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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 
Monday , 17 March , 1980 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker . 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR . SPEAKER , Hon . Harry E .  Graham (Birtle-Russell): Before we proceed , I 
should like to draw the honourable member s ' attention to the gallery where we have 
48 students of Grade 5 s tanding , from Chancellor School ,  under the direction of 
Ms . King . This school is in the constituency of the Honourable Minister of Health.  

On behalf of all the honourable members we welcome you here this afternoon. 

PRESENTING PETITIONS 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for Minnedosa . 

MR. DAVID BLAKE: Mr . Speaker , I beg to present the Petition of the 
Agricultural and Community District of Newdale , praying for the passing of an Act 
to amend an Act respecting the Agricultural and Community District of Newdale . 

MR . SPEAKER : Reading and Receiving Petitions • • • Presenting Reports by 
Standing and Special Committee s .  

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS AND TABLING O F  REPORTS 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affair s .  

HON. WARNER H .  JORGENSON (Morris): Mr . Speaker , I ' d  l ike t o  table copies 
of the report that I issued at a press conference yesterday . I wonder if I may be 
permitted to , in addition to that ,  to make an additional statement . 

MR . SPEAKER: Perhaps with the agreement of the House we can go to Intro
duction of Bills and come back to this matter . (Agreed) 

The Honourab le Minister o f  Fitness and Amateur Sports .  

HON. ROBERT (Bob) BANMAN (La Verendrye): I f  I could , Mr. Speaker , table 
two reports.  I ' d like to table the Annual Report of the Co-Operative Promot ional 
Board , year ending March 3 1 ,  1979. 

I ' d also like to table the Annual Report of the Co-Op Loans and Loans Guarantee 
Board for the year ending March 3 1 ,  1979· 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

HON. STERLING R .  LYON , Premier (Charleswood) introduced Bil l  No . 2 ,  An Act 
respecting the Operation of Section 2 3  of The Manitoba Act in regard to Statutes .  

Loi sur ! ' application de ! ' article 2 3  de l ' Acte d u  Manitoba aux textes Legis
latifs . 

HON . GERALD W . J .  MERCIER (Attorney-General)(Osborne) introduced Bi ll No . 3 ,  
The Powers o f  Attorney Act , Loi sur le mandat ;  and Bil l  No . 5, An Act t o  amend The 
Public Trustee Act . 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS AND TABLING OF REPORTS 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affair s .  
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MR. JORGENSON : Mr. Speaker , I have a further statement I would l ike to 
make in connection with the tabling of the report that I gave at the press confer
ence yesterday . 

Following the events that took • • • 

MR. SPEAKER : Order . Order please . Has the Honourable Minister copies? 

MR.  JORGENSON : Following the events that took place on the weekend , I wish 
to provide to the members of the House additional information and clarification . 

In the first place I think it perhaps would be helpful to describe to you the 
properties of vinyl ch loride . There seems to be some misunderstanding of that 
particular subject . 

This is a synthetic ,  colourless, easily liqui fied , flammable material ,  slightly 
water soluble having a pleasant e ther-l ike odour at greater than 1 , 000 to 2 ,OOO 
parts per millio n .  

It is used in the manufacture of polyvinyl chloride and other plastics such a s  
sythetic lea ther . I n  high concentrations it acts as an anaesthetic and at one 
time was used for this purpose . In vapour form it causes irritation of the skin 
and eyes, a similar reaction to that of tear gas. 

It is a known human carcinogen if there is exposure to large amounts over a 
long period of time , the gas is heavier than air . The boiling point of the l iquid 
is -13 degrees Celsius. It is an explosive hazard when vapours are exposed to 
high heat or d irect flame . As I say , it is extremely flammable,  it may be i gnited 
by hea t ,  sparks or flame ; burning releases hydrochloric gas. Fire may cause a 
rupture of a container tank. 

In respect to the health hazard , Dow Chemical has been manufacturing vinyl 
ch loride for almost 40 year s. The first established standard for exposure in the 
workplace was 500 parts per million in an eight-hour day . This was later reduced 
to 250 parts per million and still later to 50 parts per million . The current 
permissible level in Canada is 5 parts per million and in the United States one 
part per mill ion per 8-hour day , five-day week over a working l i fetime . No twith
standing the standards, my personal view is that the best exposure is no exposure . 

In all the years of manufacturing this product not one employee of Dow 
Chemical ' s  plants, worldwide , is known to have developed angiosarcoma of the 
l iver . This is a particular cancer of the l iver that can be induced by exposure 
to large amounts of vinyl chloride vapour over a long period of time . It is 
important , Mr. Speaker , that I stress that on the basis of the results of monitor
ing of the air beyond a radius of 100 feet of the spill , it is indicated that 
there is no health risk to the area residents. Given the properties of vinyl 
chloride , as described , the attendant health hazard and the relatively small 
amounts of leak material that was originally reported , i t  was planned to spread 
the contaminated snow over a large area in order that the vapourization and 
disposition into the a tmosphere would be speeded up . This was not to take place 
until all of the material in all of the cars, and even the cars themselves, had 
been removed from the sit e .  

Upon learning of the second leak , however , it was agreed that this cleanup pro
cess should be reconsidered . The ultimate procedure would be determined on 
further consul tation with additional experts. Throughout this incident there ' s  
been very close liaison between Dow Chemical experts and our environmental staff . 
We are fortuna te , indeed , that our assistant Deputy Minister of the Environment 
Management Division , is eminently quali fied in the field of chemistry . 

Dr . Bowen was born in Calgary and took his early education in Western Canada 
College . He is a graduate of McGil l  University , awarded a PhD in organic 
chemi stry while studying under National Research Council Scholarship .  He j oined 
the Faculty of the Department of Chemistry , McGil l  University following gradu
a tion . He was appointed Re search and Technical Manager of TCF of Canada , and was 
later Manager of Opera tions in Engineering , Research , Planning and Production . He 
re presented Canada at the Second Internation Symposium held in St ockholm on 
cellulose technical questions. Dr . Bowen was appointed head of the Environment 
and Management division here in Manitoba in 19 7 1 ,  and has been serving Manitobans 
continuously since that date . He has demonstrated his capabilities and knowledge 
most effectively and , furthermore , since that time he has recruited highly compet
ent staff persons with a most disciplinary background . This is but a brief resume 
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of Dr . Bowen ' s  credentials, however , I am sure that we can agree that they are 
meritorious and exceedingly appropriate to its current situation . 

In addition to this source of expert knowledge , Dr . Bowen has communicated with 
Dr. Perry Gerrie , Toxicologist and Director o f  Health and Environment Research 
with Dow C hemical in Midland , Michigan ; Dr . Nadeau , with the Environmental Re
sponse t eam of the Environmental Protection Agency in the United States;  Dr . Gabby 
Plaa , Pro fessor of Pharmacology at the University of Montreal . 

In all of these conversations, the assessment of the health risk is essentially 
coincident with that reached by a Dr . Bowen and the on-site Dow Chemical experts. 
In discussion with Dr . Plaa , he indicated his will ingness to make his expertise 
available to us and we are making arrangements for him to come for further 
consultations. 

Mr. Speaker , in my 
-
statement of March 16t h ,  I said it would be 

on the a dvice of any single individual or agency due to the 
environmental accident has its own distinctive peculiarities. 

imprudent to act 
fact that every 
I have detailed 

these additional contacts to assure members and the public that we are searching 
ou t the best available information and advice. 

On Friday , we learned that CN rai l ,  with a concurrence of CTC representatives 
had decided to transfer the vinyl chloride from all twelve cars of the original 
train to new cars. Up to this point , as long as the mat erial was not being 
handled or disturbed , there was no increase in the risk. As a matter of fact , 
monitoring indicated some diminishment of the vapour in the ambient a ir .  

Given this decision by CN rail however , i t  was decided t o  call a strategy meet
ing of all appropriate authorities and agencies and this was held on Saturday 
morning and Sa turday afternoon. The plans were formulated and I announced these 
at a press conference 

MR . SPEAKER : Order please , order please . The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition . 

MR . PAWLEY :  Mr. Speaker , i t ' s  an extremely important statement and page 5 
wasn ' t  attached to the copies, at least given to myself;  I ' m  not sure whe ther the 
Member for C hurchill received page 5 of the report . 

MR.  CHAIRMAN : The Honourable Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affa irs. 

MR. JORGENSON: I will see that my honourable friend gets a copy of that 
final page . I regret that the staff are unable to provide it at this time . 

The most current development that I can report is that there are now two pump
ing mechanisms on site to be used to transfer the vinyl chloride into the new 
cars. Furthermore , seven empty cars are now on site ready to receive the 
mat eria l .  I am further informed that Environment Canada will step up its 
independent monitoring activity . In addition , I have learned that Environment 
Canada has been continuing to do i ts independent monitoring , and shortly be fore 
going to the press conference on Sunday I was advised that they were getting zero 
readings o f  vapour in the ambient a ir anywhere beyond a d istance of forty feet of 
the actual spill . 

Mr. Speaker , I feel it is incumbent upon me to stress the fact tha t ,  according 
to the best information that is available to us today , the residents in the area 
of the derailment are not in any immediate health risk and ,  should any circum
stances develop tha t  should suggest o therwise , we are mobilized to respond 
quickly . And I want to advise the House tha t ,  in connection with their respective 
responsibilities, the Minister of Labour and the Minister in charge of the 
Emergency Measures Organization will want to make statements as wel l .  

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for Churchill .  

MR . COWAN : Thank you , Mr. Speaker . Well , I ' l l b e  brief in my reply to the 
Minister's statement . As much as the information has been • 

MR . SPEAKER : Order , order . The Honourable Minister of Government Services 
on a point of order .  
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HON. HARRY J. ENNS (Lakeside ) :  Just a s  a matter of courtesy t o  honourable 
memb ers opposite , should they wish to hear out the very brie f statements of the 
Minister of Labour and myself in connection with the same manner , we would be pre
pared to do that . On the o ther hand , if he wishes to respond at this time • • •  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Church ill . 

MR . COWAN : Thank you ,  Mr. Speaker . Wel l ,  I thank the Minister for the 
opportunity to reply to all of them at once or one at a time , but I feel the 
information that was presented in the first statement is important enough to re
spond to singley . 

The Minister has at last given us some information as to the properties of 
vinyl chloride ; it •s one o f  the first times that we hear the Minister suggesting 
or discussing the carcinogenic propert ies of the chemical , except that he does put 
a q ualifying factor on it , that if there is exposure to large amounts over a long 
period of time and then further qualifies that with his own statement , of course , 
that no exposure is the best exposure . 

It is known in all known human carcinogens that the proper safe level exposure 
is no exposure for any time , and that point has to be made . 

We now know , Mr. Speaker , that workers at that site - the Minister tells us 
that the environmental people assure him that residents of the area are in no ex
treme danger . I ' m not qualified to address mysel f to that statement - but we do 
know that workers at that site are now currently seeing doctors in regard to 
symptoms that are closely associated with vinyl ch loride intoxification; that they 
are experiencing swelling of the eyes or eye problems and they 're experiencing 
headaches, two symptoms which we would know to be symptomatic of vinyl ch loride 
exposure . Al though they are no t necessarily attributable to that there is some 
suspicion that they may well be.  

The Minister says in his sta tement that Dow Chemical has - and I would have to 
find the spot - he says tha t Dow Chemical has not come up with any cases o f  angio
sarcoma . Not one employee of Dow Chemical Plants worldwide is known to have 
developed angiosarcoma of the l iver in manufacturing this process. 

Well , I have , Mr. Speaker , before me results of cohor t studies of occupa tional 
exposure to vinyl chloride , and I think it ' s  important in addressing myself to the 
Minister ' s  remarks, that I give you some of the information on this. 

It ' s  true that Dow did a study in July , 197 5 ,  in which they found no increased 
risks of cancer for angiosarcoma , l iver cancer , lung cancer , central nervous 
system cancer or lymphatic or haemotobic cancer . 

But let me tell you that in 1974 , Taber shaw Cooper , an independent research 
group, found that , yes, there was increased risks of cancer in some of those areas. 

In 1974 the Harvard Sch ool of Public Health found , yes, there were increased 
risks of cancer . 

In 1975 the Mount Sinai study found that , yes, there were increased risks. 
Dow, in 197 5 ,  found not .  
B . P . , British Petroleum , found no,  there were not . That is not surprising . 
a.it NIOSH, the Occu pa tional Sa fety and Health Organization in the States who is 

a known authority on this, found in 1976 that there was increased risks of angio
sarcoma , increased risks of l iver cancer , lung cancer , central nervous system 
cancer and lymphati c cancer . 

So while Dow may not have found the risk to be inherent in the use of the 
product , o thers certainly have . 

I could go on at grea t length . I don ' t  believe that it is important to at this 
juncture because we do plan to proceed with this matter throughout the course o f  
today ' s  events. So having said that , I would just thank the Minister for finally 
now coming through with the realization and an admission that there is a carcino
genic problem involved in this very serious environmental spill and contamination 
problem outside of MacGregor . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour . 

HON. KEN MacMASTER (Thompson ) :  Mr. Speaker , I have a statement to make in 
rela tionship to the same situation . I have copies here . 
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Mr. Speaker, our government has been concerned about the derailment of the CN 
train near MacGregor . As Minister of Labour and Manpower I have been particularly 
interested in the safety and health of the workers involved, the workers on duty 
when the derailment happened and the workers who have been involved in the cleanup . 

I have b een concerned about the safety and health of the worker s  even though I 
recognize that the railway and i ts workers operate under federal jurisdic tion and 
responsibil ity for worker safety and health rest with the Ra ilway Transport 
Commission . 

For this reason I have made some enquir ies into the workplace conditions . I 
have been assured that CN has given paramount attention to the heal th and safety 
of its empl oyees . This assurance has come per sonally from Mr. Ra lph J .  Hanson, 
Vice Pres ident of the CN Pra irie Region . 

As you may know, Mr. Speaker, CN has an active accident prevention program in 
the pra irie region . CN also operates with a s trict set of procedures designed for 
emergencies like the one at MacGregor . These procedures have been approved by the 
Railway Transport Committee of the Canadian Transport Commission . 

CN empl oyees know what cargo they are carrying on a train . They also know that 
they are supposed to call a CN Dangerous Commodities Officer if there is any 
problem such as happened at MacGregor . 

The CN procedures for bid, and I repeat for bid, any empl oyee from going near a 
damaged car which holds a dangerous cargo until after it has been checked out and 
cleared by the Dangerous Commodities Officer . 

The MacGregor incident happened shortly after midnight ; the Dangerous 
Commodities Officer was there by about 6:30 that morning . 

Under CN's  procedures no worker should have been near the car containing the 
vinyl chloride . CN is currently inves tiga ting to find out if any employees dis
obeyed the procedures . They don ' t  believe anyone did but they want to be certain . 

As recent as 20 minutes ago, 40 minutes ago, Mr. Speaker ,  - i t 's not in this 
statement but for the information of the members oppos ite - CN informed me that in 
fact no worker s  did go through that area until the Commodities Officer arrived .  

The Dow Chemical representatives arrived about 12 : 30 noon that day . They and 
the Dangerous Commodi ties Officer then began marking off all areas where the level 
of vinyl chloride exceeded 5 parts per million . 

Worker s  have b een prohibited from going into these areas . Monitoring has been 
going on on a 2 4-hour b asis since then and will continue to be until the situation 
is resolved . 

Mr. Hanson has assured me that everything possible has been done to protect 
workers involved in the cleanup from being exposed to levels above the 5 parts per 
mill ion, which is the standard s et by the Amer ican Conference of Governmental 
Industrial Hygienists and adopted by the Canadian and Manitoba authori ties . This 
standard has been estab lished in various jurisdictions on the insis tence and com
pliance by v arious interested parties, including manufacturers and unions . 

I might add that prior to 1971 the standard was 500 parts per million ; in 19 7 6  
the standard was down to 200 parts per million.  The point I want t o  make, Mr. 

Speaker ,  is that the Workplace Sa fety and Health standards are continually being 
studied and revised . 

The reason that people didn ' t  go through, Mr. Speaker, is because the railway 
bel i eves that the procedures prevent CN employees from working in dangerous situ
ations . The railways also assure me that appropr iate equipment would be made 
available to its employees i f  there had been any danger . 

Mr. Speaker , I am also pleased to announce that the CN w ill set up a medical 
inspection process for any of i ts employees who have been at the MacGregor site.  
The railway cannot force its worker s  to take advantage of this medical review but 
Mr. Hanson has promised that CN will s trongly encourage i ts employees to do so . 

Vinyl ch loride is a potent chemical ;  it must be used safel y .  Although I recog
n ize that federal au thori ties have jurisdiction in this case I feel a respons ib
il ity to the Man itoba workers involved to keep abreas t of the situation. 

My Workplace Sa fety and Health staff will remain in contact with CN to keep me 
informed about the medical inspection process . 

Mr. Speak er, in the past I have been accused of poking my nose into areas whi ch 
were none of my business . Considering the federal jurisdiction, that charge may 
be made again in the MacGregor situation . However, I wanted to assure myself that 
the safety and health of Manitoba worker s  was monitored . 
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MR. SPEAK ER : The Honourable Member for Churchil l .  

