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The House metat 1:30 p.m.
PRAYERS
ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
PRESENTING PETITIONS

Ms. Becky Barrett (Wellington): Mr. Speakaer, |
beg to present the petition of Terrence G. McCallum,
Derek A. Sutherland, Gerald Levesque and others
requesting the government show its strong
commitment to dealing with child abuse by
considering restoring the Fight Back Against Child
Abuse campaign.

READING AND RECEIVING PETITIONS

Mr. Speaker: | have reviewed the petition of the
honourable member. It conforms with the privileges
and practices of the House and complies with the
rules (by leave). Is it the will of the House to have
the petition read?

The petition of the undersigned citizens of the
province of Manitoba humbly sheweth

THAT child abuse is a crime abhorred by all good
citizens of our society, but nonetheless it exists in
today's world; and

It is the responsibility of the government to
recognize and deal with this mostvicious of crimes;
and

Programs like the Fight Back Against Child Abuse
campaign raise public awareness and necessary
funds to deal with the crime; and

The decision to terminate the Fight Back Against
Child Abuse campaign will hamper the efforts of all
good citizens to help abused children.

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that
the Legislature of the Province of Manitoba may be
pleased to request that the government of Manitoba
show a strong commitment to deal with Child Abuse
by considering restoring the Fight Back Against
Child Abuse campaign. (Ms. Barrett)

| have reviewed the petition, and it conforms with
the privileges and practices of the House and
complies with the rules. Is it the will of the House to
have the petition read?

The petition of the undersigned citizens of the
province of Manitoba humbly sheweth

THAT child abuse is a crime abhorred by all good
citizens of our society, but nonetheless it existe in
today’s world; and

It is the responsibility of the government to
recognize and deal with this most vicious of crimes;
and

Programs like the Fight Back Against Child Abuse
campaign raise public awareness and necessary
funds to deal with the crime; and

The decision to terminate the Fight Back Against
Child Abuse campaign will hamper the efforts of all
good citizens to help abused children.

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that
the Legislature of the Province of Manitoba may be
pleased to request that the government of Manitoba
show a strong commitment to deal with Child Abuse
by considering restoring the Fight Back Against
Child Abuse campaign. (Mr. Chomiak)

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS AND
TABLING OF REPORTS

Hon. Donald Orchard (Minister of Health): Mr.
Speaker, | have a statement for the House with
copies for all members and a copy of a working
group report on breast cancer screening.

When | became Minister of Health, | made a
commitment that the most fundamental concern of
my ministry would be to improve the healthstatus of
Manitobans and that | would see that resources
were appropriately targeted to those Manitobans
who were most at risk of ill health. In that context, |
recognized that women'’s health would be one of the
highest priorities for my ministry. That is why we
created the Women’s Health Directorate and why
we gave women's health a high profile in the healthy
public policy programs division of the ministry.

| made another commitment that we would not
simply keep doing things in the same old way. We
would not continue along the all too familiar pattern
where planning for health care is distracted by
emotion, by inaccurate information and by
inadequate research.
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| am pleased to provide you with the Report of the
Working Group on Breast Cancer Screening. The
work done by the Working Group on Breast Cancer
Screening challenges the old approach and is
based on sound scientific data, analysis and
research. This scientific data may make some
people uncomfortable, but | have a responsibility to
respond to the valid conclusions of scientific
research.

| made the commitment that the new initiatives
and programs of the ministry would receive priority
on the basis of the evidence for their effectiveness
in terms of improving the health status of
Manitobans. | have attempted to ensure that | have
received the best and most expert evidence-based
advice as the basis for reforming the health care
system. For example, that is why | established the
Manitoba Centre for Health Policy and Evaluation
and why | called together the high-profile
professionals to advise me on one of the most
critical women’s health issues, breast cancer
screening.

Every year, in Manitoba, over 600 women will get
breastcancer. Except for skin cancer, itis the most
common form of cancer in women in Canada, and
it is the leading cause of cancer-related death in
women. It is a tragedy that directly and indirectly
touches most Manitoba families. As with many
cancers, the cause and cure for breast cancer
continues to elude researchers. In this province, we
are committed to do whatever we can within the
resources and the appropriate technology available
to assure the best possible protection against the
incidence of breast cancer in women.

One year ago, in January 1991, the ministry
convened a working group to address the issue of
breast cancer screening and to provide a report and
recommendations to me on the advisability of
instituting mass mammography screening in
Manitoba. The report of the working group is based
on work conducted by an ad hoc technical
committee struck in 1989 in response to events in
other jurisdictions and in response to changing
patterns of practice in Manitoba. The technical
committee had the mandate to assess and identify
effective options for early detection of breast cancer.
The committee then turned its work over to the
working group which was asked to look at
implementation options.

It should be emphasized that a mixture of clinical
mammographies and screening mammographies is
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already occurring in Manitoba. In 1991, while the
working group was reviewing the evidence, there
were over 45,000 mammograms conducted in
Manitoba. The working group was able to
concentrate most of ite efforts on consideration of
the evidence for the effectiveness andrisk of various
options.

*(1335)

The membership of the working group was
carefully chosen to represent the best available
expertise on breast cancer screening in Manitoba.
Several of them will be present today at 3 p.m. in
Room 254 to go over details of the report, Mr.
Speaker. The working group was chaired by Sue
Hicks, Acting Assistant Deputy Minister, Healthy
Public Policy Programs and also the Director of the
Women's Health Directorate.

The rest of the working group consisted of 13
representatives from medical oncology, surgery,
radiology, pathology, the Manitoba Medical
Association, the University of Manitoba,
Department of Community Health Sciences, the
Women's Health Clinic, the Canadian Cancer
Society and the Women's Health Branch of
ManitobaHealth. Nine ofthe 13 membersincluding
the chairperson are women researchers, health
educators, medical practitioners, health care
providers or administrators.

| will not read the list of membership of the
committee, but | am sure all members of the
Chamber would like to thank the dedicated
professionals for their advice and the many hours of
work spent on researching to present the report that
| am tabling today, Mr. Speaker.

This group has spent the last year intensively
reviewing the current research on the benefits, risks
and limitations of mass screening with
mammography. It has also looked carefully at
mammography programs that have been
established in Europe, the United States and in
other provinces in Canada. To date, British
Columbia, Alberta, Saskatchewan, Ontario and
Nova Scotia have established mammography
screening programs.

Women themselves have been asking for
clarification of the breast screening issues, and
measures are currently underway to provide them
with up-to-date balanced information about the
risks, benefits and limitations of mammography
screening. The Women's Health Branch will work



March 5, 1992

with women's health agencies and others in
educating women aboutbreast screening.

Access to women who, in conjunction with their
health care providers, choose periodic screening
will be in no way affected by this report, and
diagnostic services will remain available as usual.
We will place special emphasis to ensure that
women who are in high-risk categories will continue
to have access to screening and diagnostic
services. What this working group hasfound s that
many questions remain to be answered about the
effects of mammography screening.

