
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Friday, 12 March, 1982 

Time -10:00 a.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. D. James Walding (St. Vital): 
Presenting Petit ions . . .  Reading and Receiving 
Petitions . . .  

PRESENTING REPORTS BY STANDING 
AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Fl in 
Flon. 

MR. JERRY T. STORIE (Flin Flon): Mr. Speaker, the 
Committee of Supply has adopted certain resolu
tions, d i rects me to report the same and asks leave to 
sit again. 

I move, seconded by the Honourable Member for 
Wolseley that the report of the Committee be received. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TABLING OF REPORTS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Minister of Finance. 

HON. VIC SCl-{ROEDER (Rossmere): Thank you, Mr .  
Speaker. I 'd l ike to tab le  the Annual Report of  the Civi l  
Service Commission for the year 1 98 1 :  and also, p u r
suant to Section 47(3) of the Civ i l  Service S uperan
nuation Act, I ' d  l i ke  to table copies of the Actuaria l  
Report of the Civ i l  Service Superannuation Fund as at  
December 3 1 , 1 98 1 ;  and p ursuant to Section 9(3) of 
the Pub l ic  Servants Insurance Act, I 'd l i ke to table the 
Actuarial  Report on the Publ ic Service Group Insu
rance Fund as at December 3 1 , 1 979. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Hono u rable M inister of Eco
nomic Development. 

HON. MURIEL SMITH (Osborne): Mr.  Speaker, I 'd 
l i ke to table the Report of the Horse Racing Commis
sion for 1 98 1 .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable M inister o f  Com
munity Services. 

HON. LEONARD S. EVANS (Brandon East): M r. 
Speaker, I have a statement to make and I have copies 
of my statement for the Hono u rable Members of the 
House. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a statement concerning 
the Ch i ld  Welfare placement of Manitoba's Indian 
c h i l d ren and to out l ine for th is  House the steps that 
wi l l  be taken to resolve th is  issue. 

Although i t  is  not my intent to out l ine the ful l  nature 
and scope of the Ch i ld  Welfare System at th is  j unc
ture,  I can advise the H ouse the deta i ls  of the adoption 
procedu re are out l ined in an attachment to my state
ment wh ich  w i l l  assist hono u rable members in plac
ing the c urrent Indian Ch i ld  Welfare issues into an 
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understandable context. 
Whi le  several provinces do have pol icies prohibit

ing o u t-of- prov ince a d o p t i o n  p l acements ,  M r .  
Speaker, Manitoba is  not t h e  only province or  territory 
in Canada which places ch i ld ren outside its border for 
permanent or  temporary care p lacement. And I might  
a lso add,  Mr .  Speaker, that  i t  is  not  only Ind ian ch i l 
d ren that  h ave been placed outs ide of  Manitoba's 
borders in the past; it's people of all backgrounds. 

In the calenda r  year 1 981 , 406 Manitoba c h i l d ren 
were placed in adoption homes. Of th is  total ,  301 
ch i ldren, a lmost three-quarters were adopted fami
l ies; into 47 c h i l d ren were adopted by parents in other 
Canadian provinces; 58 were adopted by fami l ies in 
the United States. Because Manitoba has one of the 
h i ghest per capita Native populations in Canada, 
inclu ding large numbers of Native people in transition 
from rural to u rban areas, a significant portion of the 
Chi ld Welfare system is d i rected to services provided 
to Native c h i l d ren and fami l ies .  Of the 2 ,275 c h i l d ren 
presently in Care, 547 boys and g i rls  are c h i l d ren of 
Treaty status parents. Of this total, 404 are being 
cared for by foster parents, 90 in groups homes, 1 5  in 
institutions and 58 in other settings. 

As this House is  aware the province has been suc
cessfu l  in effecting an agreement whereby c h i l d  wel
fare services to Indian ch i ld ren would be provided by 
Indian people themselves. This h istorical initiative 
was finalized last month in the signing of the Canada
Manitoba Indian Ch i ld  Welfare Ag reement and efforts 
are under way to effect subsid iary agreements with 
Manitoba's Ind i an Bands and Tribal Counci ls  which 
wi l l  delegate Indian Ch i ld  Welfare Services to Indian 
g ro ups. 

In additi on, under specia l  arrangement with the 
Dakota-Ojibway Tribal Counc i l ,  the Dakota-Ojibway 
Ch i ld  and Family Services Agency has assumed 
responsi b i l ity for c h i l d  welfa re programs to i ts  
members. With the co-operation and commitment of  
Manitoba's Indian community this province is  gradu
al ly estab l ish ing a model system for Indian chi ld wel
fare service del ivery. 

Concerning the current issue of the international 
adoption of Manitoba's Indian ch i ldren, Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to present to th is  H ouse an indication of the 
steps we a re prepared to take to resolve the Indian 
communities' concerns. In the calendar year 1 98 1 ,  57 
Indian c h i l d ren were adopted by parents l iving out
side of Manitoba; 20 of the c h i l d ren were p laced in 
Canada and 37 were adopted by American parents; 43 
of the c h i l d ren belonged to brother and sister g roups 
and the remaining 14 were adopted ind iv idual ly .  
These out-of-province adoptions were authorized 
when no permanent adoption homes could be located 
in th is  province, and because in the majority of cases, 
the adopting parents were w i l l ing to welcome brother 
and sister groups and ch i ld ren with physical and men
tal handicaps into their homes. 

As a d i rect resu l t  of the recent concerns expressed 
by the Ind i an community regarding out-of-province 
adoption p lacement of Indian c h i ldren, we have auth
orized a moratorium on the adoption of Indian ch i l 
d ren outs ide of Manitoba's borders as announced by 
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the Premier last week. All such activities have been 
suspended with the exception of proced u res involv
ing seven Indian ch ildren whose adopt ions in other 
provinces and the United States were in process or 
nearing completion. In these cases we deemed it in 
the children's best interest that the adoptions proceed. 

I'm pleased to announce, Mr. Speaker, that H is  
Senior Honour ,  J udge E .C.  K imelman, of the Provin
cial Judges Court ,  Family Div ision, has agreed to 
Chair  a committee to review this general issue. I 'll be 
inviting representation to the Review Committee from 
the Federal Department of Indian Affairs, various 
Ind i an organizations, Children's Aid Societies and my 
own department. Other g roups will be invited to serve 
in an advisory capacity to the Review Committee. 

Committee's terms of reference will be: 
1 .  to determine problems inherent in c u rrent 

placement procedures for Indian c hild ren with spe
cial emphasis on adoption and foster home placement; 

2.  to develop g uidelines for adoption and foster 
h ome placement procedures involving Indian chil
d ren which can be instituted through the c hild welfare 
system and which will recognize the special cultural 
needs of the Indian community; and 

3. to prepare a proposal for my consideration, to 
promote awareness of the need for Indian adoptive 
and foster parents, and to encourage Indian families 
to offer their h omes as placement resources. 

In addit ion, M r. Speaker, I 'll be g u ided by the Com
mittee's deli berations in determining further parame
ters of reference bearing on the general issue. Mr .  
Speaker, it's my belief that  through co-operative 
efforts these initiatives will serve to improve the servi
ces p rovided by the c hild welfare system and I 'm con
fident that we can work with the Indian community to 
resolve its concerns and seek out and identify per
manent homes in Manitoba, not only for 547 Indian 
children presently in care, but for all Indian c hildren 
coming to care in the future.  

I wish to commend the Indian people of the prov
ince for their  concern for their  c hildren and assure 
them of our intent to co-operate fully in strengthening 
and maintaining the bonds of their rich culture. 

MR. SHERMAN: Mr.  Speaker, I wish, on behalf of the 
loyal Opposition, to thank the Honourable Minister 
for his statement and for h i s  elaboration on the c i r
cumstances that form the backg round to the steps 
that he h as announced today and to the c urrent issue, 
which is  central here to the statement he  has made. I 
want to assure h im that members on th is  s ide of the 
House share with h im, and with the government I 'm 
sure, the fundamental concern for the welfare of the 
children who need h omes and need parenting and 
need the environment of families for the betterment of 
their  own development. We would regret any impedi
ments being placed in the way of successful place
ment of children, whether Native or non-Native, in 
homes that would be conducive to their  care and 
upbringing. 

When the issue f i rst arose there was concern 
expressed over the proced u re that was publicized 
involving placement services available through an 
agency in the State of Louisiana. Certainly all of us 
recognize the concerns that were expressed by the 
Manitoba Indian community and Native community 
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with respect to the ch i ld ren who a re members of their  
ethnic community, but also there was concern for 
those prospective adoptive parents in Manitoba who 
are waiting in l ine to receive children into their  arms 
and into their  h omes. At that point we expressed, 
some of us, certainly I d id ,  a concern that the F i rst 
M inister and the government sho uld look at the prob
lem, investigate the reports of the circumstances 
emanating from Louisiana and ensure that nobody 
was being shortchanged in this a rrangement, neither 
the c hildren nor the Indian community of Manitoba, 
nor the prospective adoptive parents waiting here for 
c hildren. 

I 'm pleased that the F irst M inister and the g overn
ment have seen fit to investigate this situation and I 
th ink that the appointment of Judge Kimelman to 
head that investigation is a wise and prudent c hoice. 
We would have one caveat, Mr.  Speaker, and that is  
that the moratorium be very br ief  and that the study be 
carried out expedit iously and that it take as much time 
as is  necessary to arrive at the proper conclusions 
without impeding the placement of c h ildren. I don't 
think it's necessary to maintain a moratorium as long 
as there's a study being carried out. There are c hil
d ren who need homes; homes for them have not, in 
the past, in some cases been available in Manitoba, 
and i f  they can be placed in proper environments 
elsewhere then it's in their  best interests to do so. We 
simply must be s u re that nobody, as I say, is being 
shortchanged in that arrangement, so I would hope 
the g overnment would have a serious look at the mat
ter of the moratorium. 

Now that the subject has been placed on the table in 
front of  J udge K imelman for study,  the p u blic, the 
Indian community, the adoptive parents, have been 
reassu red that it's an issue that's being stud ied and 
that there are g oing to be no abuses, I th ink that a 
suspension of placements for such c h ildren should 
not be prolonged and the moratorium should be as 
brief as possible. Thank you. 

MR. SPEAKER: Notices of Motions 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

HON. SAMUEL USKIW (lac Du Bonnet) introduced 
B ill No.  1 1 ,  an Act to amend the H i ghways Depart
ment Act. 

HON. ROLAND PENNER (Fort Rouge) introduced 
B ill No. 1 5, an Act to amend the Marital Property Act; 
and Bill No. 1 6, an Act to amend the Fatal Inq u i ries 
Act. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  Honou rable Leader  of the  
Opposition. 

MR. STERLING LYON (Charleswood): M r. Speaker, I 
have a q uestion for the Minister of Energy and M ines. 
Can the M inister confirm that he, and I presume h is  
negotiating team, will be meeting wi th  the Ministers of  
Alberta and the M inisters of Saskatchewan some time 
next week concerning negotiations on the Wester 
Inter-Tie or Western Power Gr id? 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honou rable Minister of Energy 
and Mines. 

HON. WILSON PARASIUK (Transcona): Yes, Mr .  
Speaker. Through you to the Leader of the Opposi
tion, we will be meeting on Monday to further d isc us
sions on the negotiations on the Western Inter-Tie. 

MR. l VON: Mr. Speaker, can we presume that the 
negotiating team the Minister wi l l  have accompany
ing h im, wi l l  be the men whose names he gave to us on 
a previous occasion, namely the Chief Executive 
Officer of Manitoba Hydo, the former Deputy M inister 
of M ines, now the Deputy M inister of Crown Invest
ments, the p resent Deputy M inister of M ines and 
Energy, and the Chairman of Manitoba Hydro? 

MR. PARASIUK: The negotiating team consists of 
the Chief Executive Officer of Manitoba Hydro, the 
Deputy M inister of Crown Investments, the Deputy 
Minister of Energy and Mines; that is  a three-person 
negotiating team. The Chairman of Hydro is  not a 
member of the negotiating team. 

MR. l VON: Mr. Speaker, cou l d  the M inister tell us  
how many meetings of off icials have taken place 
since the 30th of November, to his knowledge, on th is  
topic. 

MR. PARASIUK: There has been one major meeting 
of off icials ,  there have been a number of exch anges 
between the off icials,  over the course of the last two 
months. 

MR. l VON: Mr.  Speaker, I wonder if the M inister 
woul d  confirm a report coming from Saskatchewan, 
attributed to Mr. Robert Moncour, Chairman of Sask 
Power, to the affect that he  had rated the success of 
these negotiations at 75 percent under the previous 
Government of Manitoba, but  as a resu l t  of the recent 
meeting of officials he was rating the success of nego
tiations under the present Governement of Manitoba 
at about 40 percent. 

MR. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker, I can neither confirm 
or deny that, I haven't seen the article, and I haven't 
heard from Mr. Moncour, in any way, shape, or  form in 
that respect. Secondly,  Mr. Speaker, I think that I 
would expect that it would be the M inisters who'd be 
making statements to that affect in the other provinces. 

MR. l VON: M r. Speaker, w i l l  the Minister of Mines 
and Energy confirm to the House and to the people of 
Manitoba, that he  w i l l  attempt to br ighten this situa
tion somewhat at the meeting he's going to hold on 
Monday, in order that these reports are not emanating 
from other partners with whom he is  negotiating, it 
appearing that ,  i f  the statement be true, Manitoba's 
chances of completing this vast Inter-Tie, which is  of 
g reat importance to us  and to the nation, have appar
ently depreciated about 35 percent in the eyes of one 
of the partners since the present government came to 
office. 

MR. PARASIUK: The points that we raised with the 
other two provinces that we wanted a fair and equita-
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ble sharing of benefits and uncertainties over a 35-
year agreement. We felt that was a fa ir  position to 
take, Mr .  Speaker because we don't want the people 
of Manitoba in any way, shape or  form subsid izing 
consumers in Saskatchewan and Al berta. We felt that 
was a reasonable position to take. 

Now, Mr .  Speaker, if in putting forward that posi
tion, mainly fa i r  and equitable sharing of benefit and 
uncertainty, i f  that somehow has been a stronger 
posit ion on behalf of the people of Manitoba than was 
put forward by the previous administration, I don't 
apolog ize for i t  Mr. Speaker, I th ink i t  is very important 
in negotiating a 35-year agreement, that there be a fair 
sharing of uncertainty and a fair sharing of benefits 
especial ly so that Manitoba is not in a position of 
subsi d izing Saskatchewan and Alberta. 