MR . COWAN : Thank you , Mr .  Speaker . Well aga in ,  I ' l l  b e  brief . I thank 
the Minister for his concern tha t he shows now , al though I happen to suggest that 
it is a bit late in coming , now that we already have worker s  who are forced to 
s eek medical treatment for symptoms that they believe may be at tributable to high 
exposure to vinyl chloride at the M3.cGregor site. The Minister says he has been 
in contact with CNR officials , and I do no t doubt that he has done such and that 
they have assured him that everything was being done properly on the site. 

Mr. Speak er , as late as this morning I had been in contact wi th repres enta tives 
o f  the M3. intenance of Way Un ion , which represents some 20 worker s ,  approximately 
20 workers , who had been involved at the cleanup of the vinyl chloride spill in 
MacGregor . The union representative assures me that they have been working ther e  
withou t respirator s ,  that they have been working a t  that area i n  an area wh eres we 
have extremely high levels of v inyl chloride concentrations , and they are being 
exposed to them over long periods of time wi thout the proper equipment . They tell 
me they did s o ,  b ecause they were assured by CNR that it would be safe to do s o .  
And so when the Minister says that CNR is assuring him that it i s  safe, indeed , h e  
is most likel y  correct , a s  CNR had assured the worker s  who are now s eeing the 
doctor because o f  symptoms that they bel i eve are a t tributable to their expos ure .  

Mr .  Speaker , these M3. intenance of Way workers were needlessly exposed . I ' m  not 
saying that the Minister could have done anything different . I would have hoped 
that he woul d  have. I ' m  not certain , given the jurisdictional dispute, said he 
could have,  but I do say that , for whatever the reason , those workers need not 
have been expos ed to levels of vinyl chloride , which regardless of what the 
Minister says - he tells us how bad the standards were before; wel l , I tell him 
how bad our standards is now - regardless of what the Minis ter says , the levels to 
which workers have been exposed have been considered unsafe by the United States 
government for several years now; that they , in the middle 1970s , put in place an 
emergency s tandard because they were so concerned about minute exposure to vinyl 
chloride. They considered it to be that specific a problem and yet here,  many 
years la ter in Manitoba , we are still attempting to protect the workers from being 
expos ed to levels which are known to caus e specific problems in worker s  who suffer 
su ch exposure. 

So while the Minister ' s  concern is appreciated , I think it ' s  just a little bit 
too late for those workers . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Minister of Government Services . 

M R .  ENNS : Thank you , Mr. Speaker . I have a further brief s tatemtent to 
make with respect to the events at MacGregor and , Mr .  Speaker , i t 's merely to in
dicate the role that the Emergency Measures Organization has played with in minutes 
of the actual accident and in lieu of the fact that the removal of the cars at the 
accident scene may take some time, that is the pumping out procedure Emergency 
Measures has developed . What they would be doing and have been doing in situ
ations such as this , the necessary actions that take in even the most unforeseen 
poss ibility , and that is the possible requirement for some evacuation . 

The following actions have been taken Manitoba Em ergency Measures Organiza tion: 
Number one,  an EMO o fficer is working in close liaison with the town and muni

ci pal authorit ies at M3.cGregor . Two , the province ' s  Emergency Health Services has 
been advised and has ma de all necessary arrangements for the evacuation of the 
M3.cGregor Hospita l ,  if necessary . This institution would move to Portage la 
Prair ie. Emergency Wel fare Services has been advised of the necessity of evacu
ation planning and has arranged wi th its regional office to prepare necessary 
reception measures at Portage la Prairie. The Mayor of MacGregor was contacted 
and a dvised of the requirements and given all ass istance in setting up warning 
procedures for his town , as well as arranging for transportation , if needed . 

There are approxima tely some 950 persons l iving in MacGregor and surrounding 
area . Emergency Measures Organization held discussions with the municipal 
au thorities and a warning system for the town was d evised . All the residents are 
to be visited by mun icipal representa tives and informed as to procedures if an 
evacua tion should become necessary . Transportation of people needing it would be 
by school bus es from the local school division. 
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Further contact was made with Emergency Welfare Services in Portage and the 
provincial welfare regional d irector is making necessary arrangements , and will be 
working with Portage officials . Manitoba Emergency Measures Organization has also 
discussed this overall situation wi th the Mayor of the City of Portage la Pra irie,  
and she has offered to provide all mun icipal assistance which may be necessary . 

Our EMO officer is in immediate contact with the local municipal officials and 
all aspects of planning for evacuation and reception , i f  necessary - and , Sir , I 
must repeat and continue to repeat the words , "if necessary" - are being taken 
care o f .  EMO is maintaining a liaison with the provincial Information Office that 
has been set up in the village munici pal offices in MacGregor to provide public 
information . Assistance and contact with municipal officials will continue until 
the ent ire matter has been satisfactorily resolved . 

I want to assure the honourable member s that Emergency Measures Organization is 
co-operating fully with the local authorities and it stands ready to activate 
further its 1;;.r:aditional co-ordinating r ol e ,  as req uired . 

Thank you. 

MR . COWAN : Mr .  Speaker , again we thank the Minis ter for concern that is 
shown , al though I and my colleagues on this s ide do believe that concern may be 
belated concer n .  We had asked this question last week , on Tuesday, I believe,  in 
thes e Chamb er s .  We were not given the s ort o f  assurances ; we had sought thes e 
sort of assurances at that time . It s eems strange that these types of assurances 
are coming now after a period of extreme confusion,  extreme dis orientation by the 
gover nment on that s ide, at all levels , a lack of co-ordination , a bungling of the 
whole exercise in trying to deal with this , s everal blind alley at tempts a t  
polluting our environment with this carcinogenic substance, and now w e  s ee that 
there is some, what appears to be,  genuine concern on their part . 

We had only wished that the government had acted right from the star t ,  right 
from the start , in a respons ible manner and having no t had the time to study this 
document thorough ly ,  I respect fully ask the opportunity to be able to review it 
before we would be discussing it throughout the Ques tion Period perhaps or o th er 
opportunities during the course of this day . 

So I will not , at this time, make any value judmen t  as to the contents or the 
procedures outlined here,  but just speak briefly about the lack of concern that we 
saw , the lack of concern that we have s een and say that we are pleased to see that 
something is • • • 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR . SPEAKER:  Be fore we proceed any further , I should l ike to draw the 
honourable member s '  a ttention to the loge on my right where we have the Honourable 
Wal t er Dinsdale, a long-time Memb er of Parl iament from the Brandon area , the 
Honourable Wal ter Dinsdale.  

Notices of Mo tion • • •  We ' v e  had the Introduction of Bills . 

URGENT DEBATE 

MR.  SPEAK ER : The Honourable Memb er for Churchil l .  

MR . COWAN : Yes , Mr .  Speaker . I ' d  l ike to move,  s econded b y  the Leader of 
the Opposition: 

PURSUANT t o  Rule 2 7 ,  Subsection 1 ,  I move to set aside the ordinary 
b usiness of the House to discuss a matter of urgent public importance ,  to wi t :  

WHEREAS the recent train derailment which occurred outside o f  MacGregor , 
Manitoba , has resulted in a potentially hazardous situation for residents of 
the area , and a known hazardous situation for workers involved in cleanup of 
the vinyl chloride spill ; and 

WHEREAS actions of the provincial government have created s erious doubts in 
the minds of many as to the prudence and appropriateness of government actions 
as outlined by the Minister of the Environment ; and 

WHEREAS potential hazardous dispersion of this known human carcinogen and 
oth erwise generally toxic substance may increase as the temperature returns to 
n ormal s easonal l evels creating a potential env ironmental and heal th hazard for 
persons in the area ; and 
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WHEREAS the government has fai led to develop any comprehensive and compet
ent plan for c ontainment of thi s  chemical contaminant ; 

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED that this House instruct the Government t o  
immediately initiate action to contain and remove this known human carc inogen 
from the area as soon as possible. 

MR . SPEAKER : Under Rule 27 ( 2 ) , a member may , in making a motion under Rule 
1, may explain his arguments in favor of his motion in not more than five minutes . 

The Honourable Member for Churchil l .  

MR . COWAN: Yes , thank you , Mr. Speaker . While I had not intended to pur
sue this debate in this manner nor at this time, Mr . Speaker , had we been dealing 
with a reasonable and a responsible government thi s  urgent debate would not be 
necessary , we could go about the regular business of the Hous e.  But the incompet
enc e, and I can use no lesser word because that is what it has been from the first 
day , the incompetence of this government in handling this d erailment and the sub
sequent contamination of workers and potential contamination of residents of the 
area , and known contamination of the environment by a toxic and potent carcinogen , 
one of the. 

MR . SPEAKER : Order , order please. May I suggest that the honourable 
member confine his remarks to the urgency for debate rather than the debate itself . 

The Honourable Member for Churchill . 

MR . COWAN: Mr . Speaker , that is the urgency , because their actions have 
exasperated an already s erious crisis and that exactly is the urgency of the 
matter .  What has been done has been done. Thi s  is not the proper place to discuss 
that and I know . There are other ways and means to debate that subject , to ou t
line the incompetence. But the reason we demand this urgent debate at this time 
is that we still have no commitment from the government to abandon their ill
-conc eived plan , to spread this potent toxin, this known human carc inogen through
out the environment . 

On this sid e ,  Mr. Speaker , and I think I speak for many of the public , for much 
of the public , the majority of the public , Mr . Speaker ,  we are not convinced that 
the government understands the total significance of the crisis situation that 
faces all of u s .  And the crisis is far from over . That is the urgency . As a 
matter of fact there is substantial evidenc e to lead us believe that the immed iate 
s ituation is just as s erious and just as immediate and just as urgent than it has 
been for the past week . The urgency today is that as time passes , and the weather 
may grow warmer , Mr . Speaker , thereby al lowing for further dispers ion and release 
of this carcinogen into the area , we are facing a very urgent crisis.  Once that 
contamination occur s ,  and it can occur , then it will be too late for debate and 
discuss ion ; it will be too late for the sometimes luxury of allowing the parlia
mentary process to unfold as it should , Mr . Speaker ; it will be too late for the 
worker s ,  it may well be too late for the workers now I ' m not certain , that ' s  
urgent ; it will b e  too late for the MacGregor residents ; i t  will b e  too late to 
save our environment from thi s  totally unnecessary injury . 

And that is why we respectfully request this debate,  to be able to tal k ;  to be 
able to use thi s  opportunity to convince the government of their folly ; to con
vince them of the s eriousness of this inj ury of no small significance,  an injury 
that should not have been . So with this urgent debate, Mr .  Speaker , if we pro
c eed , we seek to prevent this assault on our environment which need not be. 

In further defense of the urgency of the situation I would remind the House, 
Mr . Speaker ,  that on at least three previous occasions during the past seven days 
the House has , by leave, permitted the Minister to disrupt the normal procedures 
of this House in ord er to allow the Minister to speak on this urgent subjec t .  We 
all recogn ize the urgency , Mr. Speaker , of this crisis in our provinc e. The 
Minister himself indicated that he recognizes it yest erday when he cal led an 
urgent and a rare meeting of the press on Sunday . Because this situation is 
critica l ,  because it is urgent , my colleagues and myself , Mr . Speaker ,  believe 
that the situation is still out of control ; we believe the danger to be eminent ; 
we believe the s ituation to be urgent ; and we further believe that we have inform
ation, important information, that we can present to the government to try to con
vince them to stop from their foolish plan s ,  to despoil our environment with this 
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known toxic substance and this known carcinogen. 
Speaker ,  we have called for this urgent debat e. 

And for that reason, Mr . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House Leader will have five minutes . 

MR. MERCIER: Thank you , Mr . Speaker . Mr . Speaker , let me firstly say that 
if the Member for Churchill has information which he believes the government is 
not in possession of that is l ikely to threaten the lives of somebody in this 
provinc e, then I say he has an obligation not to wait until 2: 30 when question 
period starts , he has an obligation , Mr . Speaker , he has an obligation to bring 
that to the proper authorities immediately and not wait until question period when 
he has the benefit of television cameras . To demonstrate the urgency of the situ
ation obviously , Mr. Speaker , is not this situation but the vain attempt of the 
Memb er for Churchill to do something public to get re-elected again. 

Mr. Speaker , the motion that we have before us refers to a potentially hazard
ous situation for residents . We have heard the Ministerial Statements from the 
Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs and the Environment indicate that 
Environment Canada is taking readings in this particular area which show z ero 
readings beyond 40 feet of the spill . He has assured the House that the residents 
are not in any health risk whatsoever , despite that . But on the remote poss ib
ility that something may happen the Minister of Government Services responsible 
for the Em ergency Measures Organization has indicated that a contingency evacu
ation plan is ready to be implemented should that be necessary . 

Mr . Speaker , the Minister of Labour , with respec t to the urgency of this 
matter , has his Estimates before the House. Mr. Speaker , if the Member for 
Churchill wishes they can go immediately into the Estimates of the Minister of 
Labour which are before the House, they can waive question period and go right 
into the Minister o f  Labour ' s  Estimates to discuss their concerns of worker s ,  Mr. 

Speaker . 

MR . SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. The Honourable Attorney-General . 

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker , Rule 5{a) ( d )  clearly refers to : " A motion shall 
not anticipate a matter that has previously been appointed for cons ideration by 
the Hous e , " and the Minister of Labour and Manpower ' s  Estimates are before the 
Hous e  now and can be started immediately if members of the Opposition wish , Mr .  

Speaker .  Mr. Speaker , as the Minister o f  Labour also indicated i n  Beauchesne, 
Page 91 , Citation 285 refer s  to this matter also . This is a matter considerably 
under the jurisdiction of the federal government pertaining to a railway matter , 
Mr. Speaker , and such a motion I suggest is out of order .  

Mr. Speaker , the Minister o f  Consumer and Corporate Affairs and the Environment 
has clearly indicated that the site is being carefully monitored , there is no 
danger to res idents,  consultation is taking place with a number of experts across 
the country , Mr. Speaker , before the material will be disposed o f ,  they are 
continuing to consult and seek out the best information and a dvice available, Mr. 

Speaker , and I suggest that the Member for Churchill has not shown the urgency of 
this motio n .  

SPEAKER ' S  RULING 

MR . SPEAKER: I ' ve l istened carefully to the remarks of the Honourable 
Member for Churchill in his argument in promoting the urgency .  I have listened to 
the valid remarks o f  the Honourable Attorney-General in his reply . Likewise,  I 
have perused some 25 Speaker ' s  rulings that were made between the years 1970 and 
197 7 ,  and I have also looked at our own rules ; and under our own rules , Rule 
27 ( 3 ) , "After any explanation made under sub-rule ( 2 )  the Speaker shall rule on 
whether or not the motion under sub-rule ( 1 )  is in order and of urgent public 
importance, and if he rules in favour of the motion he will then put the question 
' Shall the debate proceed ? ' ; shall put the question to a vote of the Hous e. " 

I have checked the resolution put forward by the Honourable Member for 
Churchill and , in my opinion , I do believe that the wording of the resolution is 
in order . As to the matter of urgency , I have heard the arguments from both sides 
and I find it somewhat difficult to rule whether or no t the matter is of 
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sufficient urgency to this House. Therefore,  I think it is my duty to let the 
House,  itsel f ,  make that kind o f  decisio n .  Therefore, shall the debate proceed? 
( Agreed ) .  

The Honourable Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs .  

MR.  JORGENSON : You have now ruled the motion in order? 

MR . SPEAKER : I have ruled the motion in order as far as the technicality 
of it . I ' m  having some difficulty with the degree of urgency and I ' m  asking the 
House for advice on whether there is a degree of urgency to the debate at this 
time . 

The Honourable Member for Inkster . 

MR . SIDNEY GREEN ( Inkster ) :  Mr. Speaker , I believe that you have to rule 
that the motion is in order and , if it is in order , then the House decides whether 
the debate will proceed and you have ruled that the motion is in order and the 
House will decide as to whether debate proceeds . 

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

MR. MERCIER : Yes , Mr. Speaker. My reading , Mr. Speaker , of Rule 27 ( 3 ) ,  is 
that you have to rule on whether or not the motion is in order and o f  urgent 
public importance.  You have to make that decision , not the House .  

MR . SPEAKER: I f  I have t o  make the ruling on the issue of whether it i s  o f  
public importance then I d o  believe that i t  is a matter o f  urgent publi c  
importance. Now shall the debate proceed ? ( Agreed ) .  

The Honourable Memb er for Churchill has ten minutes . 

MR . COWAN : Yes , Mr. Speaker . Well I thank the honourable members of this 
House for this opportunity to bring forward as soon as is possible information and 
facts as to the urgency of this matter , as to the seriousness of the situation 
that faces not only the residents of McGregor , Mr. Speaker , but also faces all of 
us as inhabitants of a very small world that is being abused and assaulted far t oo 
much by environmental accidents and by environmental incidents of this nature. 