* (1340)

The earlier optimism and hoped-for benefits are
not convincingly supported by the evidence at this
time. Women under age 50 do notappear to benefit
from periodic screening with mammography in
terms of reduced mortality, and the benefits to
women over age 50 are still being determined. The
extent of problems that may result from
mammography, such as false negative results and
false positive results are just beginning to be
understood. We also do not know the risk from
additional exposure to X-rays posed by the
screening.

The working group has recommended that no
program be established this year until there is further
evidence of benefit to women from mass screening.
Studies such as the Canadian National Breast
Screening Study in which Manitoba women
participated are expected to provide important
information on the issues in question. These
studies have been undertaken precisely because
questions exist about the benefits and risks of
mammography screening, and to proceed without
benefit of their findings at this time would be
premature and notin the best interests of women in
Manitoba. This report has the support of the
Manitoba Centre for Health Policy and Evaluation,
and itis consistent with our government'’s approach
to have solid supportive data before introducing new
programs.

| would like to announce action the ministry is
taking in response to the report of the working group.
First, by summer, we will launch an educational
campaign to educate women about breast cancer
and to educate health professionals on the risks and
benefits of the options available for breast cancer
screening.

Secondly, in addition, in conjunction with the
Centre for Evaluative Clinical Sciences in
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Dartmouth, New Hampshire, and based onthe most
recent medical research available and on the best
available clinical expertise in Manitoba, we will
produce a video on breast cancer screening and
make it widely available to women and their
physicians. The video will contain the most
up-to-date information on the risks and benefits of
screening and will contain the kind of detail that will
empower women to make informed choices about
their own health.

| will shortly announce the establishment of a
breast cancer screening advisory group with
appropriate membership to monitor evidence
regarding breast cancer screening. In particular,
one of the first tasks of the group will be to review
the results of the Canadian National Breast
Screening Study whichare expected to be released
this spring. The group will also continue to monitor
and reassess the appropriate opfions for breast
cancer screening and prevention so that we can
take immediate action as new evidence becomes
available.

Fourth, the ministry will continue to support and
encourage national and Manitoba research on
breastcancer prevention, treatment and screening.
Few of us have not been personally touched by
breast cancer, and all of us sense the urgency to
deal with this tragic disease. This government's
commitment is to the health and well-being of all
women, and with this commitment comes the
responsibility to ensure that health services for
women are truly effective and based on sound
evidence of benefit. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Ms. Judy Wasylycla-Lels (St. Johns): |
appreciate the opportunity to put some comments
on record in response to the Minister of Health's
statement on breast cancer, and | begin on behalf
of our caucus by thanking the minister, this
government, and the working group who have
devoted considerable time delving into a most
critical issue for women, that of breast cancer. We
appreciate the focus that this minister and this
government have given to this issue, and we
appreciate this update report.

As the minister has said, this is a very scary issue
for over half the population of our province and our
country. By the minister's own statistics, in 1989,
there were 157 deaths and 655 diagnosed cases of
breastcancer. Thatis a very scary thought for all of
us, Mr. Speaker, for all the women in this House, in
this province, in this country. By the minister's other
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statistics in our Estimates debates, he has indicated
that one in 11 women in this country are struck with
breast cancer. That means one of us in this House
can face that prospect at any time. It is scary, and
it needs urgent attention.

* (1345)

The minister has indicated that he recognizes the
urgency of the problem. Itis urgentbecause we are
getting so many different mixed messages about
how to detect, how to treat and how to deal with
breast cancer. The minister has appropriately
addressed the mixed message we are getting.

I, for one, was very concerned and took a very
adamant position in Estimates that this government
was breaking its promise reiterated in a couple of
Speeches from the Throne about the need to have
a breast screening mammogram. | remember
yelling from the rooftops and going after the minister
like crazy about the lack of action on this issue. He
pointed out to me some of the studies that were
coming in indicating that this technology may not be
as foolproof and as sound a piece of technology as
we had originally thought.

However, there are still mixed messages out
there, as the minister knows, and women like us do
not know what to do in terms of getting tested.
Some reports have indicated that the breast
screening mammogram has increased the chances
of cancer among women by a considerable
percentage. Other studies show that the
mammogram has, In certain age categories,
improved or reduced deaths among women from
breast cancer by 20 percent. There is confusion
and uncertainty, and a need to deal with It urgently.

| trust that this minister’s statement today will be
backed up by resources allocated in next week's
budget. | trust there will be staff and resources
pulled together to ensure this wide-sweeping,
massive education campaign to tell women about
the need to get involved in self-examination, to get
good physical examinations on a regular basis and
to study the relationship to diet, stress and physical
environment. | am concerned that this be done on
an urgent basis, and | am concerned about a
number of other women and health issues.

The minister has addressed in the past the
question of Depo-Provera, an injectable
contraceptive for which there are rumours thatit will
be imminently approved by the federal drug
protection agency. The minister has indicated he is
prepared to fight that kind of approval, but we are
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asking him today if he will fight the use of that
injectable contraceptive among vulnerable target
groups in our population, right now in the province
of Manitoba, when they are injected with this
contraceptive for purposes of sterilization.

We know that only about 3 percent of all medical
research funds goes toward dealing with women's
health issues. That is a very small percentage for
over half the population. We have had the
discussions before about what would be an
appropriate allocation, and | would like today to use
this opportunity to suggest that, for too long, the
health of women has been treated as a very
secondary second-class issue, that in fact, many
times, women have been treated as guinea pigs for
the purposes of trying out and advancing certain
products when it comes to contraception or breast
implants.

Everyone in this House knows full well the horror
stories around the Meme breast implant and
contraceptives like Depo-Provera, where women
have been used as guinea pigs. We have a saying
on this side of the House that, if men could get
pregnant, perhaps a lot more money would be
devoted to research into contraceptives.

| would conclude by saying, once again,
commendations and congratulations to this
minister, and particularly to the members of his
working group, who have put long hours into this
very important issue of breast cancer screening.
We look forward to being updated with respect to
this study, these inquiries and reviews. We look
forward to this issue being treated on an urgent
basis. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Gulzar Cheema (The Maples): Mr. Speaker, |
would like to applaud the government for this step.
In 1988, in our campaign, and 1990 campaign, that
was one of the issues. During the discussion
between 1988 and 1990, in all the Health Estimates,
that was one of the major issues that all the parties
discussed, and we asked the minister to look at the
issue very carefully.

| think we should learn from this very good
example, that the data which has been given to us
today—and we do not have the time to review the
whole process, but it is a good example that we
should look at the data very carefully in terms of
developing a major policy which is going to have a
long-term impact, and not just follow one example
in one part of the world or the other part of the world
and just jump on the policy conclusions. This is a
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very important issue and is one of the examples
where we can develop a long-term policy.
* (1350)

Also, how the health policy centre has been
helpful in this issue, thatagain emphasizes the point
that we must be very careful in health policies to
develop a policy which will save us money in the
long run. This is one example which will not only
save money, but most importantly, it will help more
than 50 percent of our population. | think itis a very
serious matter that this cancer in women is one of
the leading causes of death in this country. For an
industrialized nation to be worried about such a
major issue and not do analysis, | think, is very sad,
but now the governments are realizing, and
Manitoba has taken the lead.

| am sure the other provinces can learn from us,
because we have data, we have individuals who
have worked very hard, and they will continue to
develop a policy which will help in the long run.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to reinforce again that
the other aspect which is veryimportantin our health
care policy is the education of the public and the
education of this particular group, to teach them that
we have this health risk problem. Then each and
every person knows the risk factors, and that can be
dealt with in terms of health care professionals as
well as through the Department of Health.