Mr. Speaker, we have put that forward, ;we are d is
cussing the interim agreement that was agreed to by 
officials of the previous administration and by a M inis
ter of the previous administration, that may in fact, 
have created some d ifficu lties for Manitobans into the 
futu re. We are trying to t ighten that u p ,  Mr. Speaker. 
We feel that's important for the futu re generations of 
Manitobans, not people four years from now but peo
ple who will be using Manitoba Hydro 20 years from 
now, 30 years from now, M r. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Does the h onourable member have a 
point of order? 

Hono u rable Member for El l ice. 

MR. BRIAN CORRIN (Ellice): Yes, Mr. Speaker, on a 
point of o rder  the Honou rable Leader of the Opposi
t ion has, in addressing a question to the M inister of 
M ines and Energy, referred to a statement which I 
presume is publ ic in the sense that it's documented ,  of 
one , M r .  J os e p h  Monc o u r, of t h e  Province of 
Saskatchewan. 

I wou ld  ask you to ru le on whether or  not th is  state
ment shou ld  be p laced before Members of the H ouse, 
in order that they be avai led of the opportunity to 
share with the Leader of the Opposition the fu l l  con
text and content of the statement made by Mr. Mon
cour.  He has referred to certain statistics, he has 
referred to certain data that Moncou r  was said to 
express and relate. We on this side, M r. Speaker, feel 
that that shou ld  be shared with a l l  Members of the 
House.  Could you make a ru l ing and have that mate
rial tabled, Mr. Speaker? 

MR. SPEAKER: I believe that there is, i f  not a rule, a 
certain parl iamentary understanding that a member is  
responsible for information used in a question that is  
put forward. I f  the Honou rable Leader of the Opposi
t ion is  q u oting from a document, he  may wish to table 
that or  make i t  at least avai lable to the hono u rable 
member raising the point. 

The Honou rable Leader of the Opposition. 

MR. l YON: M r. Speaker, whi le not acknowledging 
the honourable member has any point at all, the thrust 
of my question was whether the M inister coul d  con
f i rm that statement, that report which has reached 
Manitoba is  the case. When a paper copy of i t  reaches 
my h ands, I w i l l  be de l ighted to g ive i t  to the Minister 
of Mines, who I never thought needed any he lp  from 
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the Honou rable Member for El lice before. If he needs 
help from El lice, he  is really in trouble. 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o no u ra b l e  Minister  of 
Agriculture. 

HON. BILL URUSKI (Flin Flon): Yes, M r. Speaker, 
yesterday afternoon d u ring q uestion period the Hon
ourable Member for Roblin-R ussel l  raised a q uestion 
of a shortage of water in the town of Gil bert Plains and 
that there would be no water in the community by 
Monday. 

Mr. Spea ker, I h ave received a report from my 
department to indicate to the member and the people 
Gilbert Plains that staff from the Manitoba Water Ser
vices Board are monitoring the water supply situation 
and at the moment the supply is holding in the town 
and the town's reservoir is fu l l .  The Water Services 
Board have a pump standing by as well as water 
trucks to hau l  and pump water to augment the water 
supply for Gilbert Plains should the need arise. The 
Water Services Board wil l take whatever steps are 
necessary to ensure that the residents of the town of 
G i l be r t  P l a ins w i l l  receive t h ei r  basic  water  
requirements. 

I shou ld  mention, M r. Speaker, that a similar situa
tion emerged in Ste. Rose du Lac earlier this year, and 
the government authorized the Water Services Board 
to establish an emergency water hauling program to 
ensure that the town of Ste. Rose would have ade
q u ate water supplies. Mind you, to date the emer
gency water hauling service has not been required 
since warmer weather has assured an adequate supply 
from their dam. 

As wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, the member in his note to 
myself indicated he  was advised that the Water Servi
ces Board had instructed the town of Gilbert P lains to 
cut off the supply of water to the farmers in the area. I 
shou ld  mention that a uthority is not under the Water 
Services Board ; that authority would be under the 
vil lage or the Town of Gilbert P lains to make that 
determination. But I am advised that the supply of 
water in Gil bert Plains, the reservoir is fu l l  and we are 
monitoring it and we will attempt in every way that 
adequate supplies of water are there for that commun
ity and the residents there a round.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Roblin
Russel l .  

MR. J .  WALLY MCKENZIE (Roblin-Russell): M r. 
Speaker, I thank the Honou rable Minister for that 
statement. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Hono u rable Member for Turtle 
Mountain. 

MR. A. BRIAN RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): On a 
point of order, M r. Speaker, I must ask you to d raw to 
the attention of the Member for Thompson that he is 
not properly attired for occasions when the Speaker is 
in the Chair. 

MR. SPEAKER: I thank the Honourable Member for 
Turtle Mountain for bringing that to the attention of 
the House and I am sure that the member involved wil l 
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take the necessary steps to correct it. 
The Honou rable Member for St. Norbert. 

MR. STEVE ASHTON (Thompson): This is formal in 
Thompson. 

MR. G.W.J. (Gerry) MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, to the 
Minister of Labour: I wonder if the Minister could 
inform the House as to the latest unemployment sta
tistics in Manitoba? 

MR. SCHROEDER: Yes, I do  have some information 
here which I cou l d  send over to the honourable 
member. I shou ld  say that Manitoba h as retained its 
historical position of being third lowest in terms of 
unemployment in the country. There are 8,000 more 
Manitobans employed as at this month then there 
were last month. I take that as an indication of some
thing positive but we are not sure that we are out of the 
woods yet, in fact, we know we're not out of the 
woods. I wil l send a copy of it over to the honourable 
member. 

MR. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, I would hope that the 
Minister might  develop the practise of distributing 
those statistics when they become available. 

Mr. Speaker, I wou ld  ask him if he  contributes what 
appears to be a increase in employed persons in the 
Province of Manitoba to be a direct result of the new 
government's policies? 

MR. SCHROEDER: No, I would not be so presump
tious as to assume that it is something that has 
occurred within the last several months. I t  is some
thing that we shou ld  be g rateful for, but I do not 
pretend to have an explanation. 

With respect to the matter of tabling of the unem
p loyment statistics; that is probably a g ood sugges
tion. I should mention, however, Mr .  Speaker, that the 
honourable member h ad requested sometime earlier 
that he be given a subscription to the Manitoba labour 
d ata and we did comply with that so he  wou ld  be kept 
informed.  That was a service not provided to the 
Opposition in the past. 

A MEMBER: Is it in the Estimates? 

MR. MERCIER: Mr Speaker, a supplementary ques
tion to t he Minister of  Economic Development: in 
view of the promises signed by the first Minister in 
their election broc h ures that an N O P  government 
would take action to get Manitoba's troubled econ
omy moving again and woul d  restore vitality to the 
provincial economy, and no Manitoban would l ose his 
business due to high interest rates, M r. Speaker, 
could the Minister of Economic Development advise 
the H ouse what action she is taking with respect to the 
fact that bankruptcies in Manitoba apparently rose 24 
percent over the same period last  year, and trustees 
are predicting a continuing hig h rate of personal and 
b usiness financial fai l u res, what action is the Minister 
taking to overcome that difficu lty? 

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, the government on this 
side is concerned about the economic conditions of 
the province, but as we have said on many occasions, 
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the causes of these are very profound and the solu
tions are not a l l  with i n  the reach of a Provi ncial  
Govern ment.  We do have coming forward the Small  
Business I nterest Rate Rel ief Prog ram .  I t  wi l l  deal with 
the problems of the most severely affected, but we 
have said a l l  a long,  i t 's on ly an emergency prog ram, 
and we don't have the resources to deal with the larger 
bus inesses. However, we are analyzing  the nature of 
those problems and plan n i n g  to d o  what i s  with i n  the 
provincia l  resource capacity: to develop programs 
for down the road if ,  in fact, the i nterest rates do not 
c o m e  d o w n  a n d  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  d oes not s h o w  
i mprovement. 

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, in v iew of the promises 
and g uarantees of the now Fi rst M i n ister in the elec
t ion ,  could the M i n ister of Economic Development 
advise this H ouse whether the 233 bankruptcies f i led 
in January and February of this year are as a resu l t  of 
other than h ig h  i n terest rates? 

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, the precise analyis is not 
avai lable but my off ic ials i nform me that in large part 
the i nterest rate is an aggravat ing c i rcu mstance, but 
there is  often management d i ff icu lty and other asso
ciated problems. There is always a steady role of new 
busi nesses bei ng  formed and some busi nesses go ing 
i nto bankruptcy. So, we're not  deal i n g  wi th  a com
p letely strange or  new phenomonon.  H owever, the 
extent of the problem is  severely agg ravated by the 
high i nterest rate. 

MR. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, my question to the 
Honourable M i n ister of Health and I would ask h im i f  
he can  advise the House whether, i n  v iew of the fact 
the President of the Man i toba Medica l  Associ at ion 
appears to have c hanged h is posit ion on  the matter of 
b ind ing arbitration, fee sched u le negotiations between 
the Health Services Comm iss ion and the MMA are 
now go ing to resume? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n i ster of Health .  

HON. LAURENT DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): M r. 
Speaker, the last bit of correspondence that I have 
received and the copy of the letter that was sent to the 
doctors would i n d i cate that the President h as not 
changed h i s  m i n d ;  he's sti l l  ins ist i ng  that n ot h i n g  less 
wi l l  do  than a com mitment to i nclude in future con
tracts, com p ulsory b ind ing  arbitration before they 
start negotiating  aga in .  So u nfortunately, there is no 
change.  We are meet ing to prepare a reply to see if we 
can break the deadlock, but it  doesn't l ook too promis
i n g  at th is  t ime.  

MR. SHERMAN: Mr.  Speaker, can the M i n ister con
f i rm on  the basis of what he  has j ust advised the 
House,  that in fact the President of the Manitoba Med
ical Associat ion then, is st i l l  i ns ist i ng  on  what was 
referred to as a double-track approach to the q ues
t ion,  and  a double-track solut ion, before there can be 
any movement or progress? 

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, Mr. Speaker, the term "dou
ble track" has not been used again in any correspon
dence that we've received ,  but it  i s  stated q u ite clearly 
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that the i m portant th ing - the only th ing  that w i l l  
b r ing  us  back together w i l l  be if the government 
ag rees that i n  any future contracts, total but b ind ing  
arbitration w i l l  be i nserted i n  the  contract. 

The president is also i nform i ng its membersh i p  that 
no  legislation is  requ i red.  I th ink  it's a lack of u n der
sta n d i ng because there is  no way that we could 
i nc lude, even if we wanted to agree to compulsory 
b i n d i ng arbitrat ion ,  that you could do th is  without 
legis lat ion .  I f  that was the case the present legislatio n  
is  that a doctor has 9 0  days t o  opt out;  he  cou l d  opt out 
any t i me, and  we'd have no g uarantee that i t  would be 
b ind i ng .  In fact it  would be b ind ing  only on  one side; it 
would be b ind ing  on the government.  

MR. SHERMAN: Has the M i n ister conveyed,  either 
through h is  office or t h rough the Manitoba Health 
Services Commission, that argu ment and the i nter
p retation of that pr inc ip le to the President of the 
MMA? 

MR. DESJARDINS: This  i s  what I was answering a 
wh i le ago, that I ' m  meet ing with the Chairman of the 
Manitoba Health Services Comm i ssion and the Dep
uty M i n i ster to prepare a reply and try to make that 
q u ite clear. I t  was made clear on  a radi o  stat ion where 
I was i nterviewed and every chance that I've had,  that 
we want to make that clear again .  

MR. SHERMAN: A f inal  supplementary, Mr .  Speaker. 
Can the M i n i ster advise the House when the proposed 
work to rule strategy that has been suggested by the 
leadersh ip  of the MMA wil l  commence? 

MR. DESJARDINS: Well ,  M r. Cha irman,  I t h i n k  it  
would be p roper for me to answer that. I 'm  not the one 
that's going to suggest work to rule. I t  i s  someth i n g  
that t h e  M MA w i l l  have to decide. I wou ld  th i n k  that 
many of the physicians i n  Manitoba w i l l  t h i n k  twice. I n  
the past the Legis lature has g iven certain r ights t o  the 
m e d i ca l  p rofess i o n ;  they d i s c i p l i n e d  t h e i r  own 
members; they're in charge of ed ucat ing their  own 
people; they've been f ighting for the r ight of the 
patient-doctor relat ion ,  and I t h i n k  i f  they use th is  
method they woul d  j ust be penal iz ing thei r patients, 
and I t h i n k  it  would be wrong, and I can't bel ieve that 
the majority of doctors in Manitoba w i l l  resort to that. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside. 

MR. HARRY ENNS (Lakeside): T h a n k  y o u ,  M r .  
Speaker, I d i rect a q uest ion t o  t h e  Honourable M i n is
ter of Energy and M i nes. I wanted to ask this question 
yesterday when he  was respondi n g  to q uest ions from 
the Mem ber for Tuxedo with regard to E nvi ron mental 
Studies. I t  had been clearly announced by the pre
vious a d m i n istrations that some of those hearings,  
particu larly the publ ic aspect of those hearings,  
would be held in the area. I t  was even i n d i cated com
m u n ities l i ke Stonewal l  or  Teulon would be possible 
s ites for p u bl i c  hearings. Can the M i n ister confirm 
that when we get to that stage of h o l d i n g  those hear
i ngs that would sti l l  be the i ntenti o n  of this govern
ment, to afford the residents with i n  the area to partic i
pate d irectly in the publ ic  environmental heari ngs on  
the Alcan proposal? 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of North
ern Affairs. 

HON. JAY M. COWAN (Churchill): Thank you, M r. 
Speaker. th is  being an environ mental matter I feel I 
shou ld  a l lay the concerns of the Member for Lakeside 
in respect to the publ ic hearings and the concerns 
which were expressed yesterday in respect to socio
economic  a n d  env i ronmental i m pact assessment 
hearings. 

They wil l  be held in an extremely pub l ic way, and  
n ot only are  we want ing to do that, but we are encou
ragi n g  the pu bl ic  to come forward at every opoortun
ity so that we can have the benefit of the i r  expertise 
and their k n owledge when we have to confront a very 
d i fficu lt  problem, which is  one of analyz i ng the d i ffer
ent i mpacts on the society and on the env i ron ment as 
a result of this and other major projects. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. GARY FILMON (Tuxedo): M r. Speaker,  my 
question is to the M in ister responsible for Work place 
Safety and Health .  I wonder i f  the M i n ister can explai n 
to the House why the former executive d i rector of the 
Workplace Safety and Health Branch of his depart
ment I m i g ht add a h i g hly competent and tec h n i
cally qua l i fied ind iv idual  who was h i red i n  response to 
recommendations of a study on m i n e  safety - why 
th is  person h as been termi nated from h is  position  by 
the government. 

