in the Budget 
document. 

There is also no mention of another issue, and I realize 
it is a localized issue, but it is probably one of the most 
important budgetary issues for most of my constituents, 
and that is northern tax allowance. For those Members 
who are not aware, t h e  federal  Conservative 
Government, when they brought down the regulations 
about a year-and-a-half ago for the northern tax 
allowance, did not include Thompson or Wabowden. 

I think anybody who has got any passing knowledge 
of northern conditions, northern Manitoba in  particular, 
realize just how ridiculous that was. We fought and we 
fought hard as a community, as communities actually, 
because we were not alone-there are many others 
across Canada. In fact, right at the final moment, I think 
within a few days of the last f inal deadl ine for f i l ing 
income taxes this year, the federal Government finally 
said that they recognized that we were northern 
communities, and we did in  fact receive the Northern 
Tax Allowance.- ( Interjection}- To the Deputy Premier 
(Mr. Cummings), I might add that the Minister of Finance 
previously, Eugene Kostyra, was one of the people 
s peak i n g  up the  strongest for Thom pson and 
Wabowden. 

I am raising this issue now in  the hopes that the 
present Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness) wil l  also 
speak up and the present Government will also speak 
up because it is a matter of particular concern to my 
constituents, partly obviously because of the tax 
benefits involved but also because of the principle. I 
think there has been nothing that has infuriated people 
more in the past couple of years, in fact in the entire 
seven years t h at I have been an M LA,  than the  
suggestion by  the  federal Government in  Ottawa that 
Thompson was not a northern community. 

The reason I am raising this issue now is because 
our federal Government, in  its beloved wisdom, has 
indicated that, yes, Thompson is a northern community 
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but we wil l  only receive the tax benefits for two years. 
There is going to be a review, a committee, a study, 
whatever, to determine whether in fact Thompson will 
permanently receive this benefit. So Thompson has 
been declared a northern community for two years. 

You can understand ,  I think, why people are still 
somewhat frustrated and why you are sti l l  going to hear 
a lot from me in this Legislature about this issue. You 
are certainly going to hear about this issue during the 
federal election when it is called , because I think every 
single citizen in Thompson is going to raise this issue. 

In fact, one of the reasons why we were able to receive 
the federal change of heart, I think, was the fact that 
people in their outrage signed over 4,500 petitions. 
When you consider the fact that that is one petition 
per household, that is an amazing number of petitions. 
I think that grassroots effort and the many people who 
organized that deserve to be particularly congratulated 
because we did get the message through.  

But, as is the case when you are in the North, you 
often have to continue to fight to get your case across 
and that is what we are going to do. I can tell you right 
now that we are not going to stop on that issue until 
we receive the full tax allowance on a permanent basis. 
We expect-in fact, we are going to demand the support 
of the provincial Government on this because, as I said 
before, t here was f u l l  support of the  previous 
Government, and I do  not see any reason why there 
should not be the complete support of the current 
Government or in fact the full support of all Parties in 
th is  H ouse, because I th ink  everybody obviously 
acknowledges that Thompson and Wabowden are 
northern communities just as much as the many other
in fact, the more than 200 communities that were 
included in the initial boundaries as el igible for the 
allowance. 

* (2150) 

But as I said ,  the real reaction of my constituency 
when I went back this past weekend was one of 
d isappointment, in fact one of puzzlement as well ,  
because a lot of people came up to me and asked, 
they said,  well ,  what were the Conservatives talking 
about all those years in Opposition when they turn 
around and introduce spending plans in many of the 
departments that in many ways echo what was in the 
previous Budget and echoes what the NDP have been 
talking about? I think people have been looking with 
puzzlement at the sudden change of heart of the 
Conservative Government. Wel l ,  I think I know why they 
have changed their heart at least for now and I am 
going to get to that in a few minutes, but certainly that 
is the reaction of my constituency. But as I said,  the 
bottom-l ine reaction to the Budget is there is not much 
in  th is for the ordinary citizen. I certain ly agree with 
that. 