The minister should take a positive stand. They
have taken in fact one part, to have a video
developed explaining to the women of Manitoba
how they can have access to a lot of services. |
think we should also make sure that these services
are not only available in Winnipeg but also in the
North and other rural communities, because this
procedure can be done in any community, and if you
give advance notice, people can come there and
have those procedures done. We want the minister
to make sure that each and every Manitoban has
equal access to this good program, and we will
continue to monitor and make sure that we are on
the right track.

Finally, | would like to pay our special thanks to
the group in this particular section which has worked
very hard. They are very knowledgeable people,
and they have no political bias, another good
example of how the people of Manitoba can work
together to achieve this very meaningful way to
provide health care to our people. Thank you.
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introduction of Guests

Mr. Speaker: Prior to Oral Questions, may | direct
the attention of honourable members to the gallery,
where we have with us this afternoon, from St.
John's-Ravenscourt, thirty-five Grade 9 students,
and they are under the direction of Mr. Einarson.
This school is located in the constituency of the
honourable Minister of Education and Training (Mrs.
Vodrey).

On behalf of all honourable members, | welcome
you here this afternoon.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Clean Environment Commission Report
Provinclal Park Land Usage

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Opposition): Mr.
Speaker, | have a question to the Minister of
Environment.

The new Environment Act passed in 1988 or
proclaimed in 1988 provided for a public process
and an open process for licensing for all new
proposed forest management plans in the province
of Manitoba. The government has followed through
on the legislation with the Clean Environment
Commission hearings and report that is now in the
hands of the governmentand now before the public.
There are a number ofkey recommendationsin that
report that have a great deal of significance for the
people of Manitoba.

| would ask the Minister of Environment, dealing
withspecificrecommendationsin the report, dealing
with Nopiming Park and the recommendation
asking the government to cancel all commercial
forestry activity in all provincial parks in terms of a
phased-out way, whether the government is going
to supportthatrecommendationbefore the ministry,
or is it going to act in a contrary way to the
recommendations?

Hon. Glen Cummings (Minister of Environment):
Mr. Speaker, the member is correct in stating that
this report identifies an issue that has been in front
of the public for a number of years in this province,
going back to the time when he and his colleagues
were the government of this province as well, an
issue that is one that frankly this government
welcomes a further debate on, and we look forward
to an open discussion and a process that will allow
public input on the policy issues that are raised
around this particular recommendation.
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There were a number of recommendations
regarding the future use of park lands. Mr.Speaker,
it is not an issue from which we intend to shy away
from.

| would remind the member of the process under
which these recommendations are dealt with. The
director within the Department of Environment will
deal with those portions of the recommendations
that are the responsibility of the department. In the
broader policy issues, we look forward to an open
and public process of discussion and, in fact,
following very much along the lines that were
recommended in the report.

* (1355)

Mr. Doer: Mr. Speaker, we have had the open
public process with the licensing process. | would
remind the minister that the Premier even got
involved, Premier Pawley, in 1985, in the Atikaki
Park, in stopping the logging that was granted by a
licence in 1979, stopping the logging in that
wilderness park and negotiating with the company
for alternative wood supply outside of that
wilderness park.

The question is, Mr. Speaker, what is the
government going to do on those major
recommendations? | recognize that they are broad
policy issues, as the minister has indicated, but he
has not told us today in the House where the
government stands.

Iwould ask the minister another specific question.
In 1989, | wrote the minister recommending a
process of stakeholders’ involvement in many of
these licensing and monitoring processes. A
similar recommendation has been provided to the
minister in this Clean Environment Commission
report, calling on the government to establish a
stakeholders’ advisory committee to not only advise
the government and stakeholders on the various
resources and issues at stake, but also to monitor
the conformity of the company and the province to
the terms of the licensing agreement.

| would ask the minister, will he follow through on
that recommendation, a recommendation, quite
frankly, that has been before the minister for a
number of years on dealing with forest management
plans?

Mr. Cummings: Mr. Speaker, | welcome the
Leader of the Opposition raising that question
because, as a matter of fact, that is a process that
has been written into and used in a number of
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situations already in this province. We have
involved advisory committees in the Oak Hammock
licence. We have had advisory committees in
relationship to operations with Repap, a number of
examples where that type of process is used. The
member knows the process probably as well or
better than | do. | would think that he should
recognize that to ask me to respond definitively to
certain conditions that may or may not be in the
licence as written by the director, a licence which,
by the way, | am the appeal to. It would probably be
inappropriate for me to comment much further than
that.

Mr.Doer: Mr. Speaker, if the minister is using the
model of Oak Hammock Marsh and Ducks
Unlimited, and the Repap project where they had
chlorine bleach proposed, the last jurisdiction in the
world to go ahead with a project like that, then we
are in a lot of trouble in this province in terms of
where we are going.

Clean Environment Commission Report
Provinclal Park Land Usage

Mr.Gary Doer(Leaderofthe Opposition): A final
question to the minister responsible for the
divestiture of Repap corporation. Last week, the
minister released terms of reference in this House,
terms of reference quite a bit altered from the
original terms of reference that the minister had
incorporated in the contract he had negotiated.

My question to the minister responsible: Will he
incorporate in the terms of reference and amend the
terms of reference that he now has with the Repap
corporation to include some of the
recommendations in the Clean Environment
Commission report that do impact on the Repap
situation, specifically dealing with provincial parks
and also dealing with stakeholders’ committees,
stakeholders’ committees that include the inclusion
of aboriginal people who are directly affected in the
areas that are very, very crucial to this set of
discussions with the minister and very much outside
of the government'’s discussions right now?

Hon. Clayton Manness (Ministerresponsible for
the administration of The Crown Corporations
Public Review and Accountabllity Act): Mr.
Speaker, what we will not do after the public
dialogue leading to the government ultimately
making a decision is, we will not forcibly expel
cutters from one region and put them into another
park like the former government did in 1985.
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Mr. Speaker, page 113 of Article 9 of the
Purchaser’'s Covenant Agreement between Repap
and the province spelled out that, and | will quote:
Manitoba reserves the right to withdraw certain
areas within the forest managed licensed area.

It stipulates a number of reasons why, or other
uses, which Manitoba deems to be in the public
interest. Thatis part of the covenant that we have
entered into with respect to the Repap agreement.
| would fully expect, as we are structuring the
agreement, that certainly a commitment will be
made to retain thatelementwithin a new agreement.

* (1400)

North American Free Trade Agreement
Manitoba Opposition

Mr. Jerry Storle (Flin Flon): Mr. Speakaer, in July
of 1991, this government set down six conditions
which the government said must be met before they
would approve the entering into of a free trade
agreement with the United States and Mexico. On
February 17, when | asked the Minister of Industry,
Trade and Tourism (Mr. Stefanson) what the
government would be doing if these six conditions
were not met, he did not answer.