MR. COWAN: Yes, wel l ,  the i nd iv idua l  who was 
occu pying the posit ion of the executive d i rector for 
the Workplace Safety and Health Division, a new posi
t ion I m i g ht add,  which was b ul let ined i n ,  I bel ieve, 
September of last year and f i l led on  October 17th of 
last year by Order in Counci l ,  I m i g ht add ;  we have 
decided as a g overnment to termi nate not the i n d iv id
ual ,  but  the posi t ion ,  it  being redu ndant with the pres
ent pol icy and the present thrust of the government i n  
respect to i m prov ing the Workplace Safety and Health 
Division and their activit ies in this prov ince. 

I want to make it very clear, and let the record be 
very clear in th is  regard,  that we agree with the 
member opposite that i nd iv idual had extreme compe
tence in both tec h n ical and  professional areas, and 
that we had suggested to h im that i f  he  wished, we 
would attempt to f ind  a nother p lace i n  the Civ i l  Ser
vice for h i m  to cont i n ue. 

He chose to do otherwise and I regret that. I had 
hoped that he  would have stayed on  with the Civ i l  
Service. However, that has to be h is  c hoice and I k now 
that the mem bers opposite w i l l  join with me when we 
wish h i m  well in h i s  new professional endeavours. 

MR. FILMON: Yes, i ndeed, Mr. Speaker, we do wish 
him well in h is new endeavours and join the M i n ister 
in that wish.  

But my question is ,  how can the M i n ister j ustify for 
want of some reorganizat ion in h is department or  
redistri but ion or real locat ion of people, the  i ndefin ite 
delay of the research p roject for testing for lead con
tent in i n dustrial workers, part icu larly when he on  this 
s ide of the H ouse in the past cal led out so loudly for 
the need for this k i n d  of study and prog ram , and 
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when the capabi l ity exists to do it among the research 
people at the U niversity of Man itoba, people compe
tent in health and safety and techn ical experts who 
could  do it r ight now, but are being  delayed because 
of the M i n i ster's des i re to reorganize in some way h i s  
department. 

MR. COWAN: Wel l ,  the desire to reorganize the 
department,  Mr .  Speaker, i s  far more than a personal 
des i re o n  my part,  i t 's a necessity, g iven the fact that 
department has been stunted for the past fou r years 
u n der the previous a d m i n istration's work. 

We have decided as part of our new thrust in respect 
to enhancing the activit ies of the d iv is ion in respect to 
ensur ing that the protection wh ich  is afforded to 
workers in this provi nce in respect to occu pational 
hazards is enhanced, to proceed with a somewhat 
d i fferent structure than was in place before. 

Unfortu nately, as a result of changes and as a resu l t  
of  the red u ndancy bei n g  declared i n  respect to a spe
cif ic posit ion on which we addressed a m o ment ago, 
that project which h as been put forth by D r. Goodin 
has been temporar i ly  delayed, but I want to assure the 
member opposite and I want to assure the good doc
tor in this regard, that delay is  only temporary and th is  
is a result  of some reorganizat ion .  

I bel ieve that the project i s  n ow back onstream or  
w i l l  be  back  onstream i n  the very near  future, and  I 
th ink  that the two- or three-week delay wh ich  may 
have resulted out of this change in thrust and change 
in strategy in respect to the d iv is ion ,  is very m i nor  i n  
comparison t o  the two- a n d  t h ree-year delays which 
the workers of th is  province had to experience under 
the previous a d m i n istration i n  gett ing any activity 
done in th is  regard.  That's why we were so vocal and  
so loud because the previous a d m i n istration was 
d ragg ing  their  heels and i f  the Opposit ion bel ieves 
that we are d ragg ing  o u r  heels now, I would expect 
them to be j ust as equal ly loud and vocal i n  thei r 
complaints. 

However, I want to assure the honourable member 
who has requested this i nformation ,  that we wil l  be 
sitt ing  down and d iscuss ing this matter with Dr.  Goo
d i n  in the near future as we have been do ing  for the 
past n u m ber of m onths, and I want to assure h im that 
we w i l l  i n  every way co-operate with D r. Goodi n  to 
ensure that h i s  project is of the most benefit to the 
workers to wh ich  I ' m  certai n  he  i ntends i t  to be of 
benefit. 

I also want to i n d icate to the member that th is  pro
ject in no  way has an effect on  the lead control  pro
gram, that i t  i s  a research project, and as a research 
project, Mr. Speaker, th is  delay is not as s ign i f icant as 
if we were refus ing to do or  refus ing to co-operate i n  
other sorts o f  activities. 

MR. RANSOM: I bel ieve, M r. Speaker, that you have 
a l ready cautioned the members of the Treasury Bench 
to make their  a nswers brief to q uestions that lend 
themselves to brief answers. The rule reads, "Answers 
to questions should be as br ief as possi ble and should 
deal  with the matter raised and should n ot provoke 
debate." 

MR. COWAN: On the point of order, Mr. Speaker, I 
can assure the Member for Turtle Mounta in  that my 
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answer was as brief as I could make it .  

MR. FILMON: Mr.  Speaker, I 'm sure that we can al l  
recogn ize that when there's nothing of substance i n  
the answer, it 's easier t o  hide when there's a lot of 
words around it. 

Mr. Speaker, my next q uestion is  for the M i n ister of 
Educat ion .  I wonder if  the M i n ister could i nform the 
House as to the status of the proposed $2-mi l l ion 
expansion to the school complex at Leaf Rapids.  

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i st e r  of  
Educat ion .  

HON. MAUREEN HEMPHILL (Logan): Yes, M r. 
Speaker, I can.  We have been spend i ng a great deal of 
t ime looking i nto the situation at Leaf Rapids, because 
we realized i m mediately u pon tak i ng office that 
approval had been given for an addit ion u nder  school 
projections that were possi bly no  l onger goi ng to be 
true because of what was happe n i ng in the m ine.  

We found when we looked i nto i t ,  Mr .  Speaker, that 
the addit ion had gone so far as to q uestion the abi l ity 
or  the potent ia l  to cut i t ,  to stop it. We have a s ituat ion 
where in the contract that the other government 
approved, there were no penalty clauses for stopping 
the program, stopping the project. We have a situa
tion where we know we are b u i l d i n g  more classrooms 
than are needed presently for the school popu lation ,  
but  i f  we  stop the project, we  wi l l  have spent $1.5 
m i l l i o n  and we w i l l  have nothi ng to show for it ,  M r. 
Speaker, except steel i n  the gro u n d .  I am prepar ing to 
take this i nformation which we have j ust received a n  
u pdate on ,  to Cabinet next week f o r  a f i n a l  decis ion .  

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Honourable Member  for 
Tuxedo have a supplementary q uestion on that matter? 

MR. FILMON: M r. Speaker, if the total cost of the 
project was est i mated at $2 m i l l ion  and it became 
evident in December  when approxi mately 400 workers 
were la id  off by Sheritt-Gordon a n d  Sheritt-Gordon 
f u rther advised that i n  al l  l i ke l ihood they wou l d  not be 
return i ng to the previous staff complement that they 
had i n  Leaf Rapids and there is no penalty i n  the 
contract for the govern ment to stop the construction  
or stop the project, I fai l  to  see how that $ 1 .5 m i l l i o n  
m ight have been spent i n  about two-and-a-half months 
of construct ion .  I 'd  l i ke a l i ttle f u rther explanation 
from the M i n i ster on  that, why she d i d n 't act pr ior  to 
now which is  a nother two-and-a-half months down 
the l ine.  

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i s t e r  of 
Education .  

MRS. HEMPHILL: I 'd be  g lad  to answer that, M r. 
Speaker. When we took office there was a report on  
my desk  that had been prepared whi le the previous 
government was in  office, where they had j ust pre
viously looked at the school projections and looked at 
the i nformation that was avai lable a n d  reported to me 
that my i n it ia l  report was that they were recommend
i ng on  the i nformation avai lable, that we proceed with 
the project. 
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MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u ra b l e  M e m b e r  for  
Spr ingfield .  

MR. ANDY ANSTETT (Springfield): Thank you, Mr .  
Speaker, a q uestion for  the M i n i ster of  H ighways and 
Transportat ion. I n  v iew of the pleasant change that 
we've had in the weather despite the fact of what it's 
done to our roads in the province, I 'm wondering if the 
M i n ister can give us some i n d i cat ion of what thi s  
change is  going t o  mean for the w inter roads i n  the 
provi nce. We haven't heard m uch the last several 
months about that condit ion because we've had very 
d es i rable cold weather. I ' m  wondering what the pro
jections l ook l i ke  in the next few weeks for the winter 
road system .  

M R .  SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i st e r  o f  
H ighways. 

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, the w inter roads normal ly 
expire some t ime aro u n d  the m i dd le  or  towards the 
e n d  of March a n d  we expect that to happen this year 
aga in .  We are serving notice that they wi l l  be offic ia l ly 
closed on  the 2 1  st of March. 

MR. ANSTETT: M r. Speaker, a supplementary to the 
M i n ister. In v iew of the fact that he's now suggest ing 
that the roads are going to be closed i n  another 1 0  
days o r  so, I ' m  wondering i f  he can report to the 
House on how m uch freight is left to be hauled over 
those roads and whether he reasonably expects the 
fu l l  req u i rements i n  the Northern com m u n ities to be 
met this year. 

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, my i nformation  is that the 
b u l k  of the shipments have been completed .  A l l  of the 
schedu led ship ments have been completed and there 
is about a week left of so-cal led u n schedu led shi p
ments to t idy u p  the season. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris. 

MR. CLAYTON MANNESS (Morris): Yes, Mr .  Speaker, 
I'd l i ke  to ask a q uest ion of the M i n i ster of Agr iculture. 
Can the M i n ister tel l  the House i f  he is  p lan n i ng a 
meet i ng i n  Regi na next week of Western M i nisters of 
Agricu l ture a n d  also i n dicate what items are u p  for 
d iscussion? 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i st e r  o f  
Agricu l ture.  

MR. URUSKI: M r. Speaker, I presume that the member 
is  referr ing to the meeting on  Monday in Regi n a .  Yes, I 
w i l l  be attend ing  along with my col league and the 
M i n i ster of Transportat ion .  

MR. MANNESS: A supplementary. I was m ore con
cerned about the items that were goi ng to be d i s
cussed. Maybe he may want to a nswer that i n  the next 
q uest ion .  In view of p lum metin g  world gra in  crisis, 
can the M i n ister i n dicate whether this concern w i l l  be 
d iscussed formally at that meeting? 

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, in fact that k i n d  of a meet
i ng was arranged earl ier in the month in February. 
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H owever the Federal Government reneged on want
i ng to attend that meeting  deal i n g  with not only the 
issue of statutory rates i n  transportat ion ,  however as 
well the matter of gra i n  pr ices and the futu re of the 
gra i n  i n dustry. They wanted a fu l l  analysis and report 
fro m the Canadian  Wheat Board and other people 
i n volved in the i n dustry. 

MR. MANNESS: A f ina l  supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
Has the M i n ister made i nformal representation to 
Senator Argue who is responsi ble for the Canadian  
Wheat Board - a n  i n div idual whom I am led  to bel ieve 
he shares many v iews - has he made representati o n  
t o  Senator Argue about h i s  concern over fal l i ng gra i n  
pr ices partic u larly when the same Federal M i n ister i s  
expected to an nou nce i n it ia l  pr ices f o r  board grains  
some t ime i n  the near  future? 

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, we have raised our con
cern about the Federal transportation pol icy in deal
ing with what we feel i s  a very negative i mpact on  the 
farmers and rural residents of the Province of Mani
toba.  As wel l ,  we are concerned as to the i m pact on 
farmers of fal l i n g  world pr ices which we u n derstand 
some of the i m pact on  that has been the so-cal led 
e mbargoes that have been talked about by the Un i ted 
States and that have had some i m pact on the world 
pr ices. The demand is  there but the world prices have 
been d ropping. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. DONALD ORCHARD (Pembina): Thank you, 
M r. Speaker. Then I take it following the non=answer 
to the specif ic question ,  has the M in i ster of Agricul
t u re made representation to the M i n i ster responsible 
for the Canadian Wheat Board as to the levels of the 
i n it ia l  gra i n  prices? Has he or has he not made that 
recom mendation to the Federal M i nister? 

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, to say that I have d i rectly 
written to the M i n ister of the Canadian  Wheat Board 
specif ical ly either complai n i ng or  recommend ing 
situations, I have not i n  the last short while. I have 
made statements publ ic ly which of cou rse would 
have reached the ears of the M i n ister of the Wheat 
Board i n  terms of the sett ing  of the prices and the 
concerns that we have with farm incomes i n  the Prov
i nce of Manitoba. 

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker, w i l l  the M i n ister of 
Agriculture represent ing thousands of farmers i n  
Manitoba, make that recom mendation t o  the Federal 
M i n ister and i nd icate to him the very real necessity for 
hav ing i n it ial  wheat prices, barley prices, oat pr ices 
set at a level which w i l l  adequately cover off the ever 
i ncreas ing costs of prod uction faced by Manitoba 
farmers? Wil l  he on  behalf of those farmers as M i n is
ter of Agriculture for the province, make that recom
mendation? 

MR. URUSKI: Mr.  Speaker, as  I u n derstand i t  the pri
ces for gra i ns have to be set on  the basis of expecta
t ions on the world market, on  the basis of what 
farmers, what the Wheat Board and the govern ment 
expect world prices of gra i ns to be, n ot o n  the basis of 
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what we m ight want and what we feel sho u ld be the 
relationship to the cost of product ion .  If the member  
is suggesting  some other method of  pr ic ing of gra i ns 
I 'd  be prepared to hear from h i m .  But  the pr ices real ly  
should  be set and have to be set  as the way the m arket 
system operates today, on  the basis of what we expect 
on  the world situat ion .  

MR. ORCHARD: Mr.  Speaker, s ince the M i n ister of 
Agr iculture has n ot i n d icated whether he w i l l  make 
a ny representat ion ,  would he u n dertake to point out 
to the Federal M i n ister responsib le that Manitoba 
farmers would appreciate no red uction  in the i n it ia l  
prices? 