I want to talk about several specific subjects but , before doing so , I would 
just like to answer the criticisms of the Attorney-General in regard to the fac t  
that h e  believed that I had not acted i n  urgency t o  bring this matter before this 
House.  I will remind the Minister that on Tuesday , when we first discussed this 
item ,  when we were first informed of this item by a Ministerial Statement by the 
Minister respons ible for the Emergency Measures Organization , that I did stand 
here in this very spo t ,  Mr. Speaker , and I did talk about angiosarcoma , a carcino
genic disease that is closely associated with vinyl chloride, and that I did talk 
about incidents of brain tumour s ,  incidents of fetal death s ,  statistical 
incidents.  Incidents of many health hazards and many environmental hazards that 
are associa ted with this spill of vinyl chloride outside of McGregor , Manitoba , 
Mr. Speaker . 

So I ,  at that time, took the first opportunity to address this House and 
provide them with what information I knew at the time , Mr. Speaker , and I ' m  some
what ashamed to say right now that I had under estimated the extent and the 
significance of the danger at that time, mistakenly s o .  I had used the same 
figures that the Minister used today of 5 parts per million . I had attributed it 
to OSHA, which the Minister did not make that mistake,  he attributed it to the 
proper body which is the American Conference of Industrial Hygienists . But I had 
at that time, Mr. Speaker , been acting upon the basis of the best available evid
ence that I had at the time , on very short notice. 

Pursuant to that , I had opportunity to discuss this matter with peo ple that I 
consider to be worthy of recognition in the field of toxicology and environmental 
science .  Not only one execut ive d irector of the Women ' s  Occupational Health 
Resource Centre,  New York ,  and assistant professor to Columbia University , who was 
aghast at what was going on , who thought the plan to spread this carcinogen 
throughout the area so that it would disperse nicely into the environment was in
sane. Those were her words , not mine, Mr. Speaker ; I would not have used that 
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type of t erminology in describing it . But the fact is that this person,  far more 
learned than I ,  far more knowlegeable than I on this, did choose to use those 
words because she believed that those were the words that were appropriate for the 
actions of that government and she did as much as she could to try to persuade 
that government not to do s o .  

Mr. Speaker , I could have kept that information to mysel f .  I could have come 
in this House and I could have embarrassed the Minister with that informatio n .  
Tha t was within my power , Mr. Speaker , because the Minister just that morning had 
made some statements that could be embarrassing when he talked about 5 , 000 parts 
per million as being a safe level , when we are dealing with levels that are a 
thousandth of that as being unsafe. 

But I did not do so , Mr. Speaker , and I hope the Attorney-General is listening 
because my lead er and I cal led up the Minister immediately upon learning of the 
hazards and the significance of the hazards and said , "We have someone we would 
like you to talk t o ,  a Dr . Jeanne Stellma n ,  an expert in the fiel d .  We want you 
to talk with her about what you are planning to do in MacGregor because that is , 
in our opinion ,  the wrong way t o  proceed ; it ' s  dangerous . "  

So we took that person to the Minister ' s  office and at that time we said to the 
Minister , "We would like to stay and discuss this item with you . We know that it 
is your prerogative not to have us stay but we would like to stay and discuss this 
matter with you " ,  and the Minister said "no " .  

So , i f  the Attorney-General i s  tell ing me that we are not providing inform
a tion ,  then let him t ell us how we are going to have the access t o  provide that 
information when the Minister won ' t  let us stay in a meeting that we consider t o  
b e  a n  important meeting .  

And then that day , Mr. Speaker , we tried t o  raise the subject in Estimates , on 
the floor here, under Apprenticeship and Training , which we could do and the 
chairperson at the time ruled that we could do it , Mr. Speaker . And what did the 
Minister get up , the Minister of Labour ; he got up and went on a t irad e, Mr. 

Speaker , about how we were profiling , how we were making mockery of the system by 
discussing a very s erious subject , a subject that we wanted to discuss very badly . 

So we have made every attempt to discuss this.  We have made every attempt to 
find out the facts as they are, Mr . Speaker ,  because there is a s erious hazard 
here and let us just talk about it , Mr .  Speaker , because I know that the people 
who follow the proceedings of this House do so for a reason ,  and one of those 
reasons is to be provided with information. 

What we are talking about is a very specific human carcinogen . There are some 
suspected 2 , 000 carc inogens , Mr. Speaker . Out of that 2, 000 we only know of 20 
that we can confirm are human carcinogens ; only 20 and this is one of them. It i s  
not the type of chemical that you can play around with.  It is not the type o f  
chemical that allows you to make mistakes . When you are dealing with a t  least 
3,  300 gallons of the chemical , if we are to believe the Minister ' s  approximate 
figures on thi s ,  then you have to proceed with the utmost urgency . But not only 
tha t ,  Mr. Speaker , you must proceed with the utmost caution and you can only do 
that i f  you know the dangers which you fac e. 

Those worker s ,  and tha t ' s  who I ' m concerned about right now, b ecause they are 
the ones that have been exposed to levels which I consid er to be unsafe and levels 
which most known experts in this area , in the field of occupational health and 
medicine, cons id er to be unsafe. 

The Minister talks about exposures over long terms .  Let me tell you what 
happens in the States , Mr . Speaker . If a worker is exposed to vinyl chloride o f  
. 5  parts per million, n o t  5 parts but . 5 ,  1/2 o f  one part per mill ion for an 
eight-hour day , they are immediately requested to attend to a doctor to have a 
medical examina tion. That doctor i s  supposed to do a physical examination of 
their spleen, their liver , their kidney s ,  to ensure that there is no enlargement . 
The doctor then does urinalysis and blood serum tests to see if there has been any 
liver ,  spleen, or kidney disfunctio n .  The doctor then does a complete medical 
hi story , and I won ' t  go into details there is not enough t ime. The doctor then 
takes those records and the company is required to keep those rec ords for a period 
of 20 years past the time that worker quits his or her employment with the com
pany , or 30 year s ,  whichever is longer . 

That is the seriousness and the extent of how they treat this exact situation 
in the United States , our neighbour to the sou th .  There have been studies , I ' ve 

- 1039 -



Monday, 17 March, 1980 

read off the studies before.  The studies that are done outside of the industry 
itself show that there is increased chances of angiosarcoma of the l iver ; that 
there is increased chances of other liver d iseases, of lung cancer, or c entral 
n ervous system cancer, that i ncludes brain cancer ; and that there is increased 
dangers of leukemia . It is a very hazardous substance. 

Then we find out the Minister ' s  own assistant yesterday is assuring the public 
that ,  to the best of his knowledge, the workers at that area are being properly 
protected, that they have the proper respirator s, the proper facemasks . Today , 
not willing to accept that information on the basis of one statement alone, I 
called the union rep and he says, no, they 're not . They have not been, they have 
been told it ' s  safe to go in there without them, and that, Sir, is a tragedy be
cause that need not b e .  Anyone who knew the significance or the danger would not 
have allowed those worker s  anywhere near that place without a mask . I ' m concerned 
because I saw the Minister get off of a helicopter and walk in that area without a 
mask . And I ' m not being ludicrous, Mr. Speaker, b ecause I was informed ,  by ex
perts in the area, do not go near there if there are 5 parts per million without 
the benefit of a respirator because you are creating a hazard that you need not 
suffer . Not that you 'll  get cancer, but just that you are exposing yourself to a 
substance that you need not expose yourself to . 

And I find out from the Maintenance of Way rai lway union representat ive, I find 
ou t that the workers that worked out there, or a number of the workers, are now 
s eeing their doctors because they are exhibiting symptoms of acute intoxification 
from vinyl chloride. I 'm not a doctor, I haven ' t  examined them, I don ' t  know if 
tha t ' s  the case, but they are conc erned enough to go to their doctor to find out 
if that is the case. We know that vinyl chloride exposure irritates the eyes, we 
know that from NIOSH an authority on the experts, the one who writes the textbooks 
on these substances, there is irritation of the eyes . We know there is light
headedness and nausea . We know that the workers are complaining of some of those 
very same symptoms, not coincidentally, after a few days of exposure to vinyl 
chloride.  

Now, I 'm not going to  make a medical judgment, it  is  not up  to me to make that 
judgment , but I am going to make a value judgment . And the value judgment is that 
given those circumstances we must do everything that we can do to protect those 
workers from further exposure, and we must also do everything that we can do to 
ensure that they receive the proper medical treatment and the proper concern that 
is due them . And we must do that now, and that is the urgency of the matter . We 
must have a register of those workers, we must find out what happens to them, and 
then we must ensure that we do not spread this toxin throughout our environment ;  
an insult to the environment i s  an injury, and tha t ' s  what this would be, Mr. 

Speaker .  

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member ' s  time is up . 
The Honourable Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affair s .  

MR. JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, one o f  the statements that was made by my 
honourable friend, perhaps more than anything typifies the kind of imagination 
that he' s  exercising in rela ting these concerns, when he said that he was con
c erned for the Minister when he saw him step off the helicopter into that 
pollution-ridden atmosphere. Well, Mr. Speaker, I got off the helicopter a mile 
and a half away, east of MacGregor, and I can tell my honourable friend tha t ' s  
some distance away from the site o f  the spill, and I can tell my honourable friend 
also that the area was c ordoned off, that I was one of the very few people that 
were allowed into the area some distanc e, I was not allowed to go anywhere near 
the spil l .  Some distance away in a railway dining car, where the conference was 
held - and I might tell my honourable friend as well that accompanying me was the 
Reeve of the Municipal ity of North Norfolk and the Mayor of the Town of MacGregor 
who were in on the initial briefing that took place on that particular subj ect 
when the CN and Dow officials briefed us as to the potential dangers, the pre
cautions that they were taking, and the problems that they could possibly foresee. 

So Mr . Speaker ,  rather than my honourable friend making wild statements about 
the workers being in danger by exposure, he should perhaps acquaint himself with 
some of the facts that took place that were ou tlined by the Minister o f  Labour 
earlier this day when he inquired as to the safety precautions that were taken, 
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and he might do well to acquaint himself with the procedures that are fol lowed by 
the rai lway in s ituations such as thi s .  I can assure him that those safety pre
cautions and those safety procedures are such as to preclude any undue exposure to 
the chemical that was spilled a t  MacGregor or any o ther spil l that may take place.  

This is  a well .rehearsed practice on  the part of the railways whose employees 
are well informed as to what the train is carrying and what the dangers may be.  
And I want to advise them as well that within a short time of the first indication 
of the train wreck which took place at about 2 : 0 0 on Monday morning , by noon the 
first representative of Dow Chemical was on the scene, and from that point on 
every safety precaution that could be taken by the people involved were taken to 
ensure the protection , not only of the workers on the site, but the people in the 
area . When it was first det ermined that there was a spill monitors were set up to 
determine the extent of that spill and , as I have said repeatedly , within a short 
distance of the actual s ite of the spil l ,  monitor readings of no more than five 
parts per million , the monitors at varying distances from the site of the spill , 
indicated that there was very little danger beyond that point . 

And it ' s  true that rescue operations , or salvage operations were taking place 
some distance from the spill ; there were workers at o ther portions of the track , 
not in an area that was downwind from the spill itself but in other areas where 
they were able to safely carry on the work that they were doing in order to begin 
salvage operations . 

Well , Mr. Speaker , my honourable friend has left the impression that the 
chemical that spilled out of the two tanks that were found to have a leak is lying 
in one huge pool at the bot tom of the spil l .  Sir , nothing could be further from 
the tru th . Most of the chemical that had escaped has evaporated and there is no 
large pool of chemical lying , waiting to destroy everything that it comes in con
tact with .  It ' s  cons istent readings and continuous probings of the area in 
question have indicated lessening degrees of the concentration of the chemica l ,  
which indicates that ra ther than lying there i n  a dangerous form , waiting t o  
destroy something ,  i t  i s  evapora ting and disappearing into the atmosphere.  

So let ' s  not be carried away with the impression that my honourable friend is  
a ttempting to  create and , Sir , I 'm  not  criticizing him for doing this . He ' s  a 
member of the opposition . His role, as he perceives it , is to draw attention to 
himsel f .  He ' s  very competent and very capable of doing that . But I question , 
Sir , whether he is doing the community of MacGregor any good , but I never at one 
time ever figured that that was any concern of his , that he was ever concerned 
about the fact that he may be causing more problems than he thinks he is solving . 
I don ' t  think he has ever been involved in a rescue operation or in an evacuation 
operation and I don ' t  think that he understands the necessity and the need , first 
of all , that the peopl e are informed and informed correctly of what is going on . 

I ' ve had that experience in the Red River Valley on a few occasions and I know 
how important it is that you have an information service that will provide you 
with information that you can depend upo n ,  to the best of our abil ity to provide 
i t .  It may not always be perfect because conditions and times change and so one 
has to keep updating the information that is being provided to insure that the 
residents of any area are properly advised as to what is happening . And I must 
say that the reports that have been published and that have been publicized over 
the media are ,  in my view ,  calculated not to inform as much as they are to draw 
attention to themselves , and I know that scare tactics and I know that glaring 
headlines will always sell more newspapers and perhaps get more of a listening and 
viewing audience .  

So tha t ' s  why i t  i s  important that the information officer a t  the site i s  able 
to be kept informed by those who are performing the task of cleaning up , that they 
get information from them as quickly as it is possible to get it and pass it onto 
the residents of the area . That ' s  the reason that information officer is in place 
at this present time. We real ize that when the decision to remove the chemica l by 
pumping it into empty tank cars on track that presented a new dimension and it 
also presented its own hazards. I feel it was important at that time that an 
information office be set up so that in the unlikely event - and I want to repeat 
this as often as I can - that in the unlikely event of an accident that residents 
can be a dvised and moved out of there as quickly as poss ible.  

The Emergeny Measures Organization is not unfamiliar with evacuation pro
cedures . They 've had some practise in doing that in the past . I might say that 

- 1041 -



Monday , 17 March , 1980 

every situation presents a di fferent method . Evacuation from a flood area is a 
l ittle b it different than an evacuation from this particular s ite . It ' s  a l ittle 
bit different from the procedures that you would want to practise at a fire , and 
i t ' s  different from something else . So Emergency Measures are attempting to keep 
themselves advised and acquainted with the various problems that may be met during 
the course of any emergency that arises .  It is for that reason that they are now 
on the scene and they are attempting to keep the residents of that area advised as 
to what is actually taking place so that the residents can be informed factually 
as to what is happening , rather than l istening to wild stories that are being 
spread . 

Now then,  Mr. Speaker , the honourable member is also attempting to create one 
o ther impression tha t  I think I would l ike to correct .  He is quite naturally 
blaming , s ince he ' s  in this Chamber , and we 're on this side of the House , h e ' s  
quite naturally laying the blame o n  t o  the provincial government .  

MR . SPEAKER : Order please . The honourable member ' s  time has expired . 
The Honourable Leader of the Oppos itio n .  

MR . PAWLEY :  Mr .  Speaker , i t ' s  most interesting that the Honourable 
Minister ,  the Minister responsible for Environment in the province of Manitob a ,  
obviously confronted with a difficult situation , a matter which is of deep concern 
to all Mani to bans , ra ther than at tempting to inform is using a considerable 
portion of his speech time to attempt to disentangle himself from the sticky 
wicket which has enveloped him to extend an attack upon the media , opposition , to 
suggest that there had been wil d stories circulating, pertaining to the incident 
at MacGregor , Mr. Speaker , I believe to be patently untru e ;  I believe the Minister 
knows his statements to be untrue . 

However , Mr. Speaker , I would sooner not deal with the Minister ' s  statements 
this afternoon bu t ra ther to deal with the sad array of mismanagement and 
incompetence ,  which has taken place under that Ministry , under that government , 
Mr. Speaker . 

First we have , and if I am incorrect in the facts which I am relating this 
afternoon then I will be most interested in receiving differing points of view 
based upon fact , b ecause I bel ieve Manitobans would be relieved to know that which 
I have obs erved is in fact no t true . fut , Mr. Speaker , I have first the very 
distinct impression that the Minister has relied pretty well exclusively upon the 
carrier and the shipper for the information which he based his opinions upon from 
Tuesday to Friday of last week . Mr. Speaker , the shipper and the carrier are the 
two parties that are l iable to court action if there is negligence pertaining to 
what has happened last Tuesday out at MacGregor . To proceed to those that have a 
par ticular interest ra ther than proceed to impartial bodies of authority and 
expertise , Mr .  Speaker , is the height of incompetence on the part of the Minister . 

Mr. Speaker , I asked the Minister i f  between Tuesday and Friday of last week , 
did he contact those that were engaged in the difficult situation involving 
Mississauga , Ontario . Did the Minister contact Environment Canada? In fact on 
Friday evening we heard a spokesman for Environment Canada confirm the allegations 
that were made by Dr . Stellman in Manitoba on Friday in which the spokesman for 
Environment Canada advised Man itobans that the route of dispersing the con
taminated snow over a wide area was the worst of alternatives .  Did the Minster , 
Mr. Speaker , consult with you U. s. Environment? Certainly u. S .  Environment has 
been the most involved in respect to spillage involving vinyl chloride . They ' ve 
had many such occurrences . 

Bu t ,  Mr. Speaker , the Minister ' s  statements , unfortunatel y ,  b etween Tuesday and 
Friday of last week , I fear , Mr. Speaker , and I wish I did no t have to say this 
this afternoon , were basically statements that were prepared and written by Dow 
Chemical Regional Office , Edmonton , Canada . 