Mr. Speaker, it has today become very evident
that the six conditions outlined by the provincial
government will not be met in the free trade
discussions, that in fact Canada is prepared to give
up, and the United States continues to ask for
concessions that would open the free trade
agreement and establish other conditions which
would violate the principles set out by the minister.

My specific question to the Minister of Industry,
Trade and Tourism is: What specific action is this
government going to take when it becomes evident
thatthe free trade agreement will costManitoba jobs
andnotbe in Canada’s bestinterest? Whatwill they
do specifically to highlight their opposition?

Hon. Eric Stefanson (Minister of Industry, Trade
and Tourilsm): Mr. Speakaer, firstly, | would like to
correct the honourable member for Flin Flon that |
didanswer his questionwhen askedin terms of what
our position is, was and will continue to be. We
have said on many occasions that, if those six
conditions are not met, we do not support the
agreement. That is what was tabled here at the
House back in July of 1991, that we do not support
a North American free trade agreement unless
those six conditions are met.
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In terms of the one specific condition that he has
referred to today in terms of the reopening of the
Canada-U.S. Free Trade Agreement, that is one of
our six conditions. It has been a condition to date
of the federal government, if you listened to the
Honourable Michael Wilson, that they do not
support the opening of the Canada-U.S. Free Trade
Agreement because of concerns relative to
particular industries like our cultural industry. That
is our position. We have stated it on many
occasions, and we will continue to state that, Mr.
Speaker.

Impact on Manitoba

Mr. Jerry Storle (Flin Flon): Well, Mr. Speaker,
the minister did not answer the question. The
question was: What specific steps is the minister
going to take if he opposes it? Is it going to be a
muted opposition—

Mr. Speaker: Question please.

Mr. Storle: —Mr. Speaker, or are they actually
going to do something to protect our interests?

Mr. Speaker, my follow-up question is to the
Minister of Industry, Trade and Tourism. Can the
minister tell this House what he is going to do to
protect the vegetable producers, in particular, who
will be devastated by a free trade agreement with
Mexico? Can he tell us how many jobs will be lost
as a result—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please.

Hon. Eric Stefanson (Minister of Industry, Trade
and Tourlsm): Firstof all, Mr. Speaker, in terms of
the Manitoba position, it has been outlined in writing
to the federal minister, Mr. Wilson; it has been put
on the record on at least two occasions at
federal-provincial trade ministers’ meeting, and
probably, as a province, we have more often stated
our position than any other province within Canada,
and | want to make that clear.

In terms of any trade agreement, there are some
winners, there are some losers in terms of the
adjustments that would happen to any economy.
Clearly, a major part of it is also one of our
conditions, Mr. Speaker, whereby under any free
trade agreement, there have to be the necessary
adjustment provisions, and that would relate to any
industry that is in any way negatively affected by a
North American free trade agreement.

Mr. Storle: Mr. Speaker, we are talking about
justice. A Canadian study—
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Mr. Speaker: Order, please.

Mr.Storle: Mr. Speaker, my specific question was:
Can the minister tell the House how many jobs are
going to be jeopardized by Canada’s acquiescing to
the U.S. demands and getting into this free trade
agreement? A simple question. How many jobs?

Mr.Stefanson: As the honourable member should
know, and | would hope he realizes that, under any
of these types of negotiations, there are a series of
reviews thathave been done by all different sectors,
by all different industries. Unfortunately, it is not a
science; many of them point to different statistics.
Some indicate that Manitoba and Canada mightwell
be a net winner, even under a North American free
trade agreement.

Woe do have concerns. We do notsupporta North
American free trade agreement unless six
fundamental conditions are met. | have outlined
those for the benefit of the honourable member on
many occasions when we debated this under
private members’ resolutions, on two different
occasions. | outlined them for this House and for
the honourable member, and | would encourage him
to read Hansard so he gets them perfectly clear.

Forestry industry
Sustalnable Development

Mrs. Sharon Carstalrs (Leader of the Second
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, this government has
been long on rhetoric on a policy of sustainable
development. The Clean Environment
Commission’s recommendations yesterday clearly
are a blueprint for providing for sustainable
development, particularly in the forestry industry.

We have already heard earlier in this session that,
despite this blueprint, the government will not
commit itself to phasing out commercial forestry, it
will not commit itself to ending commercial forestry
in the park lands covered by the Repap agreement.

My question is to the Minister of Natural
Resources. Will this government commit to a
comprehensive, provincial forest policy consistent
with the principles of sustainable development
before any other forest management licences are
renewed, including Repap’s?

Hon. Harry Enns (Minister of Natural
Resources): Mr. Speaker, for the sake of some
10,000 Manitobans whose livelihoods depend on
commercial forestry, we would want to be very
cautious about disrupting their lives in an economy
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that is already in some difficulty. If | understand the
honourable member’s question correctly, my
department is very much interested in looking at
sustainable forestry in the province of Manitoba.

My department, and more importantly, interested
parties such as the Naturalists Society, The
Wilderness Society—Mr. Roger Turenne just a few
weeks ago was in my office—are well aware of the
fact that senior officialsin the department have been
working towards putting together the necessary
documentation and mechanics for extensive public
hearings that will, | suspect, take place later on this
spring, extend into the summer and perhaps the fall,
that will address some of the very issues that the
Clean Environment Commission report draws our
attention to.

| welcome that opportunity because there are a
number of issues that need to be addressed, not
least of them, one that | know that is near and dear
to the heart of my Premier (Mr. Filmon) and to which
this government is fully committed, our commitment
to the Endangered Spaces Program here in
Manitoba.

Nopiming Provinclal Park
Wildemess Status

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Second
Opposition): If the minister and if this government
are truly committed to a sustainable forestry policy,
then they will come up with a policy. They will not
commit in this House today to, in fact, establishing
that policy.

In light of his response to me, will this government
commit itself to designating the northeast corner of
Nopiming for wilderness status, given its
commitment, he says, to the Endangered Spaces
Program?

Hon. Harry Enns (Minister of Natural
Resources): | have just had the privilege of
returning from Ottawa where |, on behalf of the
Province of Manitoba, affixed my signature to a
national forest strategy that indeed this province,
along with all other stakeholders, worked very
diligently for the last several years to develop.

It was, by the way, a very encouraging ceremony,
with all provincial forestry ministers present, federal
government, Canada forestry present, a large
number of—I always have trouble with this
bureaucratic term for it, | believe they call them
NGOs, but it means nongovernment agencies or
something like that—other people there that were
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not directly affected. A number of them, including
representatives of the Canadian Wildlife Federation
and others, affixed their signature to that.

Manitoba, | might say with some pride, had a great
deal in developing this policy. | take this
occasion—a former deputy minister of my
department, Mr. Dale Stewart, chaired the review
committee that led to the successful signing
ceremony that | attended yesterday in Ottawa.