How did we get here? How did we end up in this 
situation? What has happened in the five months since 
the NDP Budget was presented? What has happened? 
Let us take a trip down memory lane for a few minutes. 
Let us try and place this period in Manitoba's political 
history only five months ago. I say, Manitoba's political 
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history because, having heard the Conservative Budget 
speeches this time around, I have a hard time 
remembering that it was only five months ago that, for 
example, the Tory Finance critic, the current Minister 
of Finance (Mr. Manness), said that his Party would cut 
Government expenditures by $112 million if elected . 
In fact, he said, I believe that we would be able to find 
2.5 percent savings in expenditures. 

Well, what did they do? Was it cut by 2.5 percent? 
Was it cut by $112 million? Did they find all these 
horrendous wasteful expenditures in the departments? 
Well, no. Their average expenditure-in fact, their 
overall expenditure works out to be almost exactly the 
same as the Budget previously. It was only five months 
ago that we were hearing the Minister of Finance talking 
about major cuts but today, now that he is the Minister 
of Finance, all of a sudden we are finding the spending 
is very similar overall. 

Was it just the Minister of Finance who was talking 
about that? No, it was also the then-Leader of the 
Opposition, the current Premier (Mr. Filmon), and I am 
glad that the Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness) is 
listening attentively now to my comments. The Premier, 
then the Leader of the Opposition , he introduced the 
motion of non-confidence into the House that said 
that-and I will just quote a couple of the key elements 
in that resolution. He talked about ". . . ignoring the 
long-term effect of uncontrolled spending " - once 
again, a reference to spending. I just indicated what 
this current Budget holds. It talked about: " .. . has 
dipped into the pockets of ordinary Manitobans for an 
enormous tax haul of $185 million more in personal 
income taxes." 

Well, there are various other components to this 
resolution, but I just want to concentrate on that for 
a moment. Now what is the average resident of my 
constituency going to be paying in terms of taxes when 
they fill out their form next year? Less taxes? No. In 
fact, they are going to be paying more because the 
progression from the I percent to the 2 percent when 
they fill out their tax forms next year, they are certainly 
going to be paying more. They will not be paying less 
taxes. 

I want to stress that for a minute, because I just 
want to get to another period in our recent political 
history in a couple of minutes, and that was the election 
and the expectations that people had. I want to compare 
the comments that were made then, the expectations 
that people had, and the reality of today. Well, we did 
have that non-confidence motion. That was the non
confidence motion that led to the election. 

Let us talk about the election. I remember the 
camAaign commercials-I am sure most Members of 
this House do-the campaign commercials with the tax 
form -{Interjection)- The Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard) 
remembers that one, the one with the tax form , and 
talking about NDP taxes. I can tell you, going door to 
door, the expectation on many of my constituents was, 
well, the Conservatives are raising the issue of Autopac 
and raising the issue of taxes. They are going to do 
something about it, right? Well here we are today. The 
Conservative Government has been in for three months. 
They have brought in their new Budget. Has Autopac 
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gone down? No, Autopac has not gone down. Not a 
single person in my constituency is paying less for 
Autopac. So, so much for that expectation. 

Have taxes gone down? I must say there that taxes 
have gone down for business by $4P million, but the 
taxes that the Conservatives were talking about in the 
election were personal income taxes. Have personal 
income taxes gone down? Well you know very well that 
they have not , and my constituents are beginning to 
wonder what happened. 

This election culminated in the election of this 
Government in April, this is only a few months ago. 
We are talking about a difference of three and four 
months. So what has happened in that period of time? 
We have seen the Conservative Government go from 
talking of major cuts in expenditure when they were 
in this House before. Then we saw in the election them 
talking about cutting taxes and Autopac and now we 
have seen, when they get in, they do neither. Let us 
try and figure out this puzzle. What has happened in 
this interim? 

There is one obvious fact , and that is that the 
Conservative Party in Manitoba performed the unheard
of feat in the election -(Interjection)- the unheard-of 
feat for the Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard). What they 
did is they turned victory into defeat. The old political 
maxim is that Governments defeat themselves. I can 
tell you quite honestly, when I entered that election, I 
must say-I am not saying that I am a pessimist-but 
I did have every expectation that, yes indeed, the NDP 
could lose that election in terms of the Government. 
The Conservatives are applauding. 