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, obviously I woul d  want to 
have not only Manitoba farmers but farmers right 
across Western Canada to receive the highest possi
ble retu rns for the i r  produce based, i f  i t  cou l d  be 
possi ble, on  the ir  cost of product ion .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honoura ble M in ister of Natura l  
Resources. 

HON. AL MACKLING (St. James): Mr. Speaker, by 
leave I would l i ke to ask leave of the House to make a 
M in ister ial  Statement and revert to M i n isterial State
ments for that purpose. 

MR. SPEAKER: Does the M i n i ster have leave? The 
t ime for q uest ion period has about thirty seconds left 
if  that's of interest to people.  

The M i nister may proceed. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS AND 
TABLING OF REPORTS (Cont'd) 

MR. MACKLING: Than k  you .  I have copies, Mr .  
Speaker. -( I nterjection)- Non,  Monsieur.  

Mr .  Speaker, the Secretary of State for External 
Affairs, the Honourable Mark McGuigan, announced 
today that the Federal and  Manitoba Governments 
w i l l  col laborate even more c losely than in the past to 
protect Canadian i nterest relat ing to the Garrison 
Diversion Project 

Over the past two weeks at a meeti ng i n  Ottawa on  
March 2nd and in  telephone conversations, Federal 
M i n i sters, Mr. McGuigan and the Honourable Lloyd 
Axworthy and M i n isters from Manitoba, the Honour
able Al Mack l i ng and the Honourable J. Cowan, have 
had a fu l l  exchange on the q uest ion of how to p u rsue 
most effectively the i r  conti n u i ng efforts relat ing to 
Garr ison.  In these d iscussions the concordance of 
Federal and Prov i ncial i nterest was rei nforced and the 
i mportance of fu l l  and  close co-operation between 
the Federal and  Manitoba Governments was em phas
ized. To this end M i n isters agreed on a n u m ber of 
steps. 

It was agreed that the d ial ogue and consultaion 
between Federal and Manitoba M i n isters on  this issue 
wil l  be continued and that a joint M i n isterial Com mit
tee wi l l  be established for this purpose. This commit
tee w i l l  meet as req u i red to determi n e  strategy for the 
cont i n u i ng effort on Garrison. Comm i ttee member
shi p  wi l l  i nclude, from the Federal Government the 
Honourable Mark McGuigan, Co-Chai rman,  the Hon-
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o u rable John Roberts and the Honourable Lloyd 
Axworthy; and  for Manitoba the Honourable Al  Mac
k l i ng, Co-Chairman,  and  the Honourable Jay Cowan .  

I t  was also agreed that off icials from Ottawa and 
W i n n i peg wi l l  cont inue to col laborate very closely 
both in Canada and the U nited States, in the effort on 
Garrison. One i mportant element of this col laborat ion 
wi l l  be assignment of a M anitoba off icial  to the Cana
dian Em bassy in Washington u nder a renewable 
arrangement. This off ic ia l  w i l l  work with the Embassy 
Counselor on environment ,  and  u n der  the d i rect ion of 
the Canadian Ambassador who w i l l  cont i n ue his 
active role in leadi n g  the Canadian govern mental 
effort on  Garrison  in the U nited States. 

Fi nal ly,  the Manitoba Government has decided to 
retai n  a Washington legal f i rm to provide cont i n u i ng 
day to day advice,  i nformation and analysis on the 
Garrison q uest ion .  Consistent  with the co-ord inat ive 
arrangements defi ned by Ottawa and Winn ipeg, the 
f irm wi l l  p lan and conduct its work i n  close consulta
t ion with the Canadian Embassy. M i n i sters agreed 
that by working i n  us iso n ,  Federal and Provincia l  
Govern m ents w i l l  be able to ensu re that Canadian 
concerns about Garr ison,  are most effectively con
veyed to and fully u nderstood by American authorities. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside. 

MR. ENNS: M r. Speaker, I k now that certai n ly a l l  
members of the O pposit ion i ndeed with a l l  Manito
bans, pass a sigh of rel ief that the government has 
done several things. 

(a) They've recognized that the consistant co
operative means of u s i ng the d i p l omatic cha nnels 
ava i lable to us in our federal nat ion of Canada, are the 
appropriate ones and to that extent, Mr .  Chairman,  it 
would n't be too harsh I bel ieve to say that althou gh, at 
the cost of another election promise, it's obvious that 
the Provi ncia l  G overn ment has k nuck led under  to the 
i ns istence of the Federal Govern ment,  that pr ivate or 
separate provi ncial  offices are not open i n  the i n terna
tional han d l i ngs of affairs in Washington. 

M r. Speaker, I thi n k  it  became evident as a resu l t  of 
the rather i ntensive q uestion ing on Esti mates yester
day to the same M i n i ster on his Department of Nat u ral 
Resouces, why this statement is  being somewhat 
rushed forward this morn ing. It was only yesterday at 
about 1 0  o'clock I wou ldn't say d ifficu lt  q uestion
ing but a fair ly lengthy process of q uest ion ing 
where he said it would not be avai lable, we'd have to 
wait three or four days before a statement on this 
matter could be made. 

But ,  Mr .  Speaker, let me not detract from this .  We 
bel ieve that the government is  taking the correct and 
appro priate cou rse of act ion .  It's a cou rse of act ion 
that has been supported by a l l  parties in  th is  House. 
We have passed resolut ions to that effect in this 
House. There is  no  change. They suggest that there 
wi l l  be a Man itoba off ic ia l  who wi l l  be particu larly 
co-ordinat ing the i nterests of Manitoba in this matter. 
S i r, we've a lways had the best and the highest qual ity 
of advice with that respect. I paid tr ibute to that parti
clar person yesterday i n  the Est i mates. 

I can't help but concur with what the Honourable 
M i n ister i s  tel l i ng the House this morn i ng. I say with 
some regrets that o n  a matter as i m portant as the 
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Garrison, this govern ment, the New Democratic Party, 
certai n ly d i d  not shy away from the i r  l i tt le game of 
pol itics at election t ime.  The fact of the matter is, that 
they are not estab l ishi ng an office i n  Wash ington as 
promised in the elect ion .  They a re proceed ing with 
the i dentical pol icy that had been p u rsued effectively 
for the last 1 O years on  this m atter and I hope that we 
can p u rsue in this matter. There's n othing wrong with 
the addit ional  support that they are promis ing and 
that's what they ought to  do .  

But to that extent, Mr.  Speaker, we welcome the 
remarks this morn ing and this M i n ister w i l l  have the 
fu l l  co-operation from the members of the Opposition .  

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

ORDER FOR RETURN 

MR. SPEAKER: Order for Return .  The Honourable 
Member for Elmwood. Order please. O rder please. If  
the Honourable M i n ister wishes to speak would he 
catch the Speaker's eye and stand up and speak in the 
proper manner. I have j u st recogn ized the Honou r
able Member for E lm wood. Wou l d  he proceed, please? 

MR. RUSSELL DOERN (Elmwood): M r. Speaker, I 
move, seconded by the Honourable Member for K i l
donan that an O rder of the House do issue for a 
Return of the fol lowing i nformat io n :  

( I )  What is the est i mated cost of paint ing and repair
i ng the cei l i ng and walls of the i nterior dome of the 
Legislative Bu i ld ing? 

(a) Scaffo ld ing 
( b) Labour 
(c) Materials 
(d) Other, i nc lud ing government  services and 

consultant fees i f  any. 
(2) Was the project tendered? 
(3) Wi l l  the area above the G rand Stai rcase be 

painted a nd/or repaired? 
(4) I f  so, what is  the estimated cost of this second 

project? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Govern
ment Services i n d icate the governments i ntention. 

MR. USKIW: Yes, Mr.  Speaker, we're prepared to 
accept that Order of Return .  

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable, the H ouse Leader. 

MR. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, would you please call  the 
Adjourned Debates on  Second Readi ng in the order 
on  which they appear on  the Order Paper? 

ADJOURNED DEBATES ON SECOND READ
ING 

BILL NO. 3 - THE MANITOBA ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: The Adjourned Debates on Second 
Read ing, Bi l l  No.  3, sta n d i ng in the name of the Hon
o u rable Member for St. Norbert. 

MR. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, I 've had an opport u n ity 
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to review the comments of the Honourable, the Attor
ney General and the provisions in th is  B i l l  and  I have 
no concerns or  objections to let this matter go past 
second readi ng and go on to Committee. 

BILL NO. 4 - THE GARAGE KEEPERS ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: On the adjourned debate of the Hon
ourable Attorney-General B i l l  No.  4. 

The Honou rable Member for St. Norbert. 

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, with respect to B i l l  No. 
4, it  should be n oted that in 1 980 o u r  ad m i n istrat ion 
passed a signif icant amendment to th is  particu lar  Act 
a l lowing a member of the pub l ic ,  a consumer of the 
services, despite having had to acknowledge the 
i ndebtedness u n der the Act as the Act req u i red, to 
have the opportun ity to pay the amount  of the al leged 
c la im for work done paid i nto cou rt, and d ispute the 
amount of the garage keeper's b i l l  and the l ien  would 
cease to exist at that t i me. That was a s ign if icant 
move, Mr .  Speaker, and I th ink ,  i f  the Honourable 
Attorney-General reviews the court records, he' l l  f i nd  
that that procedu re has  been used a n u m ber  of  t imes 
by consu mers in this provi nce to contest the amount  
of  garage keepers' b i l ls. 

Now,  M r .  Speaker,  we h ave some tech n ica l  
amendments to that  particular section which I have 
no d ispute with, but  we also have contained in this b i l l  
a n  amendment w h i c h  would e l i m inate t h e  requ i re
ment of garage keepers to post copies of the Act on  
thei r premises i n  order to ava i l  themselves of the ben
efits of garage keepers' l iens. I point out,  Mr .  Speaker, 
that the previous provisions that I was referr ing to are 
probably not very widely k nown by members of the 
publ ic .  

Now we h ave the M i n ister, Mr .  Speaker, who has 
spoken widely in the past of taking action to i m p rove 
the pub l ic's economic  rights; to br ing about freedom 
of i n formation legislation ;  to i mprove access to legal 
a id ,  acknowledgi n g  h imself as a c iv i l  l ibertar ian  a n d  a 
h u m a n  rights activist he is n ow, Mr .  Speaker, goi ng 
to delete the req u i rement for garage keepers to post 
the Act in order to avai l  themselves of the opport u n ity 
of taking l ien  action aga inst members of the pub l ic 
and  consumers. 

I bel ieve, Mr. Speaker, that part icu larly in view of 
the a mend ments which we had made to th is  Act, 
a l lowing consumers to pay money i nto court and con
test the amount of the b i l ls ,  that it  would be wrong to 
delete the req u i rement that the Act be posted in gar
ages. I f  Esso, or G u lf ,  or Texaco, or any of the other 
large garage operators, Mr .  Speaker, wish n ot to post 
the Act and therefore not have the opportu n ity to take 
advantage of a garage keeper's l ien ,  then that is f ine .  
They can go ahead. But if  a garage keeper wishes to 
have th is  specia l  remedy of a l ien ,  Mr .  Speaker, then I 
see n o  reason why they should not be requ i red to post 
the Act in order that a consumer may be i nformed of 
the provisions of the Act and h is  rights, part icu larly 
his r ight to pay money i nto court ,  to d ispute the val id
ity of the l ien .  

So, I have great concern, Mr .  Speaker, with that 
p rovis ion of this b i l l  that essent ia l ly takes away the 
opportunity for a consumer to be made fu l ly  aware of 
the provis ions of the Act, and the opportu n i ty to d is-
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pute the amount  of the garage b i l l .  I don 't that is i n  the 
i nterest of the cons u m i ng publ ic ,  M r. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the q uest ion? The 
Honourable Member for Pembina .  

MR. ORCHARD: Mr .  Speaker, I move, seconded by 
the Honou rable Member for Turtle Mou nta in  that 
debate be adjou rned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: On the adjourned debate on B i l l  No. 
5; the Honourable Member for St. Norbert. (Stands) 

On the proposed motion of the Honourable M i n is
ter of Consumer and Corporate Affai rs, B i l l  No.  7 ;  The 
Honourable Member for K irkfield Park. (Stands) 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Govern ment House 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER: Yes, Mr. Speaker, would you call the 
adjourned debate on  Ways and Means. 

MR. SPEAKER: On the adjourned debate, of the 
Honourable M i n i ster of F inance,  THAT the House w i l l  
a t  i t s  next sitt ing resolve itself i nto a Comm i ttee t o  
consider the Ways and Means f o r  raisi ng o f  the 
S u pply to be granted to Her Majesty. 

The Honou rable Member for Turtle Mountai n .  

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, I adjourned t h i s  debate 
on behalf of the Leader of the O pposit ion .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposit ion.  

MR. LYON: M r. Speaker, it's not my i ntention to delay 
th is  item at any great lengt h .  I would ,  h owever, l i ke to 
make a few com ments u pon the remarks that were 
made the other day, pri nc ipa l ly  by the M i nister of 
F inance, on  the i ntroduction of the Est imates, when 
these two mot ions were f i rst placed before the House 
at that t ime.  Mr .  Speaker, the M i n i ster of Fi nance 
made a few statements that have been commented 
upon to some extent by my col league and by others of 
my col leagues in Opposit ion .  I should l i ke to add just 
a few thoughts to what has been said i n  a genera l  way 
about Est i mates and the means by which these 
Expenditure Est imates are goi ng to be paid for out of 
the pockets of the taxpayers of Manitoba. At the risk 
of repeati ng myself, because I k now that this w i l l  be 
the theme that we wi l l  have to i m press u pon honour
able members opposite on a regular basis,  I would 
rem i n d  the M i n ister of F inance f irst of a l l ,  that he is  not 
deal ing with h i s  m o ney; he is not deal ing with money 
that grows on  a money tree somewhere; he's deal i ng 
with money that has been earned by the hard work of 
the men and the women and the b usi nesses and the 
farmers in Manitoba, and  that his job is  to be a trustee 
for that money, not to throw it about on wi ld  ventures 
that happen to make h i m  feel ideological ly warm and 
secu re, but  rather to do those t h ings on  behalf of  the 
people of Manitoba that they want done. 