Mr. Speakaer, these kinds of policies are ongoing
commitments. They began notjustwith forestry. In
fact, we began, and my predecessor, with water and
soil, with my colleague with agriculture. We are
doing it with forestry. This government is
committed; this government leads the nation in
taking the round table discussions seriously. This
province leads the nation in taking—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please.
*(1410)

Forestry Industry
Sustalnable Development

Mrs. Sharon Carstalrs (Leader of the Second
Opposition): One has to wonder how many trees
were destroyed for all the paper that moved all
around those tables during the signing procedures.
The problem is we wanted just a little commitment
to a northeast comer of a wilderness park to get a
designation so it would not be used for commercial
logging, and we cannot get that.

Well, perhaps we can get another commitment
from the Minster of Natural Resources. Will the
government at least commit today to develop a
comprehensive provincial forest policy consistent
with the principles of sustainable development?

Hon. Harry Enns (Minister of Natural
Resources): Mr. Speaker, it has been my
experience, having been resource minister of this
province on several occasions—you know the one
thing, the general public and particularly those who
are, if you like, watchers of the environment, that
concerns them the mostiis if governments do things
without consultation. | cannot talk about a cottage
development in a park without being criticized if | do
not take in the broadest consultation.

Mr. Speaker, surely nobody on thatside suggests
thata fundamental alteration, afundamental change
in policy and in management should take place
without consultation. These consultations are
going to take place, and what is important to know
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is that it is just not myself reacting to today's
question. Mr. Roger Turenne of the Wilderness
Society knows that to be a fact; Ms. Alison Elliot of
the Manitoba Naturalists Society knows that to be a
fact. They have in fact been working with some of
my officials since fall in developing the process that
will lead to that broad public discussion that the
Clean Environment Commission calls for.

That will be the first order of business. That will
commence, | suspect, on or aboutMay or June and
no doubt will lead into the fall.

CareerStart
Funding Restoration

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): Mr.
Speaker, | have a question for the Minister of
Finance.

According to Statistics Canada, the youth
unemployment rate in Manitoba has increased
dramatically to 16.8 percent. As of January of this
year, there were 17,000 unemployed youth in this
province, an increase of 31 percent over January of
last year.

In view of the fact that this government cut youth
employment programs in half last year, is the
government now prepared to reinstate these
programs to at least the 1990-91 level?
Specifically, will last year’s $3-million cut in
CareerStart program be continued, or can we
expect CareerStarttobe increased to the $6-million
level of the previous year?

Hon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Finance):
Mr. Speaker, budgetary decisions have been made,
even before the question being put by the member
today. They will be announced in their complete
fuliness, Wednesday next.

Mr. Leonard Evans: The 17,000 unemployed
young people will be anxiously awaiting the
minister's announcement, | am sure.

Northern Youth Corps Job Program
Funding Restoration

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): Will this
government reinstate the Northern Youth Corps job
program that was killed last year in spite of the fact
that unemployment levels in northern Manitoba are
the highest in this province?

Hon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Finance):
Mr. Speaker, one of my colleagues has helped me
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in my response to the member. He will know that
fully in six more sleeps.

Mr. Leonard Evans: This is not a laughing matter
with the 17,000 young people who do not have a job
in this province. Talk to their families, to the
thousands on welfare in this province, and you are
doing nothing about it.

Student Temporary Employment Program
Funding Restoration

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): Mr.
Speakaer, is this government prepared to increase
funding of the Student Temporary Employment
Program this year in view of the fact that there has
been a sharp increase in youth unemployment in
this province to 16.8 percent?

Hon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Finance):
Mr. Speaker, this is not a laughing matter. |say to
the member opposite, his questions will be
answered fully. Also, it was no laughing matter
indeed when the former government applied a 2
percent tax against everybody that earned $11,000
and more, destroyed jobs and sent the youth in this
province outside, and killed the business initiative in
this province. That was no laughing matter.

| say to the member, if they want to look at the
reason for some of the problems we have today, all
they have todois reflect on the decisions they made
around the cabinet table from 1984 to 1987.

Domestic Violence
Ball Conditions

Mr. Dave Chomlak (Klldonan): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Justice. Despite the
Pedlar report, despite the fact the Crown has now
opposed bail in situations of abuse and abuse
victims and in spite of federal lack of action in this
area, often abusers get out on bail.

As a concrete suggestion, | would like to ask the
minister: Will he not ask his Crown prosecutors, in
cases of bail, that a bail condition be imposed on an
abuser that requires daily reporting to probation
officers in order to ensure a check on the abuser and
to provide some comfort and security to the victim
of an abuse?

Hon. James McCrae (Minister of Justice and
Attorney General): Mr. Speaker, that is a
suggestion that | have raised and encouraged upon
prosecutors so that they could ask for such things
in cases where judges feel thatit is appropriate that
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accused abusers be let out on bail. That kind of
submission is available to the Crown, and we are
aware of it. We take that suggestion very positively
and thank the honourable member.

Mr.Chomlak: Mr. Speaker, | thank the minister for
that response.

Rehabllitation Programs

Mr. Dave Chomlak (Kildonan): In conjunction
with the Pedlar report, | am wondering if the minister
can advise us whether or not the Crown has
instituted any programs to deal with abusers in order
to stem the tide of abuse in our society.

Hon. James McCrae (Minister of Justice and
Attorney General): By the Crown, | take it the
honourable member means the justice system and
the system that we have in general. The Pedlar
review does identify a need to deal with abusers
while, at the same time, deal as well as we can with
people who are victims of abusers. In that regard,
we are pleased with the performance of the
Department of Family Services, under successive
ministers in the last four years, with regard to funding
for the shelter system, a very, very significant
increase in funding over levels prior to our
government taking office.

Yes, indeed, the Pedlar report deals with going
eyeball to eyeball, as it were, with abusers and
making them responsible for their behaviour. That
includes things like sentences that include probation
and counselling as a condition of that probation.

Mr. Chomlak: Mr. Speaker, my final
supplementary to the same minister is along the
same lines. | wonder if the minister can advise me
whether or not the working group has met and
whether we can expect concrete actions in the form
of programs, as recommended in the Pedlar report,
in which there has been no action—in abeyance
basically on most of those recommendations since
the fall of last year?

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Speaker, | suppose the
honourable member could say that there has been
no appearance of action, but indeed a couple of
days ago the working group met, the community
advisory group will be meeting later this month, so
we believe there is nothing stopping us from
proceeding along. There is progress which would
flow from the Pedlar report.

Just before | sit down, since the honourable
member for Kildonan has shown an interest in trying
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to curb violence, | wonder if he could encourage his
colleagues to take a stand with respect to the
deplorable language used by Daryl Bean in dealing
with people who choose to work during the week
when—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please.
* (1420)

Unlversity of Manitoba
Student Food Bank

Mr. Reg Alcock (Osborne): Mr. Speaker, for four
years now, we have been warning the government
about the inadequacy of the student aid provided to
university students in this province and other
students in this province. The situation has gotten
so bad at the University of Manitoba that they had
exhausted their emergency aid budget by
November. Their annual budget ran out in
November, and students on the campus have
begun to organize a food bank to ensure that other
students have adequate food. |thinkitis deplorable
that we have reached a point in this country where
food banks outnumber McDonald’s, and that is the
only alternative left to people.

| would like to ask the Minister of Education if it is
her government’s policy to use food banks as an
alternative to adequate financial aid for students?