Mr. Speaker , in addition we have a situation by which , in Saturday ' s  newspaper , 
there is a reference to Wednesday ' s  Winnipeg Tr ibune , a comment by a CNR official , 
to the e ffect that the vinyl chloride is,  "nicely evaporating into the 
a tmosphere " .  That statement was made last Wednesday , Mr. Speaker . I ask , Mr. 

Speaker , what damage was done between Tuesday and Friday of last week before we 
were alerted to the effect that vinyl chloride was "nicely evaporating into the 
atmosphere " .  Was that statement by the CN o fficial at that time correct or in
correct? Has there been an evaporation o f  vinyl chloride into the a tmosphere? 
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And , Mr .  Speaker , I do not claim to be an authority or expert in these fields ,  but 
I expect the Minister to have expertise that can properly a dvise him so that 
Manitobans can be safeguarded in the event of such occurrences as this . I would 
expect that all reasonable Manitobans expect that , Mr .  Speaker . 

Then we have , in addition , announcements today by the Minister responsible for 
Public Works .  Suddenly the Minister responsible for Public Works arrives on the 
scene.  He has a course of action , a course of action providing for evacuation of 
the MacGregor Hospital ,  i f  needed , MacGregor Schoo l ,  the residents of the town of 
Ma cGregor . Where was the Minister of Public Works last Tuesday , last Wednesday , 
last Thursday , las t Friday , Mr .  Speaker? One week later the Minister responsible 
for EMO comes forward and announces to Manitobans that he has a program of action. 

Mr. Speaker , if that is an example o f  the competence of that Minister then , 
indeed , Man itobans are in serious shape if they mus t  depend upon a Minister o f  
that competence resonsible for EM O  i n  the province of Manitob a .  

Then, Mr. Speaker , w e  had last Wednesday , las t Thur sday , statements b y  the 
Minister responsible for the Environment that 5 parts were a safe level ; five 
parts were a safe level . Mr .  Speaker , I took the Minister at his word . Today the 
Minister a dvises us that there is no sa fe leve l ,  Mr .  Speaker ; no sa fe leve l .  And 
the Minister has changed his mind because we were fortunate in Manitoba to have 
the visit by an American scientist who a dvised us there was no safe l evel . Why 
was the Minister not aware of that prior to Friday of las t  week? Where were the 
Minister ' s  a dvisers? Who did the Minister consult , Mr .  Speaker , prior to Friday 
of last week? Why does it require six days , Mr .  Speaker , for us to be advised by 
the Minister responsible for Env ironment that there is no safe level? 

Mr. Speaker , there are route s ,  there are methods that must be approached . Has 
the Minister made arrangements since last Friday to ensure tha t the snow is 
properly vacuumed and contained so that that snow that is contaminated by the 
vinyl chlorine can be des troyed . Every day I believe to be important . The Member 
for Churchill properly refer s to the fact that temperatures rising , evaporation 
increases , the expertise which we have received , the information which we have 
received has indicated clearly that this creates a problem . If it creates a 
problem , as has been suggested by expertise , involving potential for cancer 
development , then Mr .  Speaker , why has there been no action to ensure that that 
contaminated snow has been contained since last Friday? Why , Mr .  Speaker , are we 
still in doubt today as to whether that contaminated snow will be dispersed , or 
whe ther it will be contained? Why are we still in doubt? 

Mr .  Speaker , we have a situation in Manitoba that demands action by a competent 
Minister ,  but we do not have competence in the Minis try of the Environment . Mr .  

Speaker , we have a situation in Manitoba where information is required , but we 
have little informa tion , or half information in Manitob a ,  or we have information 
that takes days and days to be unfolded as a result of a lack of consultation with 
those that do have expertise in this field . We require a public inqu iry in 
Man itoba; we require regulations at the federal level in order to ensure that 
there is proper protection provided ; we require backup and expertise in the 
Department of the Ministry of the Environment so we don ' t  have to depend upon some 
chance that there will be a visiting scien tis t from the United States that can 
aler t us that we have a problem in the province of Manitoba pertaining to 
incidents such as thi s .  To leave that to chance , Mr. Speaker , is the height of 
folly on the part of the Minister , on the part of the First Minister . And Mr .  

Speaker , the First Minister ,  we have noted , has not particularly taken this as a 
serious ma tter . 

So unfortunately ,  Mr .  Speaker , I must charge the Minister responsible for the 
Env ironment with incompetenc e ;  I must unfortunately , Mr. Speaker , suggest that the 
Fir st Minister has not been taking this matter as seriously or as earnestly as we 
would anticipate or expect from the First Minis ter of the province .  I charge this 
government , Mr .  Speaker , with incompetence,  and with a lack of information and 
leadership pertaining to this important and critical area . 

MR.  SPEAKER : The Honourable Minister of Government Services . 

M R .  ENNS : Thank you ,  Mr. Speak er . There really is very littl e  reason for 
any applause in this Chamber when we witness this kind of a demonstration of 
political opportunism , Mr. Speaker , o f  the basest kind . Mr. Speaker , the 
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Honourable Leader of the Opposition asked where I was la st Wednesday . Last 
Wednesday the political opportunistic thing to debate was to bring in an emergency 
debate in this Chamber to talk about school costs . Do you remember that? Because 
that was the headline at that date ; that was the issue for that week . What was 
the issue? That was on the same day that he just finished telling me that he got 
such an overwhelming concern about something evaporating nicely into the atmos
phere . But tha t wasn ' t  important to either the Member for Churchill nor the 
Leader of the Opposition on that day . No , school costs were important because 
School Division No . 1 happened to be in the headlines that day , school costs and 
so forth . 

And so, Mr. Speaker , let ' s  understand the kind of political football ing that ' s  
going on i n  this Chamber . Mr . Speaker , the Honourable Leader of the Oppos ition 
pounds ,  and I ' m sure the only damage he d id in this Chamber t oday was to his 
knuckle s ,  he pounds that table and he says ,  who are the guilty culprits in here ? 
Who should be charged ? The carrier and the shipper . Well , Mr. Speaker , let ' s  
examine that statement . Who i s  the carrier? The peopl e ' s  railroa d ,  eh? Or had 
he forgotten that all of a sudden? Supposedly a responsible public organization. 
One of the finest organizations that we have in this country ,  the CNR , Mr . 
Speaker , it ' s  not the CPR .  I think he mixed that up for a little while in his 
charg e .  Mr. Speaker, is the Honourab le Leader of the Oppos ition suggesti ng that 
it is faulty for a Minister of thi s  government not to accept the advice of senior 
vice-president s ,  officials of one of the finest transportation systems in this 
country , namely the CNR , or in his attempt or in his hurry to make some political 
hay of this story , does he wash them all in the same brush of that villainous cor
porate image .  

I can understand , o f  course , Mr. Speaker, that he has that image o f  the ship
per , namely Dow Chemica l ,  but we have come to expect that of anybody opposit e ,  a ny 
statements made on that subject opposit e .  

S o  Mr .  Speaker , tha t ,  i n  the first instanc e ,  tends to colour the kind o f  re
marks that we have heard from honourable members oppos it e .  Firstly , the callous
ness of this sudden urgency with respect to this question, the fact that reading 
the newspapers yesterday or today or over the week-end , they felt that wel l ,  we 
have to find some issue for this week , we ' 11 make it into a scare tactic on an 
unfortunate and very serious accident tha t ' s  taking place at MacGregor . 

Mr . Speaker , it is a serious matter at MacGregor , and I ' m satisfied that thi s 
House should be ( a )  commending the Minister for wasting no time at al l ,  but on 
personally being on that site within the first daylight hours of the day that that 
accident happened , namel y  Tuesday morning . He did not simply rely on staff or 
public servants ,  or send his Civil Service out to check that . The Minister him
se lf,  as he ought t o ,  and as he wa s ,  was on sit e ,  and Mr . Speaker , at that time 
was assured that while the situation was grave , it was under control . Indeed , at 
that time it looked like a 7 2-hour , perhaps a 4 8  to 7 2-hour problem, that with the 
righting of the derailment of the track itself , or the repairing of the rail and 
the right ing of the car s ,  would perhaps in 7 2  hours be gon e .  

Mr .  Speaker , prior to that Emergency Measures fulfilled its role t o  a T .  They 
were informed immediately after the cras h .  They did what the regulations pre
scri be for Emergency Measures to do , to contact the responsible agency , in this 
case it was the Minister responsible for Environment . As it i s ,  if i t ' s  a case of 
flood , we contact the Water Resources people under the dire ction of my colleague, 
the Minister o f  Natural Resources ; as it would be i f  it were a hospital emergency , 
we would be contacting immed iately the health officials .  The Minister of Consumer 
and Corporate Affairs wasted no time . Mr . Speaker , I do n ' t  think there can be any 
suggestion made that any time was wasted in his reaction to the pro blem. He was 
there in person ; his staff was there ; and he was getting the best possible a dvic e 
to advise him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker , on the question of ecology , I think we can all agree that 
there is a wide variance of advic e .  The Honourable Minister read into the record 
some of the credentials of his Assistant Deputy Minister , who was advi sing him. 
But tha t ' s  not good enough , Sir , we are also going abroad to get further independ
ent advi ce.  Bu t ,  Mr. Speaker , let ' s  also recognize that the particular advice 
tha t the oppos ition is leaning on in this part icular cas e ,  is being paid for by 
the NDP to do pre cisely tha t .  She is a paid consultant of the New Democratic 
Party , brought up here for that purpos e .  So let ' s  understand that . Let ' s  under
stand tha t .  Let ' s  colour into this whole ego-argument that we ' re now going . 
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MR . SPEAKER : Order please . The Honourable Member for Churchill on a point 
of order . 

MR . COWAN: I believe I seek your ass istanc e ,  Mr. Speaker , but I would ask 
the Minister i f  he can provide us with documentatio n ,  because tha t ' s  news to me . 
It may wel l,  in fac t ,  be the case, but he ' s  made a serious allegation and I would 
appreciate documentation. 

MR . SPEAKER : Order please . The honoura ble member has not got a point of 
order .  

The Honourable Minister of Government Services . 

MR . ENNS: I am making a very definit ive statement that the doctor in que s
tion , has , from time to time , acted as a paid consultant for the New Democratic 
Party on ecological matter s .  Now ,  that does n ' t  detract one bit from her qualifi
cations . But Sir , highly-trained , renowned toxologist experts in Montreal , our 
own Assistant Deputy Minister s ,  their worth is supposed to be laid as ide because 
we have a vi siting ,  paid consultant from a political party , who drifts in here for 
a day and says that our people don ' t  know wha t the hell they are talking abou t .  
Mr . Speaker , that i s  taking this ecological argument t o  a point where i t  gets t o  
b e  somewhat ridiculous .  

Let ' s  understand , let ' s  understand • •  

they are prepared to refute my argument s .  
Mr. Speaker , I have the floor , unless 

MR . SPEAKER : Order please .  The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 

MR . PAWLEY : Mr. Speaker , the Minister has made a statement of fac t  that 
Dr . Stellman has been a paid consultant of the New Democra tic Party .  Mr. Speaker , 
on a point of privilege,  the statement is untrue . It is untrue and not to be • • •  

MR . SPEAKER : Order please .  May I point out to the honourable members that 
differences of opinion on various statements is not a point of privilege . 

The Honourable Minister of Government Services . 

MR . ENNS : Mr .  Speaker , it ' s  my understanding , from a source that I be
lieve , that the party and person , namely Dr . Stellman , so indicated that to the 
person involved , and I will let that person read it himself if he wishes t o .  

But Mr. Speaker , I ' m simply indicating that , this i s  the kind o f  politics that 
gets involved in a serious question . After all , the Member for Churchill believes 
that if you diamond-drill and take a core sample of uranium out of the ground , 
that you ' re going to sterilize everybody within the vicinity of the north count
ry . We have a degree of ego-freakism being exhi bited by the Honourable Member for 
Churchill that really needs to be examined . 

Mr .  Speaker , there is no question - and I think the action of this government , 
the action of my colleague , the Minister of Corporate and Consumer Affair s ,  the 
action of the Minister of Labour , the action of the Minister of Government Serv
ices - have indicated that we treat this matter very seriously ; that we put all 
forces of government into plac e ;  that we are prepared , as best anybody can be pre
pared , to react to what hopefully will not take place . Tha t ' s  our re spons ibili
ty . And far from the outrageous charges made by the Leader of the Opposition of 
this government not being willing or able to respond to an emergency situation ,  I 
think Mr . Speaker , the events of the last four or five days have demonstrated pre
cisely the oppos ite ,  Mr . Speaker . What is taking place now is the kind of 
fearmongering ,  the kind of Jane Fonda-ism, that is prevalent across the line . But 
the only difficulty , Sir , is he ' s  playing very loose and furious with the facts . 

Mr .  Speaker , I think the Minister of Corporate and Consumer Affairs requires 
the commendation of this House for the quickness and the alertness with which he 
has handled this matter . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge . 

MRS . JUNE WESTBURY : Thank you , Mr . Speaker . I have to say that I am abso-
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lutely aghast at the hostility and hysteria which have been displayed from the 
Ministers who have spoken already toward the pres s ,  and toward anyone else who 
questioned their t actics in this whole matter . 

Mr . Speaker , political opportunism , scare tactics , glaring headlines - we ' re 
talking about the safety and health of Manitobans , Mr. Speaker , and of others .  

Mr .  Speaker , I suggest that i f  the Minister had consulted the known experts in 
the field last Tuesday , when this disaster first came to his attention, that the 
confidence of the c itizens of this provinc e ,  including the media , would not have 
been eroded to such an extent that we are today having an emergency debate on this 
subject . I myself have found that some of the apparently contradictory remarks by 
the Minister have certainly made me question that the provincial government knows 
what they are doing in this matter . I heard an excerpt from the press conference 
yesterday - I heard it on the radio this morning - to the effect that there was 
never any intention of spreading the chemical until the cars were moved . Now ,  we 
have n ' t  got Hansard for Friday , but I recall , and I hope my memory ' s  correct , that 
the Minister said that word had gone out from his office to stop the spreading of 
the chemical at that time . And the cars were still there . 

The Minister assured this House ,  I believe on Tuesday , Wednesday and Thursday , 
that there was no danger . I happened to stumble in on his press conference yes
t erday because I was in the building on another matt er , and I heard him say words 
to thi s  effect , that the residents have been aware from the beginning that there 
is a possible danger . 

Now, there are questions that have not been answered ,  that to my mind must be 
answered before we can j udge the competency of the government . When were EMO fir
st on the site? I don ' t  believe we ' ve been told that .  I want to know when they 
appeared on the s it e .  Dr . Bowen :  We ' ve heard about his competency , and we have 
no reason to question it . Has he been to the site , has he been working on the 
s ite , has he been monitoring the monitoring? We ' ve heard that there is no safe 
leve l .  What arrangements has the Minister made for the infants in MacGregor , for 
the pregnant women ,  and for the elderly i n  MacGregor . --( Interject ion ) -- "Oh ,  my 
God 11 ,  they say .  "Oh ,  my God " i s  a very good exclamation, Mr. Speaker , and it 
seems to me , I know i f  I had had family in MacGregor , they would have been out of 
there by now. And this is not a scare tacti c ,  Mr. Speaker . We are talking again 
about the safety and health of people in this provinc e .  

We ' re aware that i n  instances where chemicals have been used , 20 , 25 years 
later , terrible consequences have been discovered . Why are we waiting for action 
to be taken , apparently without - the Minister for the Environment was extremely 
complacent last week . I was amazed at his complacency and reassured by it -
wrongly I now think . I would like to ask him if he is prepared to table , with the 
House , copies of the statements which he obtained from the experts whom he has 
rather belatedly consulted , according to his statement today . I pre sume that the 
reassurances we were given by him are not just a repetition of something that hap
pened over the phone,  that he has taped their assurances,  or obtained them in 
writing, or has them verified in some way that could be substantiated and that we 
could check . I would personally like to see what those statements were , and how 
they can be related . 

Why has the First Minister been so uncharacteristically silent on this whole 
matter for a week? I 'm not aware of any hesitancy on the First Minister ' s  part , 
usuall y ,  in speaking out . And I would suggest , Mr .  Speaker , that it ' s  difficult 
to imagine that any competent government would sit by and allow those who are re s
ponsible for the danger to be fully in charge of clearing up the danger - and 
again, as I said already , with the Minister of the Environment as a complacent 
bystander . Why was there not a state of emergency called at that site , and the 
government in charge of the cleanup? I suggest that would have been a respons ible 
way to follow up this disaster . 

We ' ve been told that there was a responsibility to provide information serv
ice s .  But those who were at the press conference yest erday know that as of 1 : 00 
o 1 clock yesterday afternoon, the information officer who was put on site had no 
telephone for anyone to contact him to get informatio n .  The information officer 
was placed on the site yesterday , and I bel ieve in the early afternoon. 
- - ( Interjection ) -- 10 : 3 0  in the morning . Four , five days later . Why was there 
not an information officer available there to answer questions from people in the 
district on Tuesday afternoon , Mr . Speaker? 
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MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour . 