The honourable members opposite were elected 
with a n u m ber  of promises that they had made to the 
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people of Manitoba; one of them, of course, M r. 
Speaker, was to give rel ief agai nst the usur ious rates 
of i nterest that the country is n ow passing through:-

give relief to homeowners, to businessmen and to 
farmers, in particu lar, as bei ng the three groups i n  
Manitoba most i mpacted by these u nusual and  terri
ble rates that are causing great havock with o u r  
economy. 

Mr .  Speaker, I can only say to my hono u rable 
fr iend,  as has been said on  other occasions to h im and 
to his col leagues across the way, that they ra ise a 
great n u mber of expectations among the people of 
Manitoba as to what they would do i n  terms of placing 
a safety net u nder those in gen ui n e  need, in order that 
they could  be seen over this chasm while the i nterest 
rate spectre was sti l l  affl ict ing the economy in Mani
toba.  But i nstead what do we see? Wel l ,  f i rst of a l l ,  he 
br ings i n  spen d i ng Esti mates of roughly $2.8 b i l l ion 
and tucked away with i n  those expenditures appar
ently in fu lf i l lment of this solemn promise which 
raised these expectations among the people of Mani
toba, i s  a p romise to pay $23 m i l l ion for mortgage 
i nterest relief for homeowners, for businessmen and 
for  farmers; three categories of  people,  M r. Speaker, 
at a time when his off ic ia ls can tel l  him that the m i n
i m u m  effort by the province i n  o rder to give meaning
ful aid on  a one-year basis to this group would be 
about $60 m i l l ion .  

So I say to  my honourable fr iend that he's starting 
off on  the wrong foot. One m i ght, of course, u n der
stand that, because my hono u rable fr iend starts off on  
the left foot rather than the right foot, and  he has 
much to learn about the obl igat ion that is i nherent 
u pon not on ly hi m but his col leagues on  the govern
ment s ide,  those who occ u py those seats temporar i ly, 
to fu lf i l l  and to carry out promises. And I say to my 
hon o u rable friend that i t  i s  a m atter of real regret to 
see this government starting off by m uti lat ing one of 
the sole m n  promises that they made to the people of 
Manitoba $23 m i l l i o n  to cover three categories of 
people over a two-year period -- it's not even what 
they promised i n  the i r  elect ion campaign.  So I say, 
M r. Speaker, without goi ng i nto the detai l  of other 
promises, that if  he's got $20 m i l l ion  for such i l l 
starred ventures as ManOi l ,  why hasn't he got money 
i n  his Est imates to help the people of Manitoba. He's 
got $20 m i l l i o n  to p lay aro u n d  with his i d eological 
p laything of ManOi l ,  why can't he hel p the people of 
Manitoba who need hel p  today? 

The Member for St. Norbert pointed out the n u m ber 
of bankruptcies that have occurred in Manitoba over 
the past three months. I venture to say, Sir ,  that i f  we 
of the Conservative Party were sitt ing on  the far s ide 
of the House there would be m oans and groans and 
whines and bellyaches day by day from the social ists 
saying, "What a re you d o i ng about these poor b usi
ness peopleand so o n ?" I n stead, now when these are 
occu rring, M r. Speaker, under a socia l ist admin istra
t ion who gave solemn promises signed by the now 
Fi rst M i n ister of this government, guarantees that 
n obody would have to go out of bus iness because of 
i n terest-rate problems, the people of Man itoba are 
sitt ing back watchi ng this q uarter response, whi le at 
the same t ime they i n d u lge themselves i n  the i r  i deo
logical fancies and confine $20 m i l l ion  for something 
as useless as ManOi l .  
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Mr.  Speaker. that being the case, my hono u rable 
friend starts off in a very, very sad way as M i n ister of 
F inance and the augury for his success in this portfo
l io ,  I suggest, is very, very bad i ndeed, because not 
o n ly of the method of presentation of his Esti mates 
which has been gone i nto careful ly by the Member for 
Turtle Mountai n ,  but rather for the obvious i nabi l ity of 
h i m  or his col leagues to choose the proper pr iorit ies. 
now that they have temporari ly responsib i l ity for pub
l i c  affairs i n  this province. 

Mr. Speaker, the M i n ister of Fi nance when he i ntro
d uced the Est imates described them as transit ional .  
They were completed at a t ime,  said he, of major 
budgetary uncertai nty ar is ing out  of f iscal arrange
ments negotiat ions.  "We s imply could not consider 
major undertakings i nvolvi ng new long-term obl iga
t ions," said he. It is now recognized that Manitoba w i l l  
be the provi nce which is  hardest hit by the federal 
cutbacks even with the addit ion of special  temporary 
adjustments in the f i rst few years of the new arrange
ments. Mr .  Speaker, I agree with those com ments and 
I welcome the protestation of  restraint that my hon
o u rable friend speaks of in those two paragraphs. But 
I m u st say to you, S i r, that hav ing regard to the eco
nomic  situation of the whole western world,  hav ing 
regard i n  part icu lar  to the economic  situation of Can
ada and the i nab i l ity of any of the Provinc ia l  Govern
ments regardless of the pol it ical stripe of those Pro
v i nc ial G overn ments to have mea n i ngful  negotiations 
with the present Federal Government on  establ ished 
program f inancing or  on the other cost-shared pro
grams that we have equal izat ion with Ottawa up u nt i l  
recently; hav ing regard to that, how c a n  my honour
able fr iend then come forward with a set of Est imates, 
the pr ior it ies of which are so m ixed up and the state
ment of  which is so m i schievous, i n  the sense that i t  
d oes n o t  tel l  us  where the money is  goi n g  t o  b e  found 
for the matters that sti l l  have to  be dealt with, such as  
the negotiat ions with the Manitoba G overnment 
Employees Associat ion where at least p robably 
another $20 m i l l ion  wi l l  be requ i red for S u pplemen
tary S u pply before this House adjourns. Why are 
these Est imates brought in, in this very incomplete 
fashion? 

Mr .  Speaker, I say to you that hav ing regard to the 
economic situation i n  Canada, the government has 
b rought i n  a set of Est imates and a spe n d i ng program 
that m ight wel l have been conceived and pr inted and 
brought to  earth by someone f rom Mars.  I t  has  no 
relat ionship at a l l  to the situation in  which the prov
i nce f inds itself at the present t i me. This is a t ime when 
the province has to make sure that every dol lar  it i s  
col lect ing f rom the people of Man itoba and from the 
Federal Govern ment i n  terms of cost-shared pro
grams and so on, i s  put to the very best use possi ble 
and to see in these so-cal led transit ional Est imates 
the lack of priority that is shown in some of the expen
d itu res that are laid forward there is  very, very d i sturb
i ng i ndeed. 

Mr. Speaker, the next and perhaps the most surpris
ing statement that has already been commented 
upon ,  but I thi n k  it  needs f u rther comment occurs on 
Page 4 of my hono u rable friend's i ntrodu ctory remarks 
when he said, "There is l ittle doubt that the act ions of 
some Prov inc ia l  Governments i nc lud ing the former 
govern ment in this province played a part, and were 
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probably a s ign if icant factor i n  sett ing the stage for 
the c uts we face. I n  cal l i n g  i n cessantly for a large 
scale red uction in the federal deficit and reduced fed
eral i ntrusions in various prov i ncial program fields, 
the mem bers opposite helped provide a rat ionale for 
the cutback legislat ion which will soon be i ntrod uced 
in parl iament. 

Mr. Speaker, my honourable fr iend,  the M i n i ster of 
F inance, is not k nown for his perspicacity. He should 
make h i mself fam i l iar  with the h i story of  th is  country 
and the h istory of particu larly recent negotiations of 
an economic and fiscal nature that took place among 
the 1 1  governments in th is  country. I cal l  to h i s  atten
tion and to h is memory, and he need only go so far 
back as, I th ink ,  last year's Budget statement or the 
statement the year before and i ndeed the fu l l  state
ment was contained i n  the Budget Address of 1 978, I 
recal l  to h i s  attent ion the joint statement that was 
made by the Federal Govern ment and the 1 0  Provin
cial  Governments of Canada emerg ing  from a n  eco
nomic  conference in 1 978 in which those goals were 
set forth as the k i n d  of economic leadersh ip  that 
g overnment could be and shou ld  be estab l ish ing for 
the pr ivate and the publ ic  sector in this country. 

M r. Speaker, I want to tel l  my honourable friend and 
to ed ucate h im a b it  and  God k nows he needs a fa i r  
amount of i t ,  that it  wasn't th is  province or  that prov
i nce that called for those goals, it  was all provinces i n  
Canada i nc lud ing  t h e  soc ia l ist province t o  the west, 
who cal led for precisely the same goals in 1 978. 

Mr. Speaker, i f  he w i l l  check the proceedi ngs of the 
Premiers' Meet ing which took place i n  Victoria in  
August of 1 98 1  he  w i l l  see - and I don 't have the 
document i n  front of me subject to the reference -
but my memory is ,  he w i l l  see that those same goals 
were reaffi rmed by the 10 Prov i ncial Goverments of 
Canada at that meet ing  as recently as August of 1 98 1 . 

So, M r. Speaker, I don 't know where th is  part icu lar  
k ind  of fantasy land talk comes from . Certa in ly i t  
doesn't emerge f rom any of the permanent advisors, 
the long term career people on  his staff because they 
k now better. I t  m ust be from some of these i t inerant 
mercen aries that they've brought on, these hit men 
that they br ing in  f rom B.C.  and  Saskatchewan who 
can o n ly work for socia l ist govern ments. God k nows 
they come from a l l  over the world .  You wou l d n 't 
expect them to k now anyth ing  that h ad happened i n  
Canada i n  August o f  1 98 1 ,  o r  some o f  them at least. 

So, M r. Speaker, I suggest that wh i le we have been 
talk i n g  a bit about revis ion ist h istory, wh ich  is  prac
tised always by Social ist, Marcists and all people of 
that i l k ,  I suggest to my honourable fr iend opposite i f  
he is  capable of  mak ing  the d ist inction on  h i s  part, I 
would be happy to hear h i m .  I suggest to my honour
able fr iend that he fam i l iar ize h imself with the a i ms 
and with the goals that were set by the 1 1  F i rst M i n is
ters i n  1 978, reiterated by the P remiers at successive 
meet ings that the Pre m iers h ad with respect to goals 
that the p u bl i c  sector shou ld  try to achieve. This was 
not someth ing ,  Mr. Speaker that was part of what he 
would cal l ,  I sup pose, he  or  his ideologica l  fr iends to 
his left and r ight, neo-conservatism,  and this was part 
of Canadian common sense, a document in 1 978 t hat 
was s igned by the present Pri me M i n ister of Canada, 
by the then 1 On Premiers of Canada i nc lud ing  the one 
social ist government in Canada at that t ime,  which 
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h ad the good sense to see what was happen i n g  in the 
country and to subscribe to those ideals. Mr .  Speaker, 
there may be one less Tory govern ment but that 
doesn't mean that there shoul d  be an abandon ment of 
common sense. 

Mr. Speaker, this attempt by the honourable member 
and by some of his col leagues, to suggest that the 
troubles that he  is  experienc ing in his n ia iv ity i n  
Federal-Provi ncia l  negotiat ions somehow or  other 
spri ng  from any actions taken by this or other govern
ments with respect to Federal-Provi ncial negotiat ions 
over the past three to fou r years is  as I 've sai d ,  a p iece 
a p u re fantasy. 

I s incerely hope for the sake of the people of Mani
toba,  that my honourable fr iend w i l l  come to h i s  
senses and not try t o  peddle t h i s  k i n d  o f  nonsense. 
God k nows that as the Fi rst M i n ister of this province, I 
have been as strong as the Premier of Saskatchewa n ,  
t h e  Premier  o f  Brit ish Colu mbia ,  t h e  Premier  o f  
Quebec, the P remier of Newfou nd land and any of t h e  
other Pre m iers, i nc lud ing t h e  Premier o f  O ntario, t h e  
Premier o f  New Brunswick, w i t h  respect t o  t h e  i nab i l
ity of prov i ncial governments over the past two or  
th ree years in  part icu lar, to have a ny mean i n gf u l  
negotiations w i t h  t h e  present Federal Govern ment. I 
have been as strong i n  my protestations of that as any 
other Pre m ier in Canada. 

I want to say to my honourable friend that i f  you are 
not prepared to stan d  up for the r ights of the people of 
Manitoba in Federal-Provincia l  Conferences, then 
you better vacate your seats across the way.  I f  you're 
prepared to try to pass off th is  k i n d  of poor putting  as 
a reason for your own i nabi l ity to negotiate with the 
Federal Government which is extremely tough to 
negotiate with , then you are setti ng  up a stan dard and 
an example that is not  on ly i ntellectual ly shameful ,  it  
is not even pol it ical ly acceptable. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I hope that my honourable fr iend 
wi l l  learn a bit .  I hope that he wi l l  consult with the fu l l  
t ime career people that he has in  the Department of  
F inance in  particu lar. I hope that he  w i l l  take t ime to 
be educated by them. I hope he w i l l  do a bit of reading .  
I hope he  w i l l  f ind out  what the  posit ion of the  Prov
i nce of Man i to ba has been u nder successive govern
ments, not only u nder the previous govern ment,  but 
under the Schreyer g overnment as wel l .  The Sch reyer 
govern ment which agreed to the block fund ing  sys
tem that we have and i ndeed asked for the b lock 
fund ing  system that the Federal Government is  now 
assault ing ,  the one that we tried to support when we 
were in off ice because i t  was the right way to g o  i n  
terms of the provinces r u n n i n g  the i r  own shows with 
respect to health care, with respect to h i g her educa
tion and so o n .  

I hope my honourable fr iend c a n  become better 
educated in a l l  of these fundamental ly i mportant  
th ings that relate to Federa l-Provincia l  negotiations 
and not em barrass h imself, not embarrass h is  govern
ment, not embarrass his province by mak ing the k i n d  
of rather c h i ld ish  u nfounded statements that appear 
on page four and other pieces as he  attem pts in h i s  
i nept way, t o  make a pol it ical p o i n t  w h i c h  d oesn't 
exist. 

Mr.  Speaker, he  goes on  in his statement to say, "We 
have made i t  clear that we bel ieve the Federal Govern
ment t h roug h  its spen d i n g  power m ust play a key role 
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insur ing that a l l  prov inces have the f inancial  capacity 
to provide their  cit izens with a h i g h  standard of p ubl ic  
services. In  fact the equal izat ion provis ion i n  the Con
stitut ional Resoloution g ives it that responsib i l ity." 