Hon. Rosemary Vodrey (Minister of Education
and Tralning): Mr. Speaker, the conditions that
students are experiencing are of great concern to
this government and great concern to me as
minister. | was a student until | was elected to this
government as well. | know many of those
students, both young people and also adult students
who have come back to study. The issues are of
great concemn. | am raising the issue at a federal
level as well to press the federal government,
through the Council of Ministers of Education and
individual meetings, to try and provide adequate
assistance to students in Manitoba.

Mr. Alcock: Raising the support might help, Mr.
Speaker.

Department of Education
Underspending

Mr. Reg Alcock (Osborne): Mr. Speaker, will the
minister assure the House that the $6.6 million
underspent in her department was not in part taken
from the Student Aid Program?
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Hon. Rosemary Vodrey (Minister of Education
and Tralning): Mr. Speaker, | am reviewing the
results of that with my department now, but as the
member will know, that percentage within my
department, which is an extremely large budget,
was an extremely small percentage. | am
examining itat this point—less than 1 percent.

Budget
Student Ald

Mr. Reg Alcock (Osborne): Well, Mr. Speaker, 1
percent of $1 billion would provide a lot of aid for
students in this province. Will the minister ensure
the House that the budget will contain sufficient
support for students so that the opening of this food
bank at the university will become unnecessary?

Hon. Rosemary Vodrey (Minister of Education
and Training): Mr. Speaker, | can say again that |
am very concerned with the need for a food bank at
the University of Manitoba and for any students who
find themselves in that type of need, but the budget
will be tabled next Wednesday in this House.

Department of Health
Employee Morale

Ms. Judy Wasylycla-Lels (St. Johns): Mr.
Speaker, we on this side of the House are very
concerned about the loss of Dr. Margaret Fast from
central decision-making role within the Department
of Health. Margaret Fast, a reputable public health
doctor and expert on communicable diseases, and
a meritorious civil servant, her departure is
indicative of low morale and chaos in the
Department of Health as a result of a two-person
dictatorship at the centre and more than 45 study
groups going about in separate orbit.

| want to ask the Minister of Health: What is he
doing to stop losing the best and the brightest
among his civil service? Whatis he doing to restore
confidence and morale within this department?

Hon. Donald Orchard (Minister of Health): Mr.
Speaker, with all the respect | can muster, | am not
taking advice from my honourable friend the New
Democratic critic on this particular issue; on others,
1 will.

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Fast is taking a position at
Cadham Lab, where her expertise will be still
contributed to the province of Manitoba. Infact, one
might be able to argue that, given the professional
training that Dr. Fast has, her responsibilities at
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Cadham Lab will enable her to more appropriately
focus her medical training, her public experience
into the issue of sexually transmitted diseases from
a position of prominence at Cadham Lab.

Mr. Speaker, the emphasis on communicable
diseases is not lessened. In fact, with replacement
of Dr. Fast in the slot that she vacated for Cadham
Lab, we expect to double the team-bench strength,
having Dr. Fast fully and readily available from
Cadham Lab plus the recruitment, we hope, of a
competent professional replacement for Dr. Fast,
who has contributed a significant amount of good to
the public policy of Manitoba from her former
position and we know will continue from the current
position that she occupies.

Ms. Wasylycla-Lels: Mr. Speaker, this is not an
isolated incident. | would like to ask the minister:
Why was action not taken to correct the problem of
low morale and organizational chaos in his own
department after Dr. Peter Cooney, with his position
as Executive Director of Dental Services, not too
long ago, out of concern as well for what was
happening in the department, went to work for
federal medical services?

Mr. Orchard: Mr. Speaker, again, Dr. Cooney, |
had a very close working relationship with him in his
professional capacity. He was an excellent director
of the children’s dental health program. It is my
understanding that the offer from the federal
governmentwas one thatwas very, very attractive,
and in terms of discussions with Dr. Cooney, |
accepted with regret his decision to move over
there.

| want to tell you, Mr. Speaker, that Dr. Cooney
has very much appreciated the relationship and the
working ability he had within the department. He
has given us the commitment that he will be
available for whatever advice we may need, given
his experience as director of the children’s dental
health program, and we intend to keep the lines of
communication absolutely open with Dr. Cooney in
the hopes that maybe, after finding the pastures
may not be as green as one expected, we can
welcome him back to the ministry.

Ms. Wasylycla-Lels: Let me ask a final question
pertaining to low morale, chaos and confusion in the
minister's departiment. It pertains to John Robson,
a civil servant in the Department of Health who
worked for this government for 29 years.
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| would like to know why the minister told this
House that John Robson was being fired because
of the melding of rural and urban facility executive
director positions when now we see a new
organizational chartforthe department, showing the
destination of those two positions—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please.

Mr.Orchard: Mr. Speaker, | would like to reply with
the same rhetorical flourish, but you know how calm
| am about these sorts of things. i my honourable
friend wishes to discuss the organizational
development within the ministry of Health, | would
be fully prepared to discuss that in detail when we
discuss my Estimates.

When we made the amalgamation last year of
commission functions with departmental function, in
trying to bring the system of health care delivery
together for the betterment of patient care delivery
services, it was unfortunate that there were a
number of folded-in positions which became
redundant. Mr. Robson's position lastyearwas one
of those, Mr. Speaker. It is with regret—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please.

Point of Order

Ms.Wasylycla-Lels: Yes, once again, the minister
did not hear that | said both positions were restored.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The honourable
member does not have a pointof order. ltis clearly
a dispute over the facts.

LR R ]

Mr. Orchard: As | indicated to my honourable
friend, itwould be my absolute delight that we share
an open discussion in Estimates of the continuing
process of making sure that Manitobans have the
best ministry of Health in Canada. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.

Rent Regulations
Rollbacks

Mr. Doug Martindale (Burrows): Mr. Speaker, on
the issue of rolled-back odometers, the Minister of
Consumer and Corporate Affairs contradicted the
RCMP and said there was no problem. On the
issue of fraudulent home repairs, the same minister
said she could not do anything because she had not
had any complaints. On the problem of windfall
profits for landlords, she says, | cannot do anything;
my hands are tied; it is a complaint-driven system.
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My question is: What is this minister going to do
as a result of provincial portioning of property tax
assessment to ensure that reduced landlord
expenses and taxes will be passed on to tenants?

* (1430)

Hon. Linda Mcintosh (Minister of Consumerand
Corporate Affalrs): First of all, | would like to
correct an error in the preamble. | will just correct
the one, because | happen tohave the Hansard right
in front of me. The member opposite said that | said
there was no problem with odometers. That is not
what | said, Mr. Speaker. What | said was—I just
happen to be reading it, very timely—from our
department’s experience, we had at the time the
question was asked, received no complaints. In
that sense, it was not a widespread concern of
consumers to the government; however, the RCMP
had a concern which we shared. Thatis what | said.
| did not say there was no problem.