MR . Mac MASTER : Mr . Speaker , my concern in this particular matter dates 
back to hours after I heard of the particular incident . Our government is con
cerned , and my department was concerned with the workers that were , in fact , part 
of the train crew. And we were further concerned with those that were going into 
the area,  that woul d  be working in the particular area . 

Even though I should suggest Mr . Speaker , that we knew all the time , and all 
the while , that the juri sdiction, the rail jurisdiction in this particular matter 
as far as safety and health went legally , rested with the federal government . And 
the respons ibility for workplace safety and health with railway workers rests with 
the federal government . But nevertheless ,  Mr . Speaker , our department has been 
concerned , and I think has expressed and acted in a very responsible manner . We 
have been consistently in touch with all parties involve d .  I have had officers 
and officials and inspectors from my department in and out of that particular area 
off and on for the last wee k .  Some of our particular officials are out there to
day . 

The points that seem to come forward Mr. Speaker , as they related to the em
ployee s ,  were first that the employees themselves knew, in fact , the cargo that 
was on the train . I think tha t ' s  fairly important , because I ' ve heard in the last 
few months that sometimes railway workers are not aware of what the cargo is that 
they 're handling ,  and that I ' m led to believe is not correct , that they do in fact 
know what is on the train . 

Mr .  Speaker , I ' m also aware of the fact that CN procedures, as agreed to by the 
federal j urisdiction,  forbid employees going near damaged cars which have any type 
of dangerous cargo until after what is called a commodities officer arrives upon 
the scene . This again is a federal j urisdiction and a federal procedure that I 
understand the employees are aware of,  and I ' d  certainly think , am led to believe , 
that they concur with . 

I am also made aware ,  Mr. Speaker , that the areas after the commodity officer 
and the o ther o fficials had started to test the area , that the area was roped 
off, areas where there was in fact a reading of five parts per mill ion . 

Now this particular number seems to be causing some controversy , but it is in 
fact a number , five parts per mill ion , which is a standard that is set by the 
American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists and has been adopted by 
Canada, and certainly concurred with those of us here in Manitoba. This standard 
was established in various j urisdictions across our country on the insistence and 
compliance of input from various organizations , including manufacturers of the 
product and those that transport it - and I should say the unions have been in
volved in this . There is no sense going back , which I think bears the point that 
it ' s  now down to five , but I think it is interesting that just a few short years 
ago it was 500 parts per million . 

The railways believe that , and I j ust simply say this , that because of their 
procedures that are in place , people are not to go into the areas until the proper 
official come s .  And the fact that the area was blocked off ,  the railways feel , 
and we are not totally satisifed , but the rai lways feel that people , workers , have 
been in fact kept out of the area where they might have come in contact with this 
particular chemical which had in any particular case over five parts per million . 

In conjunction with my department , we have certainly followed up on the propos
al by CN , and we are going to follow up farther on it , that a medical inspection 
process be put in place and that people in fact that have been involved in any 
way , shape or form with this particular incident , that those people be register
ed . I think I ' ve heard the word before , it's  a very common one , and that they in 
fact be checked out by specialists in the medical field . We will be following up 
on that , Mr. Speaker , to assure ourselves that those things are particularly done . 

I have mentioned , Mr. Speaker , that the area has been roped off . I think i t ' s  
important to mention that the people that repaired the two cars were not CN em
ployees , they were Dow Chemical employee s ,  along with the help by the commodities 
officer . It wasn ' t  the CN local employees that did this particular patch job . 

I understand that an o fficer of the union has talked with his people out there , 
and that ' s  quite correct . I understand that he ' s  advised them that if in fact 
they do have any ailments that may be suspect , that they should file an accident 
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report , and that is correct , Mr. Speaker . That is the position that I have taken 
since I became the Minister of Labour , that we do in fact wish people , if there is 
any incident of any type , that they should file a compensation form . I have no 
argument with what the union is doing , in fact I support that particular pos ition . 

I might just say that it is poss ible , and I hope that all members ,  I ' m  sure all 
members share with me , it is possible that i t ' s  a l ittle premature to determine 
what the particular problems of the workers are . Our people are as concerned as 
anybody in this particular provinc e .  We are certainly as concerned and I think we 
have demonstrated concern since this particular incident took place . We will con
tinue to do s o .  Our prime concern at this particular time , my personal prime con
cer n  of my department is the well being of the men that are working at that parti
cular works ite , Mr. Speaker . Thank you . 

MR. SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for The Pas . 

MR . RONALD McBRYDE ( The Pas ) :  Thank you , Mr. Speaker . Mr. Speaker , I can 
understand the Minister of Labour ' s  concern with jurisdiction , b ecause as far as 
his particular department is concerned , there is a j urisdictional problem . But , 
Mr. Speaker , the Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs does have jurisdiction 
in this case in what happens . The Minister has accepted that j urisdiction and has 
a ttempted to reassure us from that particular place of jur sidiction . 

But to the Minister of Labour , Mr. Speaker , who wants to rely entirely upon the 
advice and the information provided to him by the CN,  should be aware that some
times companies as well as governments can do the wrong thing and take the wrong 
procedure and ,  Mr. Speaker , the enquiry into the Missassauga affair does show pro
b lems with railway procedures when it comes to transporting dangerous chemi cals . 

Bu t ,  Mr. Speaker , one of my concerns in terms of what 's going to happen in this 
s ituation , is that we are talking about a number of people that are right now , 
coul d be,  or are affected at this point in time . Mr. Speaker , we 're talking about 
the workers who are there to clean up the s ituation ; we are talking about the res
idents in the immediate area , the residents of McGregor , and we are talking about 
the environment and what 's going to happe n .  And , Mr. Speaker , the one thing that 
concerns me about some of the members opposite , and their comments on this , was 
the fact that this was just let slide . The Minister of Government Services men
tioned that wel l ,  why didn ' t  you raise it in this House last wednesday? Why 
didn ' t  you raise it on Thursday? - or whatever the Minister of Government Services 
had to say . 

Mr. Speaker , our problem was , and the problem of the people of Manitoba was , 
that we accepted what the Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs said to us . 
We accepted that .  We thought that that Minister had the expert advice that he 
needed and was acting upon that expert a dvice , and therefore that that Minister 
was taking the appropriate action on behalf of the people of Manitoba. But ,  Mr. 

Speaker , we were wrong , and one of the main problems seems to be that the Minister 
does not have the proper advice available to him. 

Mr. Speaker , this gets complicated because there are so many different types of 
chemicals that are being handled , and so many different ways o f  handling all the 
chemi cal s ,  that there ' s  not an immediate expert necessarily available on that par
ticular chemical . 

Mr. Speaker , what the United States has done , is set up a special hotline serv
ice , so when there is an accident in the transport of dangerous chemical s ,  that in 
fact the experts in that field can be immediately referred to by the authorities 
involved . And , Mr. Speaker , this is where we had a breakdown in Manitoba . This 
is where the Minister has failed us , by not consulting the experts and not getting 
the expert a dvice necessary , and there fore assuming that things were all right and 
assuring Manitoba and those of us on this side of the House that everything was 
all right . Mr. Speaker , how did we overcome that problem of bad information and 
bad advice being given to the Minister , the Minister not realizing the seriousness 
of the situa tion, the Minister no t realiz ing the particular dangers of this chemi
cal? Mr. Speaker , we found out about this pretty much by accident that the Mini
ster was not getting good a dvice , that the Minister did no t realize the situation 
facing us . 

Mr . Speaker , by good luck , we have a conscientious member on our side , the 
Member for Churchil l ,  who wanted to find out more industrial safety . When he read 
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that Dr . Stellman was in town to give a distinguished persons guest lecture at the 
univers ity , having read her book on worker safety , the Member for Churchill called 
her up and asked if he could meet with her and talk about the situation in lead in 
industrial workplace s ,  Mr .  Speaker . And the comments of the Minister of Govern
ment Services , Public Works , what you call it , Mr .  Speaker , is typical of the 
Minister in terms of trying to create a different issue to take the heat off the 
real issue . Mr .  Speaker , the red herring tactic of the Minister - I keep wanting 
to say the Minis ter of Highwa ys ,  because I guess I wish he was still there - but 
anyway , Mr .  Speaker , the Minister of Government Services pulling out this kind of 
red h erring . 

Mr .  Speaker , the fact is that Dr. Stel lman was here to give a lecture at the 
Un iv ersity . The Member for Churchill contacted her on ano ther matter , having re
spect for her profess ional , scienti fic information as in books and articles that 
she has written on chemi cals and workplace , heal th and safety matters . So ,  Mr .  

Speaker , it is fortunate for the people of Manitoba and it is fortunate for those 
of us in this House that this kind of person happened to be h ere at this time to 
give us correct informa tion , which the Minister did not have in regard to this 
accident near McGregor . 

So ,  Mr .  Speaker , when the Attorney-General made comments about the political 
wishes of the Member for Churchill , etc . etc . , I ' m  kind of disgusted with those 
kind of remarks from the Minister of Gover nment Services and the Attorney-General 
becaus e ,  Mr .  Speaker , those were cheap shots that don ' t  relate to the facts of the 
s ituation that we are in . 

Mr. Speaker , we have a s ituation in which the government of the day got not 
thorough informa tion , not enough information to be able to act . Dr . Stellman was 
here to give them that informa tion and then , Mr .  Speaker , they began to call the 
o ther experts on the a dvice and recommendation of Dr . Stellman . She even gave 
them the phone number s of who to contact , who were the experts in the area of this 
particular chemica l .  Mr .  Speaker , there are some people that might have chemistry 
degrees but not expert on the handling of this particular chemical in a spill sit
ua tion . 

So ,  Mr .  Speaker , that 's the kind of situation we have . We had the Minister of 
Consumer Affairs telling us , well everything is al l right , no big problem ,  every
thing is all right . And then as we asked some questions and some more information 
came to light , then the Minister is saying well yes , we didn ' t  quite tell you the 
whole story yesterday , here is the full story today . And then the next day , Mr .  

Speak er , us asking some more questions , providing some more in formation - well now 
we have some more information , and we are going to change our procedure . 

Mr .  Speaker , we 've asked a number of questions in the comments today - and i f  
the Fir st Minister would stop being so rude a s  t o  interrupt from h i s  chair , I ' l l 
continue wi th my comments , Mr .  Speaker . So we have a situation of the Minister 
relying pre tty wel l solely on advice from CN and on advice from Dow Chemical . Mr. 

Speak er , in this case the a dvice turned out to be no t thorough enough , taking the 
advice solely from the shipper and the person from the chemical company , the ship
per and the transporter of the chemi cals . 

So ,  Mr .  Speaker , we had a number of days when the government was either going 
to do the wrong thing or not do the appropriate thing in this case . It was a s er
ious problem and the information brought to light by the Member for Churchill and 
Dr . Stellman then go t them moving , Mr .  Speaker , to begin to do some thing . &I t  
they have still got a lot of questions t o  answer and a lot of things that have t o  
b e  done , Mr .  Speaker , be fore we can be reassured tha t this situation i s  in con
trol . So we have the delayed appointment of an information officer and people in 
the area complaining that they are no t being able to get informa tion from the gov
ernment and , Mr .  Speaker , the Minister mentioned that the area was cordoned o ff 
and people weren ' t  able to go there . In Saturday ' s  paper there is a story of one 
of the famil ies living close by going to the site themselves to find out what was 
going on and apparently they didn ' t  have any trouble going right into the site and 
talking to the people on site as to what was going on . 

We have the situation , Mr .  Speaker , tha t Dr . Stellman did recommend , and I be
lieve her recommendations and her advice was confirmed by other experts that the 
Minister and his department contacted - Env ironment Canada for exampl e ,  the Dow 
Chemical toxicology laboratory confirmed what Dr. Stel lman said - Dr . Stel lman 
recommended that a couple of things happen immediately . One , that as far as pos-
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s ib le the snow and other contaminants that were there be scooped up or vacuumed up 
and put in some kind o f  a container . She also recommended that the workers on the 
s ite be required to wear masks becaus e of the danger of this chemical and , Mr .  

Speaker , we s till do not have those things happening . There was one person wear
ing a mask at the site , Mr .  Speaker , a representative from Dow Chemica l .  A repre
sentative from Dow Chemical was the only person protecting himself in that situ
a tion . The other worker s ,  Mr. Speaker , are not protected . They are working as 
they are , in their work clo thes , wi thout that k ind o f  protection . 

So Mr .  Speaker , we , on this side , are disturbed that the Minister had not 
enough and inaccurate informa tion , we 're concerned that the Minister still does 
not have enough information ,  and if he does , he is not sharing that information 
with those of us on this side of the House . And we are a fraid , Mr. Speaker , what 
we ' re going to find out tomorrow , b ecause we 've had to find out things on our own , 
and we haven ' t  got that informa tion from the government . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Minister of Natural Re sources . 

HON.  BRIAN RANSOM ( Souris-Killarney ) :  Mr .  Speaker , I would l ike to take 
the opportunity to participa te in this debate , b ecause I think i t ' s  important that 
we cast this problem within a l arger perspective of env ironmental concer n , s  and 
how those concerns are judged and evaluated . I should l ike to commend the opposi
tion for showing the interest that they have in this problem . I think that ' s  un
der standable , that the oppos ition should be enquiring of the government as to what 
action they have taken , and whe th er or not that action is l ikely to be adequate to 
deal with the problem. 

I shoul d also have thought ,  Mr .  Speaker , that the oppos ition would have been 
asking those ques tions in a dvance , and having been the Minister of Env ironment for 
the past two years ,  I do not recall any q uestioning during the Es timates Review as 
to the pre paredness of the government to deal wi th this type o f  s i tuation . 

Now , Mr .  Speaker , another piece of information which the Honourable Minister of 
the Environment has pointed out , and whi ch must be made clear , is that the company 
who manufa ctured this vinyl chloride - which I understand is a monomer and not a 
polymer - is that in 35 years o f  manufacturing this monomer , the same type o f  
material tha t ' s  i n  the tank car s ,  that there has n o t  b een a single case of l iver 
cancer confirmed in the workers in the plant . For 35 year s .  And at times , Mr .  

Speaker , as you know , i t  has been pointed out that the l imits at one time , were 
much much greater than they are now. In fact as recently , I believe , if I recall 
the figures , as 197 2 ,  the allowable standard was 500 parts per mill ion - 100 t imes 
greater than it is now. And under those condition s ,  Mr .  Speaker , there has n ever 
b een a confirmed case of liver cancer in the worker s manufacturing v inyl chloride 
in this plant , this monomer . That must be borne in mind , because I think it says 
a great deal about the alleged hazards that peopl e have been exposed to . 

I also would l ike to speak , generally , Mr .  Speaker , about the matter of stan
dards , as it relates to hazardous ma terials in the environment .  And this happens 
to be an area that is very easily questioned , is very easily exploited , if one 
wishes to conduct a campaign of fear , b ecause standards are based on some kind o f  
scientific evaluation . They are based o n  the best information available ; and most 
scienti sts , Mr .  Speaker , will not say that there is absolutely no chance of any 
given chemical being hazardous . And for the non-scientist , it is therefore a 
s impl e ma tter to back a scientist into a corner and say , can you assure me , abso
lutely , that there is no danger involved wi th this chemi cal? And the scientist , 
i f  he or she is indeed a scientist , they wil l have to answer , n o ,  I cannot give 
you that assurance , 100 percent . 

And therefore ,  Mr .  Speaker , there have developed a number of positions relative 
to the safety of a particular contaminant in the env ironment . There are those 
people who say there should be no contamination of the environment , b ecause i t  
cannot be proven that they will no t be harmful t o  the heal th of people , and t o  the 
environment generall y .  

There are other s ,  o f  course , who say - a n d  I happen t o  agree with this school 
of thought - that we must pick some s tandard whi ch is based on the best evidence 
available , and which appears to be a satisfactory b alance between what is known to 
be excess ive contamination and no contamina tion , because life ,  Mr .  Speaker , hap
pens to be dangerous . I don •t recall who made the statement ,  but someone once 
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described life in pre technological civilization days as being nasty , short and 
brutish , because there were danger s ,  Mr .  Speaker . There were dangers from wild 
animals ; there were danger s from diseas e ;  there were dangers from pestilence ; and 
there were dangers from the wea th er . Wi th the a dvent of technology , Mr. Speaker , 
we have eliminated many of those danger s ,  and we have unquestionably substituted 
some new danger s ,  su ch that now life is no t short , nasty and brutish , it is long , 
nasty and brutish .  

Bu t  there are still dangers ,  Mr .  Speaker . And we mus t make some s tandard , we 
must accept some dangers , or else we are return ing , we mus t re turn to the days of 
no technology . And there are people who advocate that , Mr .  Speaker . There are 
people who a dvocate tha t we should abandon our present te chnology and re turn to 
the caveman days of existence . I don ' t  happen to be one o f  those , but we must 
bear in mind that there· are those people who are l iving on the a dvantages today o f  
the technological society - and many o f  them living q uite wel l ,  doing well within 
the system , having pos i tions of stature - who would a dvocate tha t .  And I think 
society mus t be aware of those arguments , Mr .  Speaker , and be prepared to make the 
judgments which must be made in weighing benefits against the potential harm tha t 
might befall individuals in our society . 