I say to my honourable fr iend ,  d on't depend on  the 
equal ization provis ion and the Constitutional  Reso
lout ion to act as any sheet anchor for the posit ion of 
Manitoba with respect to future Federal-Provi ncial 
negotiations.  I say to h i m  hard barga in ing ,  fa ir  bar
gai n i n g ,  rat ional arg u ment, not an overstatement of 
the case or a nyth i ng l i ke that at a l l ,  w i l l  be the best 
guarantee that Manitoba w i l l  get fa ir  treatment by any 
Federal Government. Cow-towi ng ,  tugging at one's 
forelock, turn i n g  ones hat in one's hand,  offer ing to 
k iss somebody's hem is not the way that Man itoba 
tradit ional ly h as barga ined. My honourable fr iend,  
and particu larly h i s  Fi rst M i n i ster had better learn that 
lesson too because as I said without applying at th is  
stage, because I don't th ink my honourable fr iends 
o pposite deserve it yet, but I h ave said p ubl ic ly and I 
say it aga i n ,  the Premier of Manitoba and h is M i n isters 
can neither a churc hmouse n o r  a doormat be when 
they are negotiati ng  on  behalf of the people of th is  
provi nce. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I d o n't i ntend to rehearse the 
words that were used by the Member for Turtle M o u n
tai n  with respect to the falsity of the Est imates, i n  
terms o f  the statement that i s  made t o  the effect that 
these represent some 14 percent of a n  i ncrease over 
the actual expend i tures as they are now p rojected to 
be at the end of the t h i rd quarter. 

My honourable fr iend again  woul d  learn,  i f  he 
talked to his permanent off ic ials rather than to the 
transients that he  has apparently f lock ing  around 
h im ,  he  wou ld  learn that you have got  to  make a va l id  
comparison that i s  understandable to the people and 
you have a responsib i l ity not  on ly to the Opposit ion 
but to the people of Man i toba to en l ighten them as 
fairly as you can and as rat ional ly  as you can.  I n  
fol lowing through o n  that course, one shou ld  try to 
explain that the i ncreases on  a pr int-to-pr int  or  on  an 
actua l  expenditure to a n  actual  expenditure. To d o  
otherwise is  t o  compare apples and oranges and I 
th ink  my honourable fr iend has even g rasped that 
point by now and i f  not, should have. 

So as I say, I don 't i ntend to rehearse that point with 
h i m ,  but I would suggest that a strong element of 
candor is  usual ly a g ood prescr ipt ion for any M i n ister 
of F i na nce and ,  i nstead of t ry ing to play games with 
facts or  f igures, i nstead of t ry ing  to be cute pol it ical ly,  
my honourable fr iend should get his nose down to 
busi ness; tel l  the people of Manitoba that these Esti
mates, in fact, do  represent somethi ng l i ke  a 1 6.9 
percent i nc rease over last year's pri nted Est imates 
and that, having regard to the supplementaries that he 
w i l l  u n d ou btedly h ave to br ing i n  to cover a n u m ber of 
the t h i n gs that have a l ready been i dentif ied over here 
and admitted by the other side of the House,  that the 
Est imate expend i ture is ,  in a l l  l i kel i h ood,  go ing  to run 
somewhere in the area, a m i n i m u m  of 1 7  to 1 8  to 1 9  or  
maybe even 20  percent, God forb id ,  over what  the  
expend itures were for  last year. 

My honourable fr iend w i l l  f i nd ,  sitting  i n  the Treas
u ry Bench , that if  he uses that k i n d  of candor with the 
Members of the House and with the people of Mani
toba that he  wi l l  r ise in their  esti mat ion.  If ,  on  the other 
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hand,  he persists in the k ind  of j uveni le presentatio n  
that he has made t o  th is  House i n  h is f i rst venture, he  
w i l l  f i n d  that h i s  esti m ate among the people of Man i 
toba wi l l  stay rough ly  where it is at the present t ime.  

So, Mr.  Speaker, I th ink most of the other points 
made by the other speakers who have spoken on th is  
s ide of the House have been dealt  with adeq uately, 
but I d i d  wish to m ake those few comments to the 
H ouse with respect to the i nadequacies, as I see them, 
n ot on ly i n  the f igures as they are presented in  the 
Esti m ates, but in the method of presentat ion of the 
Est i mates, wh ich  is one that wil l  not stand the test of 
scrut i ny very long in this House.  And I stan d  here 
today, based on a few years of experience i n  th is  
House,  both on  the Treasury side and on  the Opposi
t ion  side, and suggest that my honourable fr iend,  the 
M i n ister of Fi nance, is go ing  to have to eat most of the 
words that he spoke in  h is ope n i n g  statement with 
respect to Federal-Prov inc ia l  negotiati ons ,  with 
respect to concocted percentage i ncreases over last 
year. I merely say to h i m  that I h ope i n  the course of 
h is ten u re,  as M i n ister of Fi nance, he w i l l  attem pt the 
next t ime a ro u n d  to do a much better job than he  has 
with the f i rst set of Est i mates that he  has i ntroduced to 
this House.  

Mr.  Speaker, we do o n  th is  s ide of the House wish 
h im and wish h i s  col leagues well ,  as we've said i n  the 
Throne Speech ,  because they have a serious respon
s ib i l ity to the people of Manitoba. If they carry out that 
respons ib i l ity wel l that i s  good for all people i n  Mani
toba and,  regardless of o u r  partisan d i fferences from 
t ime to t i me, we wi l l  be the f i rst to acc la im and to 
applaud that, a job well done. I f  i t  i s  being done 
i n co mpetently, as is  the herald of these Est imates, we 
wi l l  equal ly be quick to cal l  them to accou nt, as we 
have been do ing  over the last n u m ber  of days, i n  order 
that their performance may i m p rove, not for any nar
row partisan advantage that we w i l l  gai n ,  but  rather so 
that the people of Manitoba wi l l  be better served by 
them. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of F inance. 

MR. SCHROEDER: Thank you , Mr. Speaker. I 
u n derstan d  I w i l l  be c los ing  debate o n  the resolut ion 
f rom the motion.  

O n  Wednesday, March 1 0th ,  the Member  for Turt le 
Mountain . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle 
Mountai n .  

MR. RANSOM: I s  there s u c h  a t h i n g  a s  t h e  M i n ister 
closing debate on  a motion of this nature? 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. I've been i nformed that 
i t  i s  a substantive motion and, therefore, the M i n i ster 
i s  ent it led to both i n trodu ce the B i l l  and to close the 
debate. However, i f  there is  any other member  wish
ing to speak on  th is  matter I wil l  recognize h i m  before 
the M i n i ster. 

There not being so, the M i n ister of F inance. 

MR. SCHROEDER: Thank you , M r. Speaker. On 
Wednesday, March 1 0th ,  the Member  for Turtle 
M o u nta in  and some of his col leag ues gave us  the i r  
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party's i n it ial  views on the govern ment's expenditure 
Est imates for the coming year and the Member for 
Turtle Mounta in ,  specifical ly ,  took g reat care to deal 
in percentage fig u res, ratios and that type of thing and 
so it was no surprise that he concentrated most of his 
com ments on  the projected g rowth rate for the year 
ahead . It's also no su rprise that he tried to argue that 
the f inal  fig u res for the year may wel l  be h igher than 
the Estimates. 

He certa in ly  had plenty of experience along those 
l i nes h i mself, Mr. Speaker, i n  fact, I thought  that h i s  
com ments were more than j ust a l ittle b i t  h umorous,  
i n  v iew of the record of h is  own admin istrat ion,  both 
this year, 1 981 -82 and in previous years. 

I woul d  rem i n d  Members of the House of the $80 
mi l l ion  in Special Warrants th is year which were 
necessary to supplement the i nadequate provisions 
in  the Est imates tabled by the Member for Turtle 
Mountai n last February. At that point the member 
forecast an expendi ture g rowth rate of 1 4.66 percent 
on  a pr int-over-print basis for 1 981 -82 and a compar
able i ncrease on a print-over-revised basis. Then i n  
h is  Budget Speech, after i ntroducing Supplementary 
Est imates, he  revised his forecast to around 1 5.5 per
cent on a print-over-prel i minary-actual basis, not a 
print-over-print basis as he tried to tel l  the House 
everybody i n  the past had always used, but i n  fact a 
print-over-pre l i m i nary-actua l  and  I don't crit icize h i m  
for that because that is  t h e  o n l y  sensible f igure t o  use. 
Why use a f igure that you k now is wrong in bri ng ing i n  
Est imates? Why br ing i n  a print f igure that is  a year 
out of date and you k n ow very wel l is  wrong? T hat is 
the type of th ing that is m islead ing .  

After the second quarter of  th is fiscal year, rather 
than the 1 5.5 percent he had forecast at the time of the 
B u dget, the rate was suddenly over 1 7  percent and it 
is  n ow in excess of 1 8  percent, so i t  seems to me that it 
is  m o re l og ical to use actua l  than some d ream f igure 
that he's come u p  with.  

I h ad mentioned i n  q uest ion period , I believe, yes
terday about the year 1 979 when the Main Esti mates 
put forward for 1 979-80 cal led for a percentage 
increases of 5.56 percent on  a pri nt-over-print basis. 
And what do they come up with in the end? 1 3. 9 
percent, that g roup of capable managers, that g roup 
of  people that try to pose as fiscal ly responsible, as  
capable, as people who k now what they're do ing  wi th  
dol lars; more than doub le  what they were talk i ng 
about i n  the beg i n n i ng .  

This year there were n umerous exa m ples of i nsuffi
cient a l lowances in the Estimates for various expendi
ture i tems - the Department of Health is  an obvious 
example .  There are other areas where we have prob
lems every year - fire suppression.  We've i ncreased 
the amount for th is  year because we believe that the 
amount tradit ional ly budgeted in the past j ust d i dn 't 
make sense because we were always going over the 
amount and so we increased i t  and that's part of o u r  
increase i n  t h e  M a i n  Estimates. 

They added in a Hog Producers' I nsurance Plan,  
a lthough they make a g reat production about the 
prospect of us  br ing ing i n  a Beef Stabi l ization Pro
g ram which is  not in the Main Esti mates. 

We don 't know the n u m bers and when we do k now 
the n u m bers we will br ing them in. Last year the H og 
Stabi l izat ion Program was brought i n  i n  S upplemen-
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tary Est imates, and sti l l  on last year's S u pplementary 
Est imates, because the Member for Turtle M o u ntain 
was making a g reat to-do about the $2 mi l l ion to the 
Winn ipeg School Division which was not inc luded, he 
i n  h is  own Est imates, i n  h is  S u pplementaries, had to 
come u p  with $1 . 1  m i l l ion  last year for the Department 
of Education .  Why? Why? Why? Because i t  hadn't 
been i nc luded in the g rant to Winn ipeg; it h ad n't been 
incl uded i n  the Main Estimates. 

Now, I said , when I brought these Est imates to the 
House, that the $2 mi l l ion we were paying  to the City 
of Winni peg was not i ncluded in the amount being  
tabled. I sa id  that, m ade it very clear the n i g ht that I 
presented the Estimates, and  somehow the Member 
for Turt le Mountain makes i t  appear that we're try ing 
to h i de something .  We d i dn't  t ry to h ide  it ,  the fact of 
the matter was that there was a decision made after 
the docume nts went to pr int ,  and  when we decided to 
make that contribution to Win n i peg No. 1 we decided 
to m ake it publ ic the way they always are made pub l ic,  
at the t ime of year when they are always m ade p u bl ic .  

Now, I shou ld  just po int  out aga in  that  i n  every year 
that the Conservatives were in office they did i ntro
d uce Supplementary Est imates, i n  every year. I n  fact, 
the last t ime no S u pplementary Esti mates were i ntro
d uced was in 1 973-74 and the previous t ime to that 
was in 1 972-73. That's some t ime ago. - ( I nter
jection)- The g overnment then was an N O P  G overn
ment, yes, and the year before. And in 1 979 we had 
Supplementary Est imates for the Hydro rate freeze, 
and although  the members opposite may not enjoy 
remembering it ,  to provide enough authority to con
t inue the Manitoba S u pplement for the Elderly for the 
year. I 'm  not sure whether the Leader of the Opposi
tion heard that, but they hadn't i ncluded enough i n  
their  M a i n  Est imates t o  pay for t h e  Manitoba Supple
ment for the E lderly for the rest of the year. 

That's the k i n d  of competence that that government 
was showing and their leader is now stand ing  u p  and 
tel l ing  us  what we are supposed to learn . - ( I nter
ject ion)- Oh, certain ly. I'm sorry, the Leader of the 
Opposit ion is  suggesti ng  from his seat that that was 
an over-esti mation .  They d i d  over-estimate many 
many programs, and  that of course is  another reason 
why we shou ld  talk about "actua l"  ratherthan "pr int ,"  
but i n  th is particu lar  case, in th is  part icular instance, 
they u n derest imated for that part icular program.  
That's why they came for  Supplementary Est imates. 
In fact, I bel ieve I have a copy of them here some
where. Anyway, we' l l  get at that some other t ime.  

Now, one of the questions raised by the Member for 
Turtle Mou ntain dealt  with the matter of the Advertis
ing Audit  Office in the Executive Counci l  and he 
referred with g reat d ismay to what he cal led an 824 
percent increase in that appropriation .  

I m i g ht start by sayi ng  that  the s imple arithmetic, i f  
you took those n u m bers, suggest a 724 percent 
increase, but even that is h ig h ly m isleadi n g .  As the 
Member for Turtle Mountain should k now the real 
i ncrease is nowhere nea r that large; there only appears 
to be a major increase because of a change i n  
accounting .  

Formerly recoveries were shown agai nst expendi
tu res and only the net amount was voted. This year 
the net amount shows up on  the left hand side for 
1 981-82, but the amount  on  the right hand side is  not a 
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fu l ly  netted f igure s i nce Recoveries from Crown 
Agencies have n ot been dedu cted and, as a footnote 
on  the page ind icates, the amount i nvolved is  $924,600 
and forms part of the Consol idated Revenue of the 
Prov ince. 