Since that time, Mr. Speaker, | should indicate
that | have been in close communication with the
RCMP on that issue, as we are in our department
on a number of issues, including the home
renovations that he referred toin his preamble. We
work in conjunction with the RCMP in numerous
investigations, in co-operation with them; we have
then, we do now, we will continue to do so. Thatis
my answer to the preamble.

In answer to the question—
Mr. Speaker: Order, please.

Mr. Martindale: How can this minister justify a tax
break for landlords whose property taxes in
Winnipeg willgodown by 4 percentand, atthe same
time, sanction rent increases for tenants?

Mrs. Mcintosh: Mr. Speaker, this was a question
that was asked the other day, which | answered the
other day. | will answer it again. There is a system
of appeals. There is an ability to have the problem
addressed in the subsequent year. The system is
complaint-driven; it is driven by application, as are
most of the laws in this country.

If my house is broken into, | call the police. | do
not expect them to be standing at my door watching
my house. There are many, many, many
thousands and hundreds of thousands of people in
Manitoba who respond to the law by indicating they
have had a problem and having the law enforcement
officials take action on their concerns.
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Consumer Protection Legislation
Government Support

Mr. Doug Martindale (Burrows): The minister is
saying she cannot or will not do anything, so | will.
Is the minister responsible for protecting consumers
prepared to support a private member’s bill in order
to allow for rents to be rolled back in cases of windfall
profits to landlords? Will she support a private
member’s bill to amend the legislation—

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

Hon. Linda Mcintosh (Minister of Consumer and
Corporate Affairs): Mr. Speakaer, | will not answer
the preamble on this occasion because | know
Question Period is nearly over, nor will | address
hypothetical questions. However, | will say this:
my department, in landlord and tenant affairs and in
all other aspects of my department, is concerned
about an effective and workable marketplace
wherein the consumer and the corporation, the
landlord and the tenant, have a workable
relationship thatis fair to both parties. |willexamine
any bill put before this Legislature to see if it meets
my criteria of being fair and workable to all those
concerned on either side of the marketplace.

Student Ald
Clarlification

Hon. Rosemary Vodrey (Minister of Education
and Tralning): Mr. Speaker, | wouldjustlike to add
to my answer to my critic to give some further
information sothatthe accurate information appears
on the record, that my department for student aid
overspent its budget by $600,000 for the third
quarter.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The honourable
minister had ample opportunity to answer that
question before. Order, please.

Time for Oral Questions has expired.

Point of Order

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, on
a point of order, | would suggest that Hansard be
reviewed, that the minister did not take the question
as notice.

There are many other opportunities for the
minister to put on the record in terms of the
information. She could have asked for leave after
Question Period. There are other questions that
need to be asked, and the government does not
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want to allow the questions to be asked from this
side of the Chamber. She should be ashamed of
herself.

Hon. Clayton Manness (Government House
Leader): On the same point of order, Mr. Speaker,
we have just had the height of the ridiculous. The
members opposite asked a specific question on
student financial aid. The minister did not have it at
the time. She tried to rise and provide that same
information. She did so, and the members opposite
hollered her down. |say to the members, apologize
for your actions. The member has the right to
answer questions.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. On the point of order
raised, | had already indicated to the minister that
she had had ample opportunity to respond to the
answer. Order, please.

Speaker’s Ruling

Mr. Speaker: Now | have a ruling for the House.

On Monday, March 2, 1992, the Acting Speaker
the honourable member for La Verendrye (Mr.
Sveinson) took under advisement a point of order
raised by the honourable member for Emerson (Mr.
Penner) during debate on second reading of Bill 9.
In his point of order, he indicated that comments by
the Leader of the Second Opposition party (Mrs.
Carstairs) made during Question Period on
February 20 did not reflect what he had said from
his seat about Dutch Eim disease funding.

| have some concern that the point of order may
not have been raised at the earliest opportunity.
However, more importantly, the honourable
member for Emerson did not have a point of order.
it may have been a dispute over the facts. Let me
quote from our rule book, and | quote: “Points of
order are questions raised with the view of calling
attention to any departure from the Standing Orders
or the customary modes of proceeding in debate or
in the conduct of legislative business . . .”

Beauchesne, Citation 322 states, and | quote:
*Points of order are justified when there is some
flagrant misuse of the rules, butthey are unfortunate
necessities which should not be regarded as usual
phases of procedure . .."

| would encourage all honourable members to
restrict their use of points of order to the purpose for
which they are intended.
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ORDERS OF THE DAY

Hon. Clayton Manness (Government House
Leader): Mr. Speaker, would you call adjourned
debate on second readings of Bill 45 and then call
the other bills in the order as they are shown on the
Order Paper.

DEBATE ON SECOND READINGS

Blll 45—The City of Winnipeg
Amendment, Municipal Amendment and
Consequential Amendments Act

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
honourable Minister of Urban Affairs (Mr. Ernst), Bill
45, The City of Winnipeg Amendment, Municipal
Amendment and Consequential Amendments Act;
Loi modifiant la Loi sur la Ville de Winnipeg, la Loi
sur les municipalités et d'autres dispositions
législatives, standing in the name of the honourable
member for Wolseley (Ms. Friesen).

Stand? Is there leave that this matter remain
standing?

An Honourable Member: Leave.
Mr. Speaker: Leave? Itis agreed.

Blll 9—The Economic innovation
and Technology Councll Act

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
honourable First Minister (Mr. Filmon), Bill 9, The
Economic Innovation and Technology Council Act;
Loi sur le Conseil de I'innovation économique et de
la technologie, standing in the name of the
honourable member for the Interlake (Mr. Clif
Evans).

Stand? Is there leave that this matter remain
standing?
An Honourable Member: Leave.
Mr. Speaker: Leave? Itis agreed.
Mr. Gregory Dewar (Selkirk): | am pleased to be
able to add my comments on Bill 9, The Economic
Innovation and Technology Council Act. | believe
the government first raised the notion of a new
council in the 1991 budget. Inits attempt to present
an image of action, it shuffled some existing cabinet
committees and research organizations.

* (1440)
This Innovation and Technology Council replaces
the Manitoba Research Council and, of course,
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ironically, the Manitoba Research Council budget
was cut by $700,000 in the 1991-92 year. The net
effect is an actual reduction in the support for
research and development in this province.

Why did the government do this? Well, with a
motive. Again, there is an attempt to appear to be
doing something, to be doing something for the
50,000 Manitobans out of work, for the record
number of recipients of social assistance in this
province, for an economy, Mr. Speaker, mired in
failures of this government and the federal
Conservative government. The council is simply a
public relations gesture to deflect from the real
issues in this economy, and of course, that is the
dismal state of our economic condition.

Now | feel very compelled, of course, to relate
some of those conditions to the House and to the
members today. | would like to start off with, of
course, Selkirk and some of the conditions that we
are faced with there. One of the headlines in the
paper: Food bank posed for March opening—and
Selkirk will be the second rural area in the province
to set up a food bank. Over the next two weeks,
volunteers will be stocking shelves and developing
a system for distributing and collecting of the food.
The tentative plans will see the food bank open for
two days a week and, of course, the individuals who
will be using this service will be required to show
their medical numbers to determine family size,
make-up and so on.