I woul d  jus t hope , Mr .  Speaker , that when these judgments are made , that they 
are made in the light of informa tion , the best information available ; the y are 
ma de rational l y ,  and not on the basis of fear , al though I know that fear and emo
tion have a v ery real presence in this type of situation . And I 'm confident that 
this particular problem that we 're dealing with has been handled adequately ;  that 
there has no t been undue danger to the people involved , or people who l ive wi thin 
the vicinity ; and that when the present furor has died down and some review and 
inves tigation of the situation has been carried out , we will find indeed that that 
was so . 

I woul d  also hope , Mr .  Speaker , that we will have advanced our knowledge s ome
wha t  because of this situation , and that should that type of thing occur again , we 
will be in a better position to deal with it than we have today . 

MR. SPEAK ER : The Honourable Memb er for Rupertsland . 

MR . HARVEY BOSTROM: Thank you , Mr .  Speaker . The speakers this afternoon 
from the Progressive Conservative b enches have , I believe , given us even more 
cause for alarm , as far as this situation is concerned . The most that we hve 
heard from them in t erms of their dealing with this situation is , as the last 
speaker indica ted ,  and I believe the previous speaker to him indicated , that they 
have a concern . fut that seems to be the only action that they 're taking on this 
matter , that they 're express ing concer n .  They are not dealing with the s ituation 
adeq ua tely . Far from it . And , Mr. Speaker , the las t speaker indicated that we 
mus t  accept some danger s .  In other words , Mr .  Speaker , this gover nment ,  through 
i ts spokesmen,  are telling us , and tell ing Manitobans , that they mus t accept safe
ty standards with respect to this chemical that are less more-dangerous than those 
that are accepted in o ther j urisdictions where there are experts that know a hell 
o f  a lot more about this chemical than these people do . 

And Mr .  Speaker , I can re fer to one case in point , and i t ' s  from a newspaper 
headline from the New Yor k Times . And it refer s to a derailment of an aircraft • 

MR . SPEAKER: The hour being 4 : 30 
The Honourable Member for Kildonan on a point o f  order . 

MR.  PE TER FOX : Point of order , Mr .  Speaker . Yes .  This Hous e ,  by motion , 
by vote , made a decis ion to set aside the ordinary bus iness of the House , and un
til we compl ete this bus ines s ,  we shall carry on on this debate . I respectfully 
suggest to you that you consult Rule 27 . 

MR . SPEAKER : I th ank the honourable member for that advice . 
The Honourable Memb er for Rupertsland may proceed . 

MR. BOSTROM: Thank you , Mr .  Speaker . I re ferred to a cas e ,  Mr .  Speaker , 
which has been reported in the New York Times , where there was a derailment of 
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tank car s ,  s ome of which were containing the same chemical that we are discussing 
in Manitoba , namely vinyl chloride . And , Mr. Speaker , the re port s tates that the 
steel-plated tank cars containing the vinyl chloride remained intact . In other 
word s ,  in this case there was no leakage , there was no obvious problem as there 
was in Man itoba . And in this case ,  Mr. Speaker , all 500 residents of Sunset Bay , 
New York , were ordered out of the Lake Erie Shore front Community 30 miles south
west of Bu ffalo yesterday after the derailment of the 21 cars of the Conn-Ra il 
frei ght train , and I re fer d irectly to the article in point . And Mr. Speaker , the 
evacuation in this case was ordered by the author ities after they were warned o f  
poten tial hazards t o  anyone wi thin a half-a-mile o f  vinyl chloride . 

Mr. Speaker , this government has felt that the workers who are dealing with 
this chemical mus t accept the s tandard that the U . S .  authorities woul dn ' t  allow 
anyone to accept within a hal f-a-mile of this chemical . And ,  in this cas e ,  there 
was not even any leakage from the tank car s .  Here we have a situation where there 
was a very s erious leakage , and this government is not taking action to deal with 
it . 

If we look at the Min isterial Sta tement which was given to us today , we under
s tand , Mr. Speak er , that on Friday of this week , when we heard the Minister make a 
statement to this House ,  he claims that upon learning o f  the second leak , i t  was 
agreed that this clean-up process should be reconsidered . We all know what clean
up process we 're re ferring to , so I won ' t  go into i t .  

But , Mr. Speaker , the rea l  reason there was a second look at this clean-up pro
cedure , which these guys don ' t  even seem to want to give credit to , is the fact 
that the NDP opposition re ferred to them a visiting U . S .  expert in this area that 
gave them clear advice on what to do in this situa tion . And tha t  advice ,  Mr. 

Speak er , was to clean up the snow that had been saturated by the chemi cal . And to 
date , from Friday when th is expert was referred to the Min ister in charge , n oth ing 
has been done in that area . We hear the Minister reporting at a press conference 
yes terday tha t  they are removing the chemical from the intact cars into oth er 
car s .  Well ,  Mr. Speak er , what does that do for the area that has already been 
saturated with this contaminated chemical? 

And , Mr .  Speaker , the expert who vis ited th e Min ister gave him this advice in 
good fai th , and a dvised him tha t he did no t have to re fer only to h er for a dvice . 
In fact , Mr. Speaker , she gave him a list , I believe , of names of people that he 
coul d re fer to , to check wi th to ensure that the a dvice she was giving him was the 
accurate advice to follow . And ,  Mr .  Speaker , the information is on the record . 
She called this procedure that the government was following insane . And the fact 
th at this government has not taken any action on this advice in the las t  three 
days is the most irrespons ible incompe tence tha t anyone could see . 

Mr. Speaker , we listened with interest to the Minister ' s  sta tement today when 
we see that his ma in a dvisers in this whole affa ir have been Dow Chemical people . 
He says right in h is statement that througout th is incident there has been very 
close l iason between Dow Chemical experts and our environmental s taff .  And , Mr. 

Speaker , not even the head o ffice of Dow , as we learned . 
Mr. Speaker , as late as Friday last week , or the three days aft er the spill , 

four days after the spil l ,  the Min is ter had still not instructed h is staff to con
tact experts who had deal t wi th this k ind of situation be fore . He had still no t 
done that , Mr .  Speaker , even after being warned by the vis iting US e xpert of the 
cons equences o f  his ac tion and the danger to the workers who were on site , the 
potential danger s to the res idents in th e nearby community ; the government has 
s till not taken action . 

And we learned today , Mr .  Speaker , th at they have set up an information 
centre . The Min is ter would lead us to believe that this was there all the time . 
The mayor of that town indicated late las t week that he hadn ' t  heard anything from 
the government s ince the Minister visited there on Wednesday , and we learned also 
th at they jus t set up this informa tion office after Dr . Stellman raised this mat
ter on Friday with the Minis t er . In o th er words , be fore that , the y had no inform
a tion office which was advis ing the town ' s  people of McGregor in this affa ir .  

He also re fers to Environment Canada doing monitoring on the site . Wel l ,  Mr. 

Speaker , our informa tion from Environment Canada as of today is that the environ
mental perce ption s ervice of Env ironment Canada is s till setting up the ir testing 
service . And furthermore , they have considerable doubts as to the adequacy of the 
Dow testing procedures , and i t ' s  the Dow tes ting procedures that this government 
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seems to be relying on . Mr .  Speaker , this is incredible , that the government 
would rely on the company , in this case , when it 's in the company ' s  best interests 
to downplay this situation as much as possible , s ince they are going to be l egally 
l iable for any problems tha t result from this spil l .  And this government is rely
ing on them. In fact they are relying on Dow Chemical to provide the environment
al pro tection for the people of Manitoba . Tha t is in essence what the y are 
doing . They are sell ing out the environmental protection of Manitoba to the Dow 
Chemical Company . 

Mr. Speaker , I can remind you that the Dow Chemical Company , and the type o f  
morality that this company h a s  - they are the company that produced na palm during 
the s ixties , and no one has to be reminde d ,  I don ' t  think , what napalm was used 
for . The v irtually only use of napalm was to drop from a ir planes to b urn people , 
to k ill peopl e ,  and this is the morality and this is the company . 

MR. SPEAK ER: Order , order pleas e .  The member 's ten minutes has expired . 
The Honourable Minister of Transpor tation . 

HON. DON ORCHARD ( Pembina ) :  Thank you , Mr .  Speaker , I want to enter this 
debate for s ev eral reasons . Mr. Speaker , one of the first things that I ' d  l ike to 
do is to correct some o f  the glaring errors th at member s in the opposition have 
made to date in debating this resolu tion . 

Fir st of all , Mr .  Speaker , s everal of them have made reference to the fact that 
the Minister responsible for the environmen t has set a new sa fety limit where none 
is safe . What in fact the Min ister of the Environment said , q uite responsibly s o ,  
i s  that the safest possible l evel is n o  exposure a t  all , and that can b e  taken 
exactly as it is said . He did not state that that was the safe l imi t .  The safe 
l imit , Mr .  Speaker , has b een established by various agencies on this side of the 
border and on the other side of the border at the five parts per mill ion exposure 
over an eight-hour day for a five-day work week . Now , Mr .  Speaker , wha t we have 
heard already from that s ide , and I don ' t  b lame them , b ecause they ar e a ttempting 
to justify the reason for this debate this aft ernoon , they are indicating that our 
Minister has set a new standar d .  Well that 's not quite s o .  

The las t speaker indicated a d erailment in the United States involving the same 
kind o f  chemical and ,  Mr .  Speaker , by his s ta tement and the reading o f  the press 
re port , he would leave members on this side o f  the House , the press ,  and the gen
eral public of Man itoba to believe that we should have done as was done in that US 
town . Wel l ,  Mr .  Speaker , as is usual wi th members of the opposition , they did not 
q uite fill us in on all the deta ils . Fir st of all , they let us know that advice 
was given to evacuate all people with in one half of a mile of the spil l .  Now , Mr .  

Speaker , th e previous speaker , the Member for Rupertsland , did not indica te whe
ther in fact the d erailment occurred wi thin the corporate limits of the town that 
was evacua ted . I would suspect , Mr .  Speaker , that is indeed the cas e .  

So let us compare that derailment s i tuation wi th the one w e  are dealing wi th in 
th is province .  We are three q uarters of a mile minimum from the village o f  
McGre gor , Mr .  Speaker . Pardon me , I s tand corrected , Mr .  Speaker , i t  i s  a mile 
and a quarter from th e village of McGregor . It is not within the l imits of the 
village of McGregor , as has been glossed over by everyone to date including mem
ber s on our side , it is a mile and a quarter from the village of McGregor . Tha t ,  
Mr .  Speak er , I a m  no t saying detaches one bit from the s eriousness o f  the situa
tion , b u t ,  Mr .  Speaker , let us not misconstrue the facts of the situation as they 
are be fore this Hous e .  It is re commended in tha t newspaper article that the Mem
ber for Ruper tsland q uoted from , th at evacuation take place from anybody res ident 
wi th in one half mile . 

Ther efore , Mr .  Speaker , the logical conclusion is that this Minister with this 
government acted respons ibly in not call ing for the evacuation of the residents o f  
McGregor , b ecaus e it i s  outs ide o f  the one-half mile l imi t .  That i s  one error , 
Mr .  Speak er , that they are trying to promote the feeling , the fear , that we have 
done something amiss on this side of the Hous e .  Not s o ,  Mr .  Speaker , not so a t  
all !  Furthermore , Mr .  Speaker , the closest farm yard is not wi thin one-half mile 
of the spill site . Therefore , not even a farm yard , according to the s tipulations 
laid down by the Member for Rupertsland in his news paper cli p  read ing , says tha t 
we acted responsibly and that we did not evacuate that farm yard . 

The second thing that the Member for Rupertsland so bla tantly pu ts on the re-
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cord , is that he finds it incredible , and I quote him ,  incredible that this gov
ernment would rely on Dow Chemi cal , the manu facturer of that product , to provide 
us advice when in fact they are legally responsible for the outcome of this whole 
spil l .  Now , Mr. Speaker , what the Member for Rupertsland is tell ing this House 
and the peopl e of M:l.nitob a ,  is that we should not contact a company which has been 
manu facturing this product for 35 years and has the experience wi th that product , 
we shoul d not rely on them for any a dvice whatsoever . Mr .  Speaker , I find that an 
incredibly inept and s tupid s ta tement from the member from the oppos i tion . 

Mr .  Speaker , furthermor e ,  i f  you want to carry h is argument to the natural con
clus ion , Dow Chemical is legall y  respons ible , according to what he says , for the 
consequences of this spill . Therefore , Mr .  Speaker , I would find them to be am
ongst the mos t respons ible people in assuring tha t no h arm come to anyone as a 
resul t of this spill , to protect the legal respons ib lity that their company may 
have as a resul t o f  this spil l .  And he would suggest that we don ' t  take the ir 
advice , Mr .  Speaker ? I find that hard , hard to bel ieve , Mr .  Speaker . 

Now, Mr. Speaker , I want to lay a time s equence down for the House , because we 
have all of a sudden detached ourselves from what has happened s ince the derail
ment took place in this province . The derailment occurred on Monday . We were 
noti fied of i t ,  and the Minister for the environment , the Honourable Member for 
Morris , was out on the scene at shortly pas t  noon on Tuesday . Hardly a non-caring 
a tti tude , Mr .  Speaker . He was out there within a day of the derailment and the 
spil l .  Mr. Speak er , at that po in t  in time it was deemed tha t a small amount - an 
amount , I won ' t  say a smal l amount - of the chemical was leaking from the car s ,  
but i t  was s topped wi thin ano ther day . That particular leak was fi xed by people 
of Dow Chemical , who repaired the leaking v alve and , at that point in time , Mr .  

Speak er , i t  was assumed , I believe , b y  all involved , that there were n o  further 
l eaks . It wasn ' t  until , coincidentally , Friday morning , when Dr . Stellman ap
peared on the scene wi th some a dvice , tha t a l eak was discovered in the second 
car , which was much larger than the leak in the valve in the fir st car . At that 
point in time , Mr .  Speak er , the Minister for Env ironment for this government mo
b il ized many many peopl e to make sure that the integrity o f  the environment was 
protected at tha t instance , uncovering a ma j or new leakage o f  v inyl chloride from 
a second car previous ly unknown . 

Now , Mr .  Speaker , member s in the oppos ition are trying to say that he has acted 
incompetently , etc . ,  etc . ,  etc . Mr. Speak er , I suggest that the Minist er for En
vironment has acted totally responsibly in the carrying-out of h is duties in pro
te cting the environment and insuring the sa fety o f  all Manitobans in this particu
lar derailment and accident and spillage . Any allega tions by the opposition that 
he has acted anything bu t respons ibly , Mr. Speaker , is showing us where the re
spons ibility is and where the irresponsibil ity is , Mr. Speaker , and I needn ' t  
clari fy whi ch side has whi ch .  

Now , Mr. Speaker , I don • t  wan t to dwel l on this subject too much longer , b e
cause I don • t  particularly enjoy the fact that we have a po tentially dangerous 
carcinogenic chemical released to the a tmosphere in M:l.n itoba. But members of the 
oppos i tion have said , why didn ' t  we act more qui ckly? Why didn ' t  we contain all 
o f  the chemical ?  At the time that the spill occurred , Mr .  Speaker , all that could 
be done at that po int in time was be ing done . People were kept away . They w ere 
kept b eyond the radius , b eyond which the lev el of chemical was less than five 
parts per million , cons idered to be a safe l evel of contamination in the atmos
phere . Mr .  Speaker , q ualified personnel only were allowed into that scen e .  
Quali fied personnel were only allowed t o  work o n  the leak on the car . 

Now , Mr .  Speaker , I don • t  l ike to see that k ind o f  a chemical released to the 
a tmosph ere , but I don ' t  want to see the people of Manitoba left wi th the fals e 
impress ion that this Min ister of Environment has acted irresponsib ly in handling 
this situa tion . He des erves to be commended for the efforts that he has under
taken in protecting the peopl e of Manitoba in this particular situation . 

Now, Mr .  Speaker , I don • t  have to go through the s equence o f  events again . 
Naturally news ' s ta tements are issued to the House when new leakages are dis
cov ered , as they were on Friday and , Mr .  Speaker , the Minister for the Env ironment 
has worked the whole weekend through to assure that that s ituation is under con
trol . Mr .  Speaker , I have the u tmost confidence in h is per formance in the past , 
and I have the u tmost confidence that he as Minister of the Environment will pro
tect the inte grity of the people of Manitoba in the future . Thank you , Mr .  

Speaker . 
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MR. SPEAKER:  The Honourable Member for Wellington . 

MR . BRIAN CORRIN (Well ington ) :  Mr .  Speaker , I rise in my place , not as a 
person authoritative or expert in the ques tion o f  env ironmental management ,  e colo
gy , scienti fic b iology relative to the question of environmental contaminents , b ut 
ra ther , Mr .  Speaker , I would submit , as many o th er memb ers have in their par tici
pa tion , s impl y as a layman who has a deep concern for the well-being and wel fare 
of the people whom we all re present . 