Did they have the expectation that they, so confident 
after the defeat of the Government in the House-I 
remember the looks on their face. I remember the 
Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey), in particular, 
that motion that we have seen repeated on television 
repeatedly, that great sense of, well, we have got them 
now. Well, did they get them now? What happened to 
the Conservative Party? They came out of the election 
with fewer seats and fewer votes than they entered the 
election. This is the first Opposition Party in Canadian 
history, I think, to be handed the election, and then to 
fumble it in the space of 50 days to the point where 
they end up with fewer seats and fewer votes than 
when they entered. 

What is the relevance of this to the change in their 
attitude? It is very relevant, because I think there are 
two kinds of Tories. There are what I would call the 
conservative Conservatives. They stand up and they 
say, I am a Conservative. They get excited about 
particular types of issues. Some people even call them 
dinosaurs. There are quite a few of them in Ottawa. 
They tend to surface when they are talking about the 
Official Languages Bill and issues such as that. They 
tend to show their true colours. They get up and they 
huff and they puff, and they say I am true, I am a 
conservative Conservative. That is the one type. 

But there is another type too. They are often called 
red Tories, moderates, whatever. I call them no-name 
Tories, because essentially what they stand for is not 
being a conservative Conservative because they realize 
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that being a dinosaur is not that popular politically. The 
current Premier (Mr. Filmon) has built a political career 
on being a no-name Conservative. I say that because, 
in reality, I cannot d istinguish between the current 
Premier and say, for example, Sterling Lyon when he 
was Leader. I run through the issues that I saw take 
place in the seven years that I have been in this 
Legislature with the previous Sterl ing Lyon. There may 
be a difference in style, I will admit it-a slight difference 
in style between the Member for Tuxedo (Mr. Filmon)
" Landslide," as he has been called in our  caucus 
recently-there may be some difference in style but 
what difference is there in terms of policy? There 
basically is no difference when the Tories were in
between elections, none whatsoever. 

The Member talked about cutting the deficit on social 
issues. For example, they opposed The Human Rights 
Act. He followed the agenda of the right wing of the 
Conservative Party to the hilt. But during elections it 
was d ifferent .  Does anyo n e  remember t he 1986 
elect i o n ?  I a m  sure the M i n ister of F inance ( M r. 
Manness) will remember well ,  and the Member for 
Lakeside (Mr. Enns). This was the Conservative Party 
that for five years have been talking about Government 
waste and expenditure. In  their platform in 1986 what 
d i d  they talk about? I ncreasi n g  health and social  
spending. What d id people say to that? Most people 
just did not believe it because they remember what 
the Tories have done when they were in Government. 
They remember what they had said for five years, 
changing for that one month did not change the political 
views of people. 
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That is the situation we are in now, I think, in  
Manitoba; that is ,  that the no-name Tories are in control 
here. The buzz word is to be moderate, to talk about 
concern. The buzz word is we are not going to be 
cutting back, we are not going to be laying off. Why 
is that, M r. Speaker? lt is because there is a minority 
Government, there could be an election at any time. 
So they reverted to the Conservative pol icies that you 
see during elections because Conservatives run on 
moderate platforms in elections. I even remember the 
1977 election. There were all sorts of assurances. I 
remember Sterl ing Lyon said there will be no civil 
servants laid off. 

An Honourable Member: He did not say that. 

Mr. Aahton: Yes, he d id .  He came to Thompson. He 
said there wil l be no layoffs of civil servants. I wil l  
continue tomorrow, Mr. Speaker, with what actually 
happened. 

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

The hour being 10 p.m.,  I am interrupting proceedings 
according to the rules. When this motion is again before 
the House, the H onourable Member for Thompson (Mr. 
Ashton) wil l have 25 minutes remaining. 

The House is now adjourned and stands adjourned 
until 1 :30 p.m. tomorrow (Tuesday). 