This, of course, is just simply a Band-Aid solution
to the larger problem that we have in this province.
It is not really the solution to the problem. Itis a
problem, of course, faced by all MLAs in this House,
and more recently, | think, in ours—I| believe our
case load has more thandoubled in the last year as
the economy deteriorates and as the government's
response to the needs of these individuals
diminishes. For this reason | get calls from the

Springfield riding, | get calls from Lac du Bonnet

riding and from Gimli riding.

Recently | received a call from a woman from a
nearby municipality. She was having trouble
receiving short-term social assistance, so |
contacted the reeve of that municipality and asked
the reasoning why. He gave me the conditions of
the council. The rules state that there would be no
assistance provided to anyone while they are
waiting for longer-term assistance. | relayed that in
Selkirk, of course, there is assistance at any level.
He said, well, this is not Selkirk and, as a matter of
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fact, we are interested in cutting our social services
allowance by 20 percent.

There is a real trend out there, | think, to be
tougher on social assistance recipients as opposed
to offering them broader assistance. The reason
why we have food banks, of course, is because of
inadequate social assistance levels and the very
high unemployment rate in this province, upward to
57,000 Manitobans out of work.

Again, read beside that headline about the food
bank, in Selkirk, Mandak Metal Processors are
laying off 14 workers on February 14. As the
operations manager, quote: We are seeing a
slowdown with the railways perhaps more severe
than other years.

Soon, they hope, of course, that full production
will be expected to resume again in the spring.

(Mr.HaroldNeufeld, Acting Speaker, in the Chair)

Ihave alistof anumber of small businesses which
have closed in Selkirk in the last short while. We
have one of the first, | guess, Finesse, which is a
women'’s clothing store; More ThanKitchens, which
is a kitchen cupboard store in Selkirk; the Husky gas
station closed, again, every one of these having two
or three individuals work for them, all of them
unfortunately out of work at this point; the Esso gas
station; we had Riverside Furniture, which is a very
old store in the Selkirk community, closed; we got
Francines in the mall and one of the managers of
the store was an old friend of mine, she was a single
mother, and now unfortunately she is out of work;
Nite Owl Foods store closed; Stepping Out Family
Footwear closed, againin themall,soweare finding
two side-by-side stores in our mall in Selkirk have
closed recently; Adi's Video store, Mr. Acting
Speaker; Sports Card Fever; a coin-operated
carwash.

| think one of the sadder closings of course was
the closing of our Macleods store, which has been
a mainstay in Selkirk for many generations. |know
that my grandfather, in the early '60s, was interested
in buying this store. On the weekend | walked into
the store. | knew some of the staff and, as | walked
through the store, all the emptying shelves
reminded me of all the empty promises of this
government. There was this young gentleman
there, and I knew him from my previous visits to the
store, and as we walked down the shelves, he
relayed the message of his situation to me that he
would be out of work in a very short time and,
unfortunately, he does not see where else he can
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find alternative employment. It left him in a very
depressing state and, unfortunately, myself as well.

(Mr. Marcel Laurendeau, Acting Speaker, in the
Chair)

Last year on Bill 70 we debated, which was of
course the freeze of public sector employees in our
province. | made some comments then to the
Minister of Finance about how this would have a
direct impact on the Selkirk economy, and | would
notmind relaying some of the information again, the
fact that the Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard) closed
the school of nursing, which was a direct loss to the
economy there in Selkirk of $3 million.

The other problem, the Rolling Mills asked the
employees of the mill to take a 10 percent cutin pay.
Fortunately, though, that did not occur, so we did not
lose that additional revenue. Unfortunately, as |
calculated then, there are 1,775, approximately,
provincial government employees in the
constituency of Selkirk. It has been estimated that
there would be a $70-million loss to the province and
to the provincial economy. Ifyou were to divide that
by 48,000 employees, it works out to approximately
$1,500 per employee.

Again, thatrepresents the loss of over $2.6 million
to our riding, so we have the $3 million from the
school of nursing, and we have the $2.6-million loss
by the wage freeze. Of course, there is a
magnifying effect of approximately 10 times. |
remember during the presentations to Bill 70, there
was a presenter, and he represented a small
business concern, and | asked him who shopped at
his store, and he said, well, a broad range of the
general public, of course.

| said, would public sectoremployees be included
in that, and he said, well, definitely. |said, what do
you think the factor would be on their ability to
purchase service if their wages have been frozen?
Well, he said, very, very much in the negative way,
obviously, so you can see that this is the case now
in Selkirk with all these different retail outlets
closing—Finesse, More than Kitchens, Husky,
Esso, Riverside Furniture, MaclLeods, Francines,
Nite Owl, Stepping Out, Adi's, Sporte Card Fever,
car washes. Again, this government's policy is
having a negative effect inthe community of Selkirk.

What | would like to do now is to talk again in a
broadersense, onbroaderissuesrelated to the Tory
economic failures, and speak more about the
Conservative agenda. | have been reading an
interesting book by Maude Barlow. If | can find my
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notes, there are a number of points | would like to
raise from that article. There are seven points |
would like to raise from that particular article.

| will read the points and then | will address the
points further. Number 1, tie the Canadian
economy by a free trade agreement to the most
powerful economy in the world in which the
corporate sector controls the government's agenda
and an unfettered free-market ideology is firmly
entrenched. Force economic restructurings; i.e.,
cut jobs. Force alignment of cost structures; i.e.,
force down wages, weaken unionbargaining power.
Force down labour laws and environmental
standards. Force down taxes. Force down
governmentspending onsocial programs, etcetera.
Do it in the name of harmonization—to harmonize
means to Americanize.

* (1450)

Justthis week, allmembers of the House received
this booklet, this ballot, from the Canadian
Federation of Independent Business. | have mine
here, and they have polled their members just
recently this year, mandate 158. Question No. 4
says, should Canada sign a free trade agreement
with the U.S. and Mexico?

In Manitoba, they have Manitoba and they have
Canadianresults. In Manitoba, 42 percentsaidyes;
39 percent said no; 18 percent were undecided, and
1 percenthad no interestin this issue, so 58 percent
of all the respondents of the Canadian Federation
of Independent Business either said no or are
undecided about further extending the free trade
agreement between Canada and the United States
to Mexico.

Nationwide, 41 percent of the respondents said
yes, but 43 percent of the respondents said no; 15
percent were undecided.

Why would they change so dramatically?
Undoubtedly, this federation, four or five years ago
when the Free Trade Agreement was proposed and
debated, was a fervent supporter of free trade with
the United States, but now all of a sudden they are
nolonger interested in supporting any free trade with
Mexico. Why is that?

I think it is relevant again to quote a particular
story or anecdote dealing with this specific issue. |
will talk about a boat manufacturer in Ontario, ACF
Grew Inc., a Canadian boat manufacturer based in
Ontario that had a reputation for quality and
described in the trade as unquestionably the largest
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and the most successful manufacturer of power
boats in Canada.

The owner, Peter Francis, testified before a
parliamentary committee in 1985, and he was not
intimidated by taunts that opponents of free trade
were weak and inefficient. He saw clearly the real
dangers of fighting the U.S. giants with their huge
production,