Of cou rse, one of the d ifficu lties that the Member 
for Turt le Mountain has is  that maybe he wasn't i n  
Fi nance for long enoug h ,  b u t  he  also made the sug
gestions several days ago, Mr .  Speaker, that he 
could n 't u nderstan d  why we were out there borrow
i n g  money the other day. When he  left office we had 
more than $120 m i l l ion  i n  short loans, in overdrafts, 
promissory notes at h i g h  cu rrent i nterest rates, and 
he k new that by the t ime we got to the end of March of 
'82 we would be i n  the v ic i n ity of $200 m i l l i o n  i n  short 
money and that we needed money to cover the spend
i ng that that government had entered i nto. He sug
gested , at the same t ime,  that somehow the other 
borrowi ng  that had been done by this govern ment 
had someth ing  to do with those amou nts, when he 
k new ful l  wel l ,  or  ought to have k n own because i t  was 
made pub l ic  at the t ime of each borrowing ,  that those 
loans were not for the purpose of the government, but 
were for the purpose of the Crown Agencies - Mani
toba Hyd ro to be specif ic - and had noth ing  to do 
w i th  o u r  reven ues. -( I nterjection )- You could have 
asked. The man stands up after the statement was 
made; he's h ad four q u estion periods s ince then to 
ask a n d  he h as not stood up and asked the q uest ion ,  
"What is  it  for?" I f  he  d i d n't know what it  was for, 
k nowi ng what k i n d  of a c urrent debt situation we were 
i n ,  then I f ind that to be total ly  i ncredi ble. 

Back to the Advert is i ng .  In fact, the mem ber shou ld  
k now that the actual advert isi ng  expenditures by h i s  
a d m i n istration i n  1 98 1 -82 f a r  exceeded t h e  voted 
authority for that year. I n  fact, the 1 982-83 Esti m ates 
of Pub l ic  Sector Advert is ing costs exceed the 1 98 1 -82 
revised f igures by about 8.9 percent and that's less 
than i nflation so there w i l l  be less advert is ing .  

And if the Mem ber for Turt le M o u ntain i s  surprised 
by this then he was not do ing  his job as M i nister of 
F inance. And i f  he  isn 't s u rp rised, then I feel i t  is 
necessary to q uest ion whether or not he  m i slead the 
House when he  raised th is  matter. 

Besides bei ng  incorrect or s imply m isleadi n g  i n  a 
n u m ber of comments, the members opposite were 
also i n consistent. On the one hand ,  they argued that 
the Est imates were too large and woul d  mean severe 
budgetary problems; on the other hand ,  they argued 
for addit ional expenditures. Now, some of the expen
d i tures we heard about d u ri n g  the election campaig n ,  
some o f  t h e m  they're n o t  talk i n g  about now; where's 
the $200 m i l l i o n  for d ra i nage d i tches in western Mani
toba,  I h aven't heard them talk about that ;  that was an 
election promise m ade in  the dy ing days of thei r 
government - $200 m i l l ion .  What would that do to 
th is  def ic i t  that they are referrin g  to of last year or a 
poss ib le  deficit  for the next year, what would that do 
to i t ;  or  the $20 m i l l ion .  The Fi rst M i n ister was tal k i n g  
j ust a l ittle wh i le a g o  about $60 m i l l ion  is  what w e  need 
for a good program to protect smal l  business people, 
protect homeowners and farmers from the outrage
ous i nterest rates that a re in effect in this country and 
i n  the western world . He says that's not enough,  the 23 
m i l l ion  isn 't enough,  we need 60 m i l l ion .  But what was 
he say ing dur ing  the election campaign?  He was talk-
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i n g  in the area of $20 m i l l ion ;  $20 m i l l i o n  he was 
tal k i n g  about, now he's com i ng back ,  when he k new 
or he shou ld  have known,  he was in power, he had 
access to the f igures. I f  it  was $60 m i l l ion  that he 
wanted to spend why d i dn't he say so, or  i f  it  was 
necessary to spend 60. Now suddenly he comes here 
and says you h ave to spend 60, althou g h  they o n ly 
prom ised 20. So another $40 m i l l ion ,  what would that 
do to a deficit or  to the tax position of the provi nce. 

Now they've also referred to too l i tt le spend ing  i n  
the Department of Economic Development where 
there's 8 percent forcast. Well if we go back to 1 977-
78, j ust as an example, the spend ing  for the depart
ment at that t ime was 6.6 m i l l ion ;  1 978-79 they 
d ropped by $2 m i l l ion .  That was their  contr ibut ion to 
economic development in th is  provin ce. Of course, 
those cuts were across-the-board. 

Now the Member for Tu rtle Mountain always l i kes 
to preface h i s  arguments on the economy by say ing 
that we,  on  th is  s ide of  the House, never outl i n e  a l l  the 
facts, and  never provide a comp lete a nalysis of  the 
economic situat ion.  He argues that  if  a l l  the so-called 
facts are laid out then there is  only one self-·evident 
conclusion which ,  of course, i s  the one wh ich  he and 
h i s  col leg ues reach.  Unfortu nately, i t  seems to  me 
that the only conclusion his facts and h is analysis ever 
lead to is that noth i n g  can be done about anyth ing .  
That isn 't analysis,  it  is paralysis. I t  i s  precisely the 
k ind of m indset wh ich  mark the economic  pol ic ies of 
the members opposite when they were on  th is  side of 
the House.  I f  you start with the assumpt ion that th ings 
can't  be changed,  or  that they shouldn't change,  then 
you don 't try to change them . We don 't start with that 
ass u m pt ion ,  we don't claim the Prov inc ia l  G overn
ments on  their own can do much about major national 
economic problems, but we do bel ieve that we can act 
i n  a s ign if icant way to offset thei r worst effects here i n  
Manitoba; and w e  don't bel ieve governments shou ld  
always be req u i red to wai t  and react, after the fact, 
after the damage has been done.  And we aren't 
bou n d ,  in our economic pol icy-mak ing ,  by a dog
matic adherence to the k in ds of pr inc iples which the 
members opposite seem to feel had to be met regard
less of the cost. 

The F i rst M i n ister referred in h i s  speech to a state
ment by the F irst M i n isters back i n  1 978. I bel ieve one 
of the paragraphs in  that  statement was that i t  was the 
.private sector that was the eng ine that would d rive the 
economy. Wel l  i n  Manitoba, u nfortunately, that engine 
ran out of gas d ur ing  the regi me of that F irst M i n ister, 
and we h ave to l ook  at t h i ngs as they are, not as we 
wou l d  l i ke  to see them. A n d  that is a problem that he 
had then, and it appears that he sti l l  has now. 

One could continue, in fact, with a long l itany of 
economic statistics to describe the state of decl ine i n  
the Manitoba economy d u ri n g  the Conservative years. 
However, I w i l l  j ust set a few examples which my 
p redecessors a nalysis fa i l s  to  comprehend.  I n  1 980 -
I ' m  sorry, I u n derstand that you d on't l ike to hear 
people a nswer ing some of the redicu lous charges 
that you are mak ing ,  but they w i l l  be a nswered, they 
w i l l  be answered. ( I n terject ion) .  In 1 980 and 1 981 less 
than 3,000 housing starts per year were recorded i n  
Manitoba, less than one-th i rd o f  the average n u m ber  
d ur ing  the 1 970's. I n  1 981 , the year the members's 
opposite woul d  l ike to hold up  as a model of the 
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ach ievement of their  admin istration ,  there were 244 
bus inesses and farm bank ruptcies i n  Manitoba, an 
i ncrease of 300 percent over 1 977. We could talk 
about output in the goods-producing sector in Mani
toba which,  a lthough I ' m  sure the Leader of the 
Opposit ion doesn 't k now it ,  in the four years from 
1 977-81 vol ume of output in goods-prod uc ing sector 
decl i ned in Man i toba by 3 percent. I ' m  sure he d i d n't 
k now that. Th is  decl i ne occu rred despite the inc lu
s ion i n  the 1 981  f ig u res of record agr icultural produc
tion. And i f  we l ook  at non-agr icu l tural production ,  
that i s  production i n  the other pr imary i n dustries, i n  
manufactur ing ,  construction and i n  the ut i l ities com
ponents, we see a decl ine of 4.5 percent over the four 
years. And they were tal k i n g  about how great th ings 
were, b lue skies i n  Manitoba. We d i d n't say that ,  we 
said t i mes are tough and we're go ing  to have to have 
an activist government that d oesn't j ust turn its back 
on the problems of this provi nce. 

In the short time our government has been in office 
we have taken a firm stand agai nst i rrat ional i nterest 
rate pol ic ies wh ich  p lace u nfai r b u rdens on many of 
o u r  citizens, and have contri b uted to the col lapse of 
the housing i n dustry and to the rise in bankruptcies. 
Now, the Leader of the O pposit ion was mak ing a l l  
k i nds  of  statements wh i le I was referrin g  to bankrupt
cies and the fact that we're n ot having hous ing .  He 
would say it's because of the i nterest rates, of course, 
that i s  a very large component of the reason for the 
i ncreases in bankruptcies and cuts in housing con
struction .  But his govern ment supported the h i g h  
i nterest rate pol icy of t h e  Federal Govern ment; that 
was the problem, they were part of the problem rather 
than part of the solut ion.  

The Member for Turtle Mountain also spoke at 
length about federal-provinc ia l  f i nancial  relat ions 
and h is  personal d i ff icu lties in deal i n g  with a variety of 
Federal M i n isters. Now I can sympath ize with h i m  in a 
n u m ber  of ways and I can say that I ,  too, h ave been 
d isappointed on  a n u m ber of occasions in my l i m i ted 
contact with the Federal Govern ment. However, as 
the P remier h as poi nted out very ably, we bel ieve 
there is  no  choice but to attempt to co-operate with 
the G overnment of Canada and to show them, by 
example,  that far more can be accompl ished by work
ing together than by trying  to compete or even to 
u ndercut the other's posit ion .  

I was i nterested agai n to hearthe Member for Turt le 
Mountai n 's comments about the t ime the Clark 
Government was i n  office i n  Ottawa, those good old 
days. He made it sound as i f  that per iod was s ign if i
cantly d i fferent and that Manitoba was substantial ly 
better off as a result .  Wel l ,  Mr .  Speaker, I 'm  advised 
that there is very l i ttle evidence, if  any, and I 've asked 
to su pport that conclusion.  

In fact I 'm i nformed that the OREE M i n ister of the 
day,  the Honou rable Elmer MacKay, whom I ' m  sure 
you w i l l  remember, rewarded h i s  fr iends i n  the Mani
toba Government with an arbitrary cap.  You remember 
that? An arbitrary cap on  OREE payments for the 
1 980-81  f iscal year, and  that we were the o n ly prov
i nce in the enti re cou ntry to be rewarded with that 
type of a cap on  o u r  payments, and we never heard a 
word about i t .  And that man stands u p  i n  th is  Legisla
ture and talks about the good o ld  days and the C lark 
govern ment and he is  flai l i n g  the L iberals but not 
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attack i n g  his buddies in Ottawa who took us  to the 
cleaners i n  their  only year in office. 

That type of neglect of Manitoba, and s u rely we can 
say it's noth i n g  short of that, surely we should have 
been stand ing  up and f ight ing and we would h ave 
been with you if you would have told us about th is ,  we 
would certain ly  have supported you.  The people of 
this provi nce would have supported you in say ing that 
i t  i s  wrong to single out Man itoba for that type of an 
arbitrary cap, but not a word. They stand u p  and say, 
how terrible this other government is. They crit icize 
the L iberals i n  publ ic ,  and that's f ine.  You can go 
ahead and do that and you can barga in  hard but I 
question how hard you barga i ned on that one and we 
j ust heard the Leader of the O p posit ion talk about 
hard and fair  barga in ing .  I would l i ke to know what 
k i n d  of hard and fair  barga in ing  went on when we 
were the on ly province that had an arbitrary cap put 
on  o u r  payments. 

I nsofar as the cu rrent negotiations are concerned, 
there is no  doubt that Manitoba was part icu larly 
vu l nerable to cha nges in the equal izat ion formula .  
The members opposite recogn ized that and spoke of  
it  pu bl ic ly on  a n u m ber of occasions. I t  i s  a lso clear 
that in putt ing forward proposals for changes to the 
fiscal arrangements the Federal G overn ment cou l d  
have, i f  i t  had chosen to do s o ,  m a d e  special  provi
sions to cushi o n  the i m pact on our provi nce, but in it's 
Budget which appeared five days before our provin
cial  elect ion,  it  did not do so. I t  has only been s ince the 
elect ion that the Federal Government has been per
suaded to put forward some proposals for transit ional 
assistance. 

Now we do not say that we are satisfied with those 
proposals but at least there is someth ing .  Perhaps it 
m i g ht have done so regardless of the outcome of the 
November 17 election; that is someth ing that members 
opposite and we can t h i n k  about. My own op in ion  is 
that there would have been no attempt, no  attem pt at 
addit ional  assistance had those members been re
elected as the govern ment of th is  province; and I base 
that on  the state of federal-provinc ia l  relations in early 
November as the Member for Turtle Mou ntai n h imself 
described them. 

There is  no  doubt that the members opposite were 
not enti rely to blame, that i s  not the point.  The point is ,  
that they were prepared to engage i n  the same k i n d s  
o f  confrontation or combative federalism tactics which 
led to the very breakdown of com m u nications they 
faced. We are t ry ing to c hange that atmosphere and 
obviously i t  isn 't go ing to  be easy, particu larly i f  the 
Government of Canada fol lows through on  its cut
back plans and proceeds with f u rther c uts next year. 

On that area of fiscal relat ions we have been put i n  a 
posit ion  where the Federal Government has had its 
task made easier by the former govern ment of Mani
toba which incessantly cal led on  that government to 
cut back on  its spen d i ng .  In  fact, even the short- l ived 
C lark government, I recal l  the n i g ht Joe C lark brought  
h i s  Budget d own and the Premier  at the t ime was in  
Brandon,  the then  Premier, and he sa id  C lark  wasn't 
tough enough.  

Now we've got a Federal Government wh ich  is  
be ing  rather toug h  and they are  look ing  aro u n d  at  
saving  money. So how do they do it? The cut back  on  
payments to  the provi nces. At  the same t ime,  that 
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group i n  it's four years i n  office, kept i nsist ing  that 
those people, when they were in power, cont in uously 
argued that the reven ue g uarantee portion of our 
payments from Ottawa h ad nothing to do with estab
l ished prog ram f inanci ng ,  h ad noth ing  to do with u n i 
versit ies, health,  hospital izat ion ,  and that t h e  prov
i nce could  spend it in any way i t  c hose with n o  
relat ionshi p  back. Now t h e  Federal Govern ment i s  
coming along a n d  sayin g ,  well if  that's the case then i f  
we take i t  away then  of  course it has  not h i ng to  d o  with 
ed ucation ,  health or hospital and therefore you can't 
say that somehow it has an effect and I th ink  that's a 
s i l ly arg u ment the Federal Government is us ing on it. 
We've said so to them , but the fact of the matter is they 
were set up by the Provincia l  Governments who 
argued the other side of that coi n for so long. 