Mr .  Speaker , I would submit to you that there is good cause for very deep and 
grave concern relat ive to this matter .  I would indicate , no twi ths tanding some o f  
the platitudes , notwith standing s ome o f  the vitriol expressed by members opposite , 
tha t al thou gh  they may wish - and I would suggest that only one member has actual
ly sugges ted this to be something akin to what he called Jane Fondaism - they may 
wish to s tigmatise it as something o f  that nature , I woul d remind that member and 
all those other member s on that s ide who take that point of view , that Jane Fonda
ism as expressed in the United States was relat ive to Three Mile Island , and we 
all know the tremendous hazard , the jeopardy that was involved in the Three Mile 
Island incident . And , Mr. Speaker , this o f  course ,  I think , brings us to the sub• 
stance of our debate . 

Mr .  Speaker , we are l iv ing , as the Min ister of Resources has indica ted , in a 
v ery complex and technological world . In many respects our life indeed has been 
truly b ettered as a result of these innovations and inventions , b ut , Mr .  Speaker , 
there are c er tain degrees of peril that they have precipitated that were hi th erto 
unknown to citizens on th is planet . And ,  Mr .  Speaker , I would suggest that i t  is 
that tha t we mus t address ourselves to today . As legislators , Mr. Speaker , i t  is 
our res ponsibil ity to concern ourselves with ways and means to redress these ob
vious inadequacies within the s ystem . Perhaps it ' s  a good example of a si tua tion 
where l egislation , governmental regulation has not kept ste p ,  has not been able to 
keep the measure o f  technological innovation and invention . 

Bu t ,  Mr .  Speaker , in saying this I would remind you that what has happened in 
MacGregor is but the second major incident of this s ort in but a v ery few short 
month s .  It wasn •t  too long ago , Mr .  Speaker , when we were all made aware of a 
very precarious and endanger ing situation in the city of Mississauga , in cntario;  
an unprecedented s ituation where a city , I believe o f  over 1/2 million peopl e were 
evacua ted . Mr .  Speaker , I say to you as a member from an urban consti tuency - a 
consti tuency , I should a dd ,  th at is contiguous in some areas to a main railway 
l ine - that I am deeply concerned about 1;he r isk that is be ing put u pon citizens 
as a resul t of moder n technological innovation . 

Mr .  Speaker , every day I am a dvised tha t roll ing s to ck passes through the ma in 
l ines of this city , carrying thousands of gallons of materials that are as toxi c ,  
i f  no t more toxic , than vinyl chloride . So ,  Mr .  Speak er , i t  b ehooves u s  no t just 
to deal with this particular subject in a vacuum. Bu t rath er , Mr .  Speaker , I 
would sugges t respe ct fully to you and o ther memb ers , that it is time for all o f  us 
to a ddress ourselves to the very s erious problems that present as a resul t o f  
this . If this s ort o f  situation had arisen,  Mr .  Speak er , in the main l ine yard in 
Winnipe g ,  we would be talking about a s ituation that might well be jeopardizing 
tens of thousands of l ives . Mr. Speaker , i f ,  as I 've now discovered in contacting 
the railway un ion representative of th e rail worker s on the site , if one of the 
cigarettes that the workers had been smoking - and Mr .  Speak er , I ' m  informed tha t 
they were srroking up till 2 : 3 0 or 3 : 3 0 in the afternoon on Friday of las t  week , 
some two full days after the incident took place , working people on the site w ere 
--( Interjection ) -- between two and four days , Mr .  Speaker , I have obtained th e 
counsel of sev eral memb ers . 

Mr .  Speaker , regardless of that , we know that this was a highly flammable sub
stance , and we know tha t  workers at the site were no t informed tha t they should 
extinguish their cigarettes . As a matter of fact , Mr .  Speaker , I was adv ised , and 
I will not c erti fy the rel iab ility o f  this s ta tement , but I was a dvised by a per
son from the union jus t this afternoon that i t  was only when the Dow Chemical rep
resenta t ive , properly uni formed and wearing his respirator unit , came on the site 
- and I should a dd ,  Mr .  Speaker , as we all know ,  that none of the o ther men had 
been a dvised to wear respira tor uni ts - it was only when he came on the site and 
mentioned to one of the CN o fficials that an airplane passing high above could ,  
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through its exhaus t sys tem, ign ite the flammable substance in the cars and on the 
ground , that they were told to e xtinguish the ir cigare ttes . 

Now , Mr .  Speaker , what concerns me is that even though we have alarming inci
dents of these s orts of disas t er s , and the po tential for this s ort of disaster is 
now so obvious , n othing is being done.  Mr. Speaker , it is time that we take meas
ures to redress this situa tion . In the United Sta tes , Mr .  Speaker , we are a dvised 
- and I have here an article in the Chris tian Science lt>nitor of March 12 th of 
this year - we are a dvised tha t  in the United States some 4 bill ion tons of haz
ardous chemicals are transported year ly . Four billion tons . An agency in 19 7 1  
was created there called ChemTrec , the Chemi cal Transportation Emergency Cen tre is 
full disclosure of the acronym . This is a program that works in conjunction with 
the government and the pr ivate sector .  And the y  h ave a lready , s ince 197 1 , handled 
more than 104 ,OOO incidents , deal ing with the transportation of hazardous chemical 
products . Mr. Speaker , I suggest to you tha t any th ing we can do to mitigate or 
forestall the tragic e ffects , the potentially tragic e ffects , of this sort of po
ten tial tragedy or accident , will be time wel l spent . 

Mr. Speaker , let us look wheth er or not some of the charges that have been made 
on this s ide of the House are indeed jus ti fied . I have suggested , o th er members 
have sugges ted , that th ere is a pol icy vacuum, an administrative regulatory vacu
um ,  wi th respect to this s ort o f  situa tion . Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker , wi th respect , that 
h as been corroborated by author i ties , n otwith standing what the Member for Lakeside 
suggests to be the case about part isan partici pa tion . Dr. Jeanne Stellman indi
cated when she came into the city , she said to reporter s ,  and I quote from the 
Tribune article of las t week , " It 's a v ery s erious situation . Wha t s tr ikes me is 
how unprepared everyone here is . No one seems to know what to do . "  She had just 
met , Mr .  Speaker , wi th the Honourable Minister of the Env ironment . 

Mr. Speaker , ther e ' s  further documenta tion.  It ' s  b een indicated that initially 
they were going to disperse the mater ials tha t had s pilled from the tank cars in 
the snow .  Well , Mr .  Speaker , Dr. Stellman indica ted , and I quote again , "What is 
perhaps more s erious is how unpre pared you are to deal with this , all si tting a
round and talking while it is evaporating . There are vacuum tank cars which vacu
um up the s tu ff ,  and when tha t  is done , then have the debate . "  Wel l ,  Mr. Speak er , 
th at stuff is s till lying on the ground . The Minister has no regulatory frame
work , there is no policy , so he is still vacillating . He is still consider ing 
whether he should suck it up and pump it away , or wheth er he should let it dis
perse into the a tmosph ere . 

The point is , Mr. Speaker , and I say this with respect to member s oppos ite , 
that there mus t be more done in order to provide the ways and means to deal on an 
activist bas is with this sort of potential disas ter when it occurs .  In these 
days , Mr. Speak er , it is simply untenable tha t members opposite can s tand up and 
say , well what did you do about i t ,  or ther e ' s  a di fference of o pinion , or we 're 
going to let Dow Chemical make policy for the people o f  Manitob a .  The Honourabl e  
Me mber for Ruperts land is right . Dow Chemical does have a vested interest ,  Mr .  

Speak er . They are the party tha t  will b e  l iable for the effects o f  this disast er 
i f  it occur s .  And you can ' t  really expect them to inculpa te themselves at this 
par ticular juncture and suggest that they 're not giving sound a dvice , or that the 
Min ister is not dealing with this matter in anything l ess than a reasonable basis . 

So Mr. Speak er ,  I would suggest , wi th respect , that there is more to be done in 
this regard . Government mus t  take a much more activist position , mus t a ffirm the 
right of peo ple to have adequate re presen ta tion in the face of this s ort of situ 
ation . 

Now , Mr .  Speaker , not only was it the case , as I indicated earl ier , that peopl e 

w ere smoking on the site - and I would indicate , Mr. Speaker that tha t in i tself 

could have jeopardized goodness knows how many peopl e 's l ives - but , Mr .  Speaker , 

the work er s , as we have been told , w ere no t outfitted wi th proper equipmen t .  As I 

indica ted , I am advised by people who were on the s ite that it was only when the 

Dow Chemical representa t ive came on s ite wi th h is equi pment , and his respirator 

mask , th at worker s began to q uestion the propr iety of th eir remaining • 

MR. SPEAK ER: Order pleas e .  The honourable member 's time is up . 
The Honourable Memb er for Por tage la Prair ie . 

MR.  LLOYD G. HYDE : Mr. Speaker , I jus t want to say a few words in regard 
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to the debate of this issue , which involves members of my constituency . My in
volvement and concern s tarted last Tuesday when I journeyed to M:lcGregor , along 
with the Min ister . When we flew to the town of M:lcGregor and witnessed the wreck
age o f  that chemical tra in , we visited wi th the local o ffi cials , discussed the 
issues with members of both the Dow Chemical Company and the CNR o fficials , the 
Environmen tal Management Branch and the EMO organ iza tion , Mr .  Speaker . 

Mr . Speaker , I am satisfied that the actions taken by our gover nment and the 
Min isters involved - these Minis ters have carried out their duties , I am s ure , to 
th e satisfa ction of most people in the vicin ity of M:lcGregor and district . They 
carried ou t their duties in a mann er , Mr. Speaker , tha t didn ' t  let the people find 
themselves pan icking w ith their concerns . I ' m  afraid that this is what is happen
ing too o ften . Sta temen ts are being made , no t only by government o fficials , 
statements are b eing made by peopl e of the press who possib ly have been - I say 
poss ibly - have been ill-in formed of the actual fac ts .  This , in turn , is creating 
pan ic aroongs t peopl e of M:lcGregor and district , to the point where - well I must 
int er ject h ere and say that up until this morning , and tha t hour was at 20 minutes 
to s ix this morning , I go t a phon e  call , and I have to admit that I probably was a 
little hazy and fuzzy at tha t hour . fut however , this concerned woman phoned me , 
she said , "Is it right that the village of M:l cGregor and dis tricts is going to be 
totally evacua ted?" And I had to say , I was not aware o f  that . And I had to say 
that I was sure if that had happened , I woul d  have b een noti fied .  

This is what I mean . This woman was ou t in the company o f  o th er people last 
evening . She was told by someone - I don ' t  know who ,  s omeone - that the town was 
going to be evacuated , and her children were go ing to be taken to school this 
mor ning , and she was so concer ned . Now , Mr .  Speaker , this was the only call that 
I rece ived o th er than those who were satisfied , as I said earlier , satisfied with 
the actions and the control measures taken up to now . 

The s tatement that was made by the Honourable Member for Fort Rouge about preg
nant women , that I think is ridiculous to come from a woman in her position , when 
it has n ev er been mentioned up to now , n ev er until she uttered those words , n ev er 
was it mentioned that there was danger to pregnant women . --( Interjection ) -- It 
is s ta tements su ch as this that ge t the people of the area so uptight . 

Mr .  Speaker , we were quite aware , and I know the Minis ter was quite awar e o f  
the fact tha t the danger was there , should there have been a fire ignited a t  some 
time . This coul d have b een , and would have b een , v ery disastrous . However , the 
precautionary measures w ere taken , bo th by the railroad people and myself.  In 
s itting with the Min ister , when we spoke with the repr esentatives of the compan
ies , they assured us that these pre cautionary measures were going to be taken . 

Mr .  Speaker , my knowledge , as I said , my knowledge of the chemistry of this 
par ticular v inyl chloride is limited . fut I do want to go on record as saying 
that I am satisfied with the actions of our gover nmen t ,  and that our gover nment 
carried ou t their duties to the best degree o f  knowledge that they had at that 
time . The Min ister today has made another sta tement which has certainly cleared 
the a ir considerably , as far as I am concerned .  My concern though ,  Mr .  Speaker , 
is with the possibility of s imilar situations happening in the future and that our 
government will continue in pursuit of policies and practices to ensure that the 
movement of dangerous chemicals is carried out with the highest degree of safe ty .  
Thank you . 

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

MR. BILLIE URUSKI ( St .  George ) :  Thank you , Mr .  Speak er . In taking part in 
th is debate today we've heard s ome certainly wil d ,  what one would consider wild 
s ta tements and misrepresentations , tha t have come in this matter of great concern 
to M:ln itobans , I ' m  sur e .  

Mr .  Speaker , w e ' v e  had the Minister o f  Hi ghways and we've had the Min is ter o f  
Public Works , i n  order t o  detract from the s eriousness o f  this si tuation , try and 
throw a little red herring this way and that way and say , well look , that doctor 
that came to Manitoba , she was a consultant to the New Democrati c Party , as if , 
Mr .  Speaker , to say th at anyone who consults th e New Democratic Party , h is worth 
is no t wor th the powder to blow to he ck .  Mr .  Speak er that is the intention tha t 
the Min ister of Highways tried to cas t on the s ituation . 

Mr .  Speak er , no t only the misrepresentation or the suggestion of the Minister 
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of Highways as being inaccurate , b u t ,  Mr .  Speaker , even i f  that doctor was a con
sultant to the New Democratic Party , tha t shows how concerned this side o f  the 
Hous e is with the s ituation in hand , that we would go to that length to bring in 
that type of an ind ividual to a t  l east a dv ise us . :ait , Mr .  Speak er , wha t happens 
when members on th is side bring this doctor into the Legislature and introduce her 
to the Minister of the Env ironment 

MR. SPEAK ER :  Or der pl eas e .  May I sugges t  to the honourable member that we 
do have a resolu tion be fore us ; it 's fa irly clear in i ts terms . He onl y has a 
very few minutes in his address , and I woul d hope that he stick s  to the subject 
matter of the resolu tion . 

MR. URUSKI : Mr .  Speaker , this has b een the general thrust of this govern
ment to try and wash and sweep this issue under the carpet . We 've had the Mini
s ter of the Environment ,  when members of the opposite s ide brought this individual 
to the Legislature and then be ing accused by the Attorney-Gen eral , the House 
Leader , of saying this is a cheap political sho t .  If you 've got informa tion , I 
demand you bring it to the House . Little do the y realize tha t in forma tion was 
brought to the Min ister of the Environment las t  week . And what did he do when 
memb ers on this side asked him for a meeting , to sit on the meeting and discus s 
this situation with him. He said no , n o ,  n o ,  you guys go out of my office b ecause 
I just want to deal with the doctor myself.  That is how the people of Manitoba 
are b eing treated in th is issue . We are b eing treated and kept in the dar k .  If 
it was not , Mr. Speak er , for the actions of the Member for Churchill to bring this 
ma tter forward and bring th is individual forward ,  do you think we would have had 
an informa tion s ervice set up by the government ?  They didn ' t  set it up last week ; 
they jus t s et it up this week , Mr .  Speaker . 

Mr .  Speak er , the Minister of Highwa ys , woul d  his organ ization have been involv
ed in this? No , Mr .  Speaker , n o .  We have a s ituation that the Minister of the 
Environment is treating the situation by showing his concern by going out to the 
s ite , b ut he also shows h is lack of k nowledge . He handled this situa tion l ik e  the 
saying goes , tha t i gn orance is blis s ,  Mr .  Speak er . This Minist er has handled this 
s ituation very b lissfu ll y ,  Mr .  Speaker , until the informa tion and the seriousness 
of the situa tion was brought to him last week by members on this opposite side . 

We have said that the information ga th er ing h as not b een adequa te , and now we 
have an informa tion system tha t has just finally been set up to tell the people o f  
Man itoba and the area , especially the area , h ow serious this situation is . 

Mr .  Speaker , this Minister and this government , to say the least , has been ne
glect ful .  Not only has he b een incompetent b ut , Mr. Speaker , h ad the opposition 
not brought the informa tion to light , I would h ave to say , Mr. Speaker , tha t had 
it gone on any longer , h e  could b e  accused o f  h is actions b eing criminal . Had he 
no t a t  least . taken the a dvice that was brought to him and moved on it , he could 
have b een accused of this . 

Mr .  Speaker , has the province done the prob ings that the environmental lab had 
to undertake? Have they done those necessary tests , or has he continually relied 
on the PR peopl e  o f  Dow Chemical? That appears what has happened . I venture to 
say tha t  Dow Chemical will probably send more PR people into Manitoba , be cause the 
hea t  is on . The hea t  is on in th is situa tion . I venture to say that they will 
bring more o f  the ir PR people to try and take the government off the hook , but i t  
won ' t  wor k ,  Mr .  Speaker . 

The Premier who s its in his chair , Mr .  Speaker , should now stand up and take 
matters into his hands . We know that the governmen t has bot ched this v ery s er ious 
s ituation by really what one can say turning over the responsibility of environ
men tal matters to the corporate sector , by s olel y  relying on the in formation pro
vide d  to them by Dow Chemical , by failing to pro te ct the worker s and the nearby 
res i den ts .  I said , Mr. Speaker , that the Premier should take matters into h is own 
hands . He should s et up an independent public investigation and inquiry into this 
situation , to say the v ery least , Mr. Speaker . 

We •ve had the Min ister of Hi ghways today get up and give us another ramb ling 
s equence of events almost l ike the s equence that we had wi th h is compu ter , tha t he 
didn ' t  know what caused i t ,  and I ' m  sure that he s till today doesn ' t  know what has 
caused this s ituation in trying to give the s equence of events in this matter ,  Mr .  

Speaker . Le t ' s get all the sequence o f  events . If the government is so sure o f  
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their position , let 's pu t all the sequence of events in order . Le t 's s ee what 
communications have taken place . Let ' s  see wha t actions have been taken by the 
government .  Le t ' s see what informa tion has been made to the public and when , and 
let the people of Manitoba judge for themselves . 

We know what has happened to date , Mr .  Speaker . Then the Fir st Minister should 
act wi thou t  has te , Mr .  Speaker , without any delay in this matter wha tso ever , if he 
is as concerned as he th inks - with haste , I ' m  sorry , Mr .  Speaker . He has been 
acting wi thou t  has te . And I urge - ma ybe a challenge to the government will bring 
them to their feet and bring them to their senses that they have to act in this 
matter ,  and I challenge the First Min ist er to act .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fir st Minister . 

M R .  LYON : Mr .  Speaker , I want to ass ure my honourable friend , the Member 
for st . George , th at I 'm not responding to h is las t challenge . I had intended to 
speak at this hour in any case , jus t to make him feel good . fut I want to remind 
him of what he said during the cour se of h is remarks , b ecause it rather typi fies 
wha t we 've been hearing from our friends in the oppos ition today . He said he 
wan ted the Fir st Min ister to act without haste but without delay and , Mr .  Speaker , 
I think tha t better typifies everything tha t we 've been hearing today in the 
course of this debate . 

I want to say a very few things in th e few minutes that are alloted to me on 
this topic , mos t o f  whi ch ,  I think , have a lready been said , and been sai d quite 
well from this side o f  the Hous e ,  and some , Mr .  Speaker , even acknowleged from the 
far s ide of the House from those few speakers over there who have apparently some 
understanding of what has been going on . 

Mr .  Speaker , first of all , we have been treating this ma tter of the s pillage 
and o f  the train wre ck as a s erious matter from D:ly Che . I don • t  think i t  would 
be regarded as being undue flattery on our part if we say that this government 
happens to know something about the handling of emergencies , that we were through 
a rather severe one las t s pr ing when we had to evacuate some five to seven thous
and peo ple on fa irly short no tice . And we know , with the help of the s taff that 
is availab le , the same s taff in large measure that my honourab le fr iends had av
ailable to them , that these things are not done easily but that care ful consider
ation has to be given before you order serious or large scale evacua tions for the 
pro tec tion of the people in the province . 

Mr .  Speaker , we know as wel l ,  that with respect to this particular derailment 
we are no t ou t of the woods yet , because the mater ial still has to be cleaned up ; 
the s ite has to be clean ed ; the ma terial has to be now transferred by pump into 
o th er car s .  And we know , that as we s tand h ere talking this a fternoon abou t the 
s ituation , that work is going on at that s ite to render that s ite as safe as pos
s ible for the future use of the s ite by the people of tha t area and by nature and 
so on . 

I repeat very briefl y ,  Mr .  Speaker , what th e Minister of Highways said , b ecause 
my honourable friends seem to lack d irection when they ge t outside o f  the city o f  
Winnipe g .  Mr .  Speaker , the s ite o f  the derailment i s  on the Canadian National 
Railway , whi ch happens to run n or th of the v illage of McGregor . Th ere are maps 
availab le.  My honourable friends can consul t the road maps to see what we are 
talking about . And as was indicated by the Minister of Highwa ys ,  the locus of the 
accident is about a mile and a q uar ter , rough ly as the crow flies , north and 
sli ghtly to the wes t of the village of McGregor . My honourable friend the Leader 
of the Opposition says they all know that .  Mr .  Speaker , they might jus t  as well 
be talking about Transylvania;  I don ' t  think there is one of them who has ever set 
foot in McGregor . 

Mr .  Speaker , so it is not within th e confines of the town , and we 're s till not 
ou t of the woods , because the si tuation has to be treated very v ery carefully in 
terms of the recovery to be done and the danger th at is impl ici t in this mater ial , 
tha t  the Minister has had some knowlege o f  from Dr . Bowen , the Ass is tant De puty 
Min is ter in th e department . Dr .  Bowen is well known to the Member for Inkster , 
who was the Min is t er of that de partment for some time , regarded , even i f  no t by my 
honourable fr iends oppos ite , now that they are in oppos ition , regarded certainly 
highly by one of the ir Minis ters when he was in government ,  and there is certa inly 
ampl e testimony to that .  We are for tunate , if I may say s o ,  to have peopl e o f  Dr .  
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Bowen 's calibre giv ing a dv ice on an hourly basis to the Min is ter . And if my hon
ourable friends would only re-read the sta tement , Mr .  Speak er , and I realize that 
causes particular difficulty for some of them , but i f  they would only re-read the 
s ta tement that the Min is t er gave to the House this aft ernoon wi th respect to Dr .  

Bowen , with respect to the agent its el f ,  with respect to th e people who have b een 
consulted , wi th respect to the best a dvice that is being made available , then they 
woul d h ave some more balanced v iew . I suggest with the grea test of respe ct , that 
we al l have to have a balanced view , because there is a danger of under-es timat ing 
th is , which has never been the case on th is side of the Hous e .  There is also a 
danger , Mr .  Speak er , o f  over-estimating and overexciting the people of Manitoba 
for narrow partisan purposes , which I regre t  has been done to some extent by s ome 
o f  the speak ers oppos ite . 

So ,  Mr .  Speaker , what we have to do is maintain a balance , and I say to my hon
ourable friends opposite , as I 've said on many occas ions be fore , we wel come the 
q ual ity o f  a dv ice that can be given by them from time to time , b ut not one s peaker 
this a fternoon has s tood in his place and o ffered any a dvice that would ameliorate 
th e s itua tion beyond the a dv ice that we are already getting from th e e xperts who 
are being widely consulted on this continent . No a dvice wha tsoev er , Mr .  Speaker , 
from my honourable fr iends . 

Bu t ,  Mr .  Speaker , I can tell you mys el f ,  b ecause the q uestion has been asked in 
my hear ing , what is the b es t  thing , the sa fes t action to be done wi th the mater ia l  
that has escaped o n  the s ite right now ,  and the safest a ction , I ' v e  b een told b y  
the b es t  a dvice available t o  us , i s  t o  leave i t  alone for the time being until i t  
is determined final ly whether there are a th ird or a fourth , pray God there won • t  
be , cars tha t have been breached and leakage i s  occurring . W e  now know , and we 
found ou t only las t Friday , and this is well known to honourable member s oppos ite , 
al though they conveniently l ike to overlook it , tha t a second car was breached and 
more of the ma terial has escaped than was thought to be the case in the fir st 
place . We only knew of the first car up until Friday , and tha t accoun ts , Mr .  

Speaker , i n  large measure for th e change that has b een recommended by all o f  the 
parties concerned with respect to the dis posal of the matter ,  and tha t is where we 
s tand at the presen t  time . 

The CNR and Dow Chemical are the mover and are the owner , presumably , or the 
manu facturer of the mater ial in ques tion . The y  have made a det ermination , and i f  
my honourable fr iends say th ey wan t t o  second-guess the CNR , that 's their busi
nes s .  fut they happen to know some thing about their car s .  The CNR h ave made a 
de termination that it would be better , rath er than following their first procedure 
that they had thought of us ing , it would be better now to pump out the tanks into 
waiting tanks on the railway and get the ma terial out of the province . Tha t ,  Mr .  

Speaker , is going to take a longer period o f  time than anyone an ti ci pa ted prior to 
that decision b eing made this weekend . That accounts in large measure , Mr .  

Speaker , for the elonga tion o f  this process that I 'm sure most thou ght would be 
cleaned up fas ter than this . Ther e ' s  no attempt on the part o f  anyone to dis
simulate , there ' s  no attempt on the part of anyone to hide information , those are 
merely the chronological facts of the s ituation as they have occurred.  

So ,  we 're s till in  the midst o f  this . We are s till , as  a government , seeking 
th e b es t  advice that we can get ,  Mr .  Speaker , as to the clean-up methodology that 
should b e  used . fut , as the Minis ter has indicated time and a ga in ,  there was to 
be no clean-u p ,  even under the fir st procedure that was recommended ,  until the 
cars ha d b een li fted out and moved from the s ite . When the second breach was 
foun d , it was determined then to abandon that method o f  disposal of the mater ial . 

Now , on top of all o f  that ,  Mr .  Speak er , continuous monitoring has b een taking 
place , and as again , the Min is ter mentioned in his sta tement this after noon , when 
you ge t 40 feet dis tant from this spill area , there is no th ing being re corded on 
the mon itor s at all . Now , if I heard her right , the Member for For t Rouge , and 
o ther s  by implication this a fternoon , were suggest ing , Mr. Speaker , that people 
shoul d be evacua ted . Mr .  Speaker , with the greatest of respect , we can 't a ccept 
that kind of panic a dvice , because the bes t  information available to us - and 
th at 's all we can tak e ,  Mr .  Speaker , incl uding Dr .  Stellman ' s  advice - th e b es t  
informa tion available t o  u s  from all sources i s  t o  d o  precisely what i s  being done 
a t  the present time . And the CNR , Dow Chemical , Environment Canada , outs ide a d
vice tha t  Dr .  Bowen has sou ght from o th er agencies in Canada and in the United 
States , b ack s up what the Min is ter and what the department are doing in these cir
cums tances . 
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So it may sound very good for my h onourable friends opposite to say , why aren ' t  
you doing some th ing? Why don ' t  you take a n  activ ist posture , and s o  on ? Mr .  

Speaker , we 're acting on the best a dv ice , and the Minister is acting on the bes t  
a dvice tha t i s  available to him a t  the present time . And , i f  m y  honourabl e  
fr iends have any fur ther adv ice , we would welcome i t ,  b ecause w e  don ' t  claim to 
have a monopoly on all of the best a dvice at al l .  If the y have o th er people who 
wan t to advise the Minister , by all means come forward and say s o .  Bu t ,  Mr .  
Speak er , I suggest that it is no t the k ind o f  a si tuation where the k ind of , shall 
we say , narrow partisan advantage should be a ttempted to be taken as we witnessed 
this a fternoon . 

One thing in clos ing , and I th ink it perhaps represents some of the knee-j er k 
reac tion we 're see ing from a cross the way . Dow Chemical , we 're no t h ere to de fend 
or to do anything about Dow Chemical at all . They happen to be the manufacturer 
o f  the product . It should not go wi thout men tion , howev er , .  that my honourable 
friends across , w ith their usual left-wing demonology , have to  indica te , of  
course ,  some thing about napalm , thereby indicating tha t the y  are more worried 
about mul tinationals than they are abou t  clean ing up th e mess in M3.nitob a .  

Mr .  Speak er , we ' re going t o  clean up the mess i n  Manitoba . We welcome the ir 
a dvice in clean ing it up and we hope , Mr .  Speaker , we wil l  continue to ge t s ome 
cons tructive a dvice from them , ra ther than wha t  we 've heard . 

MR. SPEAKER : Order pl eas e .  The Honourable Member for St . Joh ns .  

MR.  SAUL CHERNIACK : Thank you , Mr .  Speak er . It doesn ' t  take long for the 
Honourable First Min ister to get involved in insults and to get involved in ac
cusations about his mania , his pe culiar attitude tha t everyone who is a cross the 
a isle from h im is a left -wing demonologis t ,  is a person whom he can accuse.  You 
know, Mr .  Speak er , the memb er who just sa t down in his sea t  today , called three 
member s of the opposition 11l iar11 from his seat . And when I suggested he stand up 
and say it , he , from the cowardice of h is s eat , sat there and said no thing . Until 
he s tood u p .  Now • 

MR. SPEAKER : Order pl ease.  M3. y  I suggest to the honourable member tha t  he 

is treading on v ery dangerous ground in the use o f  unparl iamentary language , and 

suggest he choos e his language carefull y .  

MR. CHER NIA CK :  Mr .  Speaker , I d o  appreciate your drawing t o  my a ttention 
the rules whi ch the First Min is ter knows no t of . I said he called three members 
l iars from his s ea t .  And n ever had the courage to s tand up and do i t .  No w ,  I ' m  
surprised , Mr .  Speaker , h e  di dn • t  decide tha t that derailment was some le ft-wing 
activity des igned to tes t his government .  I ' m surpr ised he didn ' t  do that .  He 

did as mu ch as he could when he re ferred to narrow partisan speaker . Now he wan ts 
somebody to speak about napalm for him. Becaus e ,  Mr .  Speaker , he is a diversion
ist who is , well I suppose , th e red h erring fi ts v ery well to Red Lyon . 

Mr .  Speaker , it is not he alon e ,  b ut s everal other of the member s  of his side , 
who want to accuse us on this s ide of pol itical opportunism . And I want to deal 
with that , Mr .  Speaker , and I will have time to do so , b ecause I want to tel l you , 
Mr .  Speak er , that there are some dangerous minds a cross the way from us . 

Now , Mr . Speaker , we heard from the Honourable Minis ter of Government Services 
that Dr .  Stellman is a paid -for consultant by the NDP. He may know whereo f h e  
speaks ,  Mr .  Speaker , b ut we also know that he has not h esitated t o  s peak when h e  
knew that what he was saying was no t true . And , on tha t  bas is ,  I have to say to 
him ,  i f  he knows i t ' s  true , l et h im prove i t ;  if he cannot pr ove i t ,  let h im back
tra ck .  Because Mr .  Speak er , it does no t lend to the di gnity of the debate to have 
him make accusations such as he does . 

Mr .  Speaker , when the Honourable Attorney-General accuses a member on this side 
of political opportunism • 

MR. SPEAKER: Order pl eas e .  Ma y  I suggest to the honourable member , there 
is a Resolu tion be fore him . I sugges t he s ti ck to the subject matter of the de 
bate . 

The Honourable Member for St . Johns . 
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MR. CHERNIACK : Mr .  Speaker , I want only to draw to your attention the 
third paragraph of the Resolu tion , 

"WHEREAS a ctions of th e provincial gover nmen t  have cr eated serious doubts in 
the minds o f  many as to the prudence and appropriateness of government action" -
it is the actions of this afternoon that have concerned me and created consider
able doubt in my mind as to the appropriateness of wha t they are do ing . It is 
their attempt to make accusations here that indicate to me the embarrassment they 
must feel about the way the y have handled , or have failed to handle , the s ituation 
th a t  we are discuss ing toda y .  

And the fact that the Min ister of Government Services finds i t  necessary to 
challenge a person who was in troduced to members oppos ite on Friday by making ac
cusations about paid consul tan t ,  is an indication of the weakness that they must 
feel in the ir cas e .  An d  tha t 's why I re fer t o  it . 

Mr .  Speaker , we heard the Fir st Minis ter say we 're not out of the woods yet .  
And h e 's scared . And h e  shoul d b e .  And s o  are w e  all about wha t  ma y  happen , Mr .  

Speaker . What ma y  h appen is some thing we mus t  b e  concerned abou t ,  and I refer 
back ,  Mr .  Speak er , to wha t  was said by the Min is ter of Na tural Resources , who gave 
the only reasoned speech I heard from that s ide . And he talked abou t  h is hope 
that we will learn from wha t has gone on in this las t week , so tha t in the future 
we may deal more competently - and these are my words , not h is necessaril y ,  b ut i t  
was h i s  intent t o  say that clearly - that we should b enefit from what we h ave 
learned . And I would hope so.  --( Interjection ) -- Now ,  th e Fir st Minis ter , is in 
de fence , saying , what would you h ave done? And I ' ll re fer to that . Mr .  Speaker , 
usually the Fir st Min is ter says nothing but insults and accusations and is not 
wor th l is tening to . - - ( In terjection ) - - B..t t now he wants to know wha t we would 
have done .  Well , one thing I would have done was to make sure that my Min isters 
w ere pre pared to deal wi th the situa tion.  And to say tha t he was on the site in 
hal f-an-hour means very l ittle to anyone ,  b ecause h e  is no expert .  What is he 
supposed to know about be ing on the s i te ?  Does that make a big difference? No .  
What he has to have known is the peopl e h e ' l l  deal with . 

So ,  Mr. Speak er , we find tha t  when the First Minister , when the Min is ter o f  
Environment , say that o n  Friday we consulted someone o r  other , when w e  found the 
second leak , the tru th is tha t  the consultant that the y  heard first that made them 
concerned was Dr .  Stellman , who was introduced to them. And isn ' t  it pecul iar 
that when the Leader o f  the Opposi tion and the Member for Church ill came to the 
Minister and said , h ere is a person who is an expert in this fiel d ,  has something 
to say , may we s tay with you , or do you want us out ?  And he apparently said , get 
ou t .  Do you know what h e  said right a fter tha t ,  a ccording to the informa tion - he 
may correct that s ta tement . He said to h er ,  firs t ques tion , according to h er ,  how 
long have you known Jay Cowan ? I wonder if that 's true , b ecaus e we were tol d .  
How long have you known Jay Cowan? Tha t  is a suspicious mind . 

MR.  SPEAKER : Order pl eas e .  The hour being 5 : 3 0 ,  I am leaving the Chair , 
to re turn a t  8 : 00 o ' clo ck . 
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