The Leader of the Opposition says I should talk to 
Mr .  Blakeney and f ind out what the facts are. In fact at 
the last Fi rst M i n isters' Conference we were d iscus
sing precisely that issue and Mr .  B lakeney very 
clearly, very very clearly emphasized that that was a 
part of the barga i n ,  it was a part of the money to be 
paid for establ ished program f inancing.  The checks, 
and the Member for Tu rtle Mounta i n  m i g ht k now th is ,  
the checks from the Federal G overnment came for 
that p urpose; there was no d ifferent iat ion,  is was that 
program .  There was no doubt that i t  was that pro
gram . 

So, M r. Speaker, aga i n  the area that the wizard of 
Turtle M o u ntain c hose to attack us on ,  the area of 
br ing ing i n  Esti mates that don't cover all of the year's 
spend ing ,  is one that I suggest does not wash ;  a n d  the 
other comments made by the Leader of the Opposi
t ion ,  the suggestion that we learn. I am q uite w i l l i ng  to 
learn; I do not pretend that I know everyt h i n g  about 
my department.  He suggests that I do  some read ing ;  I 
w i l l  do the readi n g .  I j ust hope that the next t ime we 
come to debate these Est imates, that we h ave some 
more i nformed opposit ion.  

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government H ouse 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the 
Honourable M i n ister of F i na nce that the Speaker do 
now leave the Chair  and the House resolve itself i nto a 
Comm ittee to consider of the S u pply to be g ranted to 
Her Majesty. 

I n  moving that I wou ld  advise the House, and have 
advised the Opposit ion House Leader, that it  i s  o u r  
i ntention to move I nter im S u p p l y  i n  t h e  House. 

MOTION presented and carried and the House 
resolved i tself i nto a Committee to consider of the 
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty with the Honour
able Member for F l in  Flon i n  the Chair .  

COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS 
INTERIM SUPPLY 

MR. CHAIRMAN, Jerry T. Storie (Flin Flon): The 
q uest ion before the com mittee is :  

B E  I T  R ESOLVED THAT a s u m  not exceedi n g  
$794,236,590, bei ng  3 0  percent o f  the a m o u n t  o f  the 
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several items to be voted for departments as set forth 
in the Main  Esti m ates for the fiscal year end ing  the 
3 1 st day of March, 1 983 la id  before the House at the 
present Sess ion of the Legislature be g ranted to Her 
Majesty for the f iscal year end ing  the 3 1 st day of 
March, 1 983. 

The Honourable Member  for Turtle Mou ntain .  

MR. RANSOM: I t  had been o u r  i ntention t o  pass 
these items through today, but u nfortunately, I bel ieve 
that we wi l l  have to enter i nto debate on some items 
that have been raised. I welcome the opport u n ity to 
do that ,  M r. Chairman.  

Some of the members opposite, some of the new 
mem bers, m i g ht be i n terested to k now, M r. Chairman,  
that th is  i s  an item that ord i nar i ly is passed rather  
qu ick ly  and usual ly passed without  debate. Last year, 
when the I nteri m  Supply was f i rst i n troduced as it is 
bei ng  today, I bel ieve the Oppositi o n  debated it o n  
some five or  s i x  occasions after that. 

I m i g ht point out to the House Leader in a fr iendly 
sort of fash ion ,  that it  m ight he lp to expedite the busi
ness of the House if the House Leader  would be k i n d  
e n o u g h  t o  speak t o  me i n  advance about t h e  bus iness 
wh ich  he  h opes to cond uct, and we m i g ht be able to 
work out m ore satisfactory arrangements as to the 
t iming of var ious items. 

Mr. Chairman,  the M i n i ster of F inance dwelt to a 
very g reat extent on the past d ur ing  h is speech o n  the 
Ways a n d  Means Motion,  and  I f ind that u n usual in  
that the member  opposite have, in  fact, been elected 
to g overn ment; they are government  n ow. They have 
respon s i b i l it ies and the facts that I la id  on  the table on 
the two prev ious occasions th is  week when I spoke, 
were not i ntended as a defense of the act ions of the 
previous g overnment, as a defense of any fai l u res or 
any shortcomi ngs of the previous  government, or 
i ntended to t rumpet any of the successes of the pre
vious government, but s i mp ly to p lace some facts on  
the record as to where th is  new govern ment starts 
from. 

Because those members opposite made promises 
to the people of th is  prov i nce for the past fou r  years, 
they stood up on  this side and they crit ic ized the 
g overnment for i nact ion in the area of employment 
creat ion and in d o i ng anyth ing  about i nterest rates for 
h omeowners, for farmers and for smal l  busi nessmen ;  
they crit icize us for bankruptcies; they crit icize us  for  
c losures of plants; they crit ic ize us  for spen d i n g  too 
l i tt le and they crit ic ize us  for spend ing  too much ,  but 
they went out and they made promises to the people 
of Manitoba d u ri n g  the elect ion .  

The Member  for E lmwood probably k nows of some 
of the promises, promises l ike assistance for people 
who have u rea formaldehyde i nsulation in their homes, 
another promise which they have reneged on to th is  
po int .  They made promises and the pub l ic  said ,  
"These people are offer ing u s  some k i n d  o f  h ope to 
deal with these seeming ly i nt ractable problems." So 
they elected them. Mr.  Chairman, I can congratulate 
you , of course as being  one of those that were elected 
and now serv ing  your constituents i n  th is  House a n d  
serv ing t h i s  Committee. B u t  there are respons ib i l it ies 
that fol low from that.  The government can't now turn 
and say, "Oh ,  but we fou n d  out after we got i nto 
government that the provi nce was in  such sad f inan-
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cial condit ion that we can't afford to keep these prom
ises a nymore." A l l  that i n ;ormation was known; it  was 
a l l  o pen.and I have simply poi nted to the members 
opposite that the f i nancial  condit ion of the provi nce is 
stronger today then it was four years ago. The condi
t ion of the economy is  stronger than it was four years 
ago. 

The M i n i ster of F i nance spoke of the pr ivate sector, 
made reference to the February 1 978 meet ing of the 
F i rst M i n isters i n  Ottawa, when they all agreed that 
after everyt h i n g  is  said and done, it's real ly the pr ivate 
sector that is go ing to fuel the engi nes of the economy 
in th is  cou ntry. The M in ister of F inance said,  "Wel l ,  
but the pr ivate sector rea l ly  fai led in  Manitoba." Yes, I 
t h i n k  he said that it ran out of gas. Wel l ,  let me rem i n d  
t h e  mem bers opposite o f  what happened i n  1 977, a n d  
I c a n  refer t h e m  t o  the recent pub l icat ion that Dr. 
Mason from the U niversity of Manitoba has p u b
l ished , which g ives an objective sort of s u mmation of 
what happened in th is  provi nce d u ri n g  the past few 
years. 

When the members were in govern ment previously,  
they sustai ned economic activity in th is  prov ince to a 
very g reat extent by i nvesti ng  i n  hydro construction 
which was not requ i red . The members need o n ly 
check the records for how much money was being  
spent. I bel ieve i n  dol lars d u ri n g  those years, that 
1 975-76 do l lar, they were spend ing  u p  to $350 m i l l i o n  
a year b e i n g  i njected i nto t h e  economy i n  hydro con
struction .  I n  1 977 that was stopped by the members 
o pposite a l i ttle wh i le prior to the electio n ,  althou g h  
you would n't have learned about it  d ur ing t h e  elec
t ion ,  because of course they d i dn't tell anybody d u r
i n g  the elect ion .  But, i n  fact they d i d .  

So that i n  October of 1 977, w h e n  w e  assumed 
responsib i l ity for g overnment, here is  th is  massive 
sum of money, $350 m i l l ion  a year, that had been 
going i nto the economy that suddenly was with
d rawn.  Now, Mr. Chairman,  what would one expect is 
going to h appen when you withd raw $350 m i l l i o n  
from the economy o f  Manitoba, from an economy that 
in 1 977 when that construct ion was sti l l  u nder way, 
from a n  economy that only g rew by 0.8 percent. Take 
another $350 m i l l ion  out from that and that means that 
there was a colossal problem fac i ng the province j ust 
in order to mainta i n  the status quo and ,  of course, for 
at least one year d u r ing that period of t i me the econ
omy d idn't  mainta in  the status quo, i t  in fact dec l i ned.  
But the pr ivate sector d id respond d u ri n g  that period 
of t ime and it took up a l ot of that slack but i t  cou l d n 't 
take it a l l  up .  

Let me te l l  you another fact which I ask you to check 
for yourselves, don't take my word for it .  Look at the 
n u m ber  of jobs in the manufactu r ing sector from 1 975 
to 1 977,  l ook  at the thousands of jobs that were l ost i n  
the manufactur ing  sector d ur ing that period o f  t ime.  
Look at what has happened si nce 1 977 and you' l l  see 
that there have been thousands of jobs created i n  the 
manufactur ing sector. There has been a real mean
i ngful  base of man ufactur ing re-estab l ished . The 
economy isn 't based now on Hydro construct ion 
which s imply was tak i ng do l lars out of people's 
pockets, r u n n i ng Hydro rates up by 1 56 percent i n  
three years, these are real manufactur ing  jobs that are 
there now, so there is  a base there. What a re the 
members opposite proposing to do now? They're say-
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i n g  wel l ,  we can't keep some of o u r  promises, but that 
isn't what they said d u ri n g  the elect ion.  

The F i rst M i n ister, the now F i rst M i n ister, went out 
i n  the election  and he  said ,  we may not have g reat 
fiscal capacity but we're go ing to do what we can.  
That's n o  excuse for i nact ion on  the part  of the 
government.  He said no  farmer is  going to lose the i r  
farm because of  h i g h  i nterest rates. He sa id  no  busi
nessman is going to lose h is business because of h i g h  
i nterest rates and he  said that no  h omeowner is  go ing 
to l ose the i r  home,  that  we're go ing to put u p  $23 
m i l l i on to do a l l  that. Wel l ,  some of us  said,  I don 't 
th ink  you can do it for $23 m i l l ion  but you've made the 
p ro mise and the pub l ic bel ieved you. The pub l ic  
bel ieved that story. 

Now we f ind  out and we were go ing to have a n  
i m m ed i ate emergency Session o f  t h e  Legislature t o  
deal w i t h  that too - n o w  that soun ded l i ke act ion ,  t o  
t h e  p u b l i c  that sounded l ike act ion .  Let's get that 
Leg islature together; let's get these programs i n  place 
and we'l l  have this i nterest rate monkey taken off o u r  
backs. I mmediately after t h e  election t h e  F irst M i n is
ter then began to th ink ,  well maybe we don't have to 
have an i m mediate emergency Session of the Legisla
ture and maybe i m mediate doesn't mean anymore 
what the people out there thought  i mmediate meant.  
That's beco m i n g  more and more evident now. I t  can 
be l ike i mmediate construction of Hydro, of L imestone. 

So then the $23 m i l l ion  suddenly became not $23 
m i l l ion  for homeowners; it  became evident then that 
actual ly i t  was $23 m i l l ion  for homeowners, for tamers 
and for smal l  bus iness. Then they said that $23 m i l l ion  
isn't for one year; we're go ing to  d i vide that  in  half and 
we're go ing  to make i t  go over two years and it real ly 
doesn't mean that no  farmer is going to l ose h i s  farm. 
I t  means that no  farmer who is  g ross ing under $70,000 
a year and has a n u m ber of other constraints appl ied 
u pon h i m  which means that the vast majority of 
farmers, the vast majority of farmers in Manitoba who 
have the i r  backs to the wal l  as a consequence of 
i n terest rates, w i l l  not be helped, they w i l l  n ot be 
helped. Busi nesses, any small bus iness that doesn't 
g ross more than $350,000 a year has very l i ttle pros
pect of ever having been a viable operation .  

What's that go ing to do,  M r. Chairman,  for  i mple
ment dealers and for automobi le dealers and those 
sorts of people, people that carry an i n ventory? I s  
anyone who carries a substant ial  i n ventory g o i n g  t o  
b e  gross ing less t h a n  $350,000 a year? No,  very few, 
very few. Mr. Chairman,  th is  g overn ment is go ing to 
get thousands of appl ications and you are go ing to 
have thousands of d isappoi n ted people because the 
promises are al ready being  broken. 

The M i n ister of F i nance tr ies to tel l  us now that it's 
because he  can't afford those sorts of th ings .  They 
k new that before the promises were made. They even 
contin ued to put th i ngs i nto the Throne Speech ,  Mr. 
Chairman,  sayin g  that they woul d  be done. There's no 
provision made for it .  They now find themselves i n  
that position  o f  having a l ready committed more money 
than they can afford but yet they're fal l i n g  short of 
their pro m ises. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Chairman,  I t h i n k  they've created a d iffi
cu lty for themselves and it's go ing  to be i nterest ing to 
see how they get out of it .  The M i n ister of Fi nance sti l l  
persists i n  say ing that h i s  method o f  present ing h is 



12 March, 1982 

expenditures to the Legis lature are accurate and are a 
proper portrayal of the actual spen d i ng that the 
govern ment is  going to do.  Mr .  Chairman, i t  s i m ply 
isn't so.  

We fou nd out last n i ght,  for i n stance, d ur ing the 
d iscussion of the Esti mates of the M i n i ster of Natural 
Resou rces that there's another promise for wh ich no 
prov is ion was made in the budget. How many more of 
those promises have been made and the money isn't 
there to carry them out? 

Now this looks very g ood in the f i rst year because 
that 1 4.4 percent spend ing  f ig u re real ly caught on. I 
mean, the government g ot a b ig head l i ne i n  one of the 
papers, 14 .4 percent; that was in the Sun, the Winni peg 
Free Press, the editorial writers even fel l  for it ,  14.4 
percent. But the trouble was, M r. Chairman,  the M i n is
ter should n't h ave cut those f igu res in this year; he 
should have waited unt i l  the fourth year and that's 
when he  c ut them . 

I hear from the Member  for Wolseley that we some
h ow m ade some change i n  the presentat ion of the 
f igures in our fourth  year. I t h i n k ,  M r. Chairman,  she 
shou ld  either substantiate that or  at the very least go 
and check the f i g u res and see that that's not the case. 
I'm s imply  tel l i n g  the M i n ister, Mr. Chairman,  that had 
he  saved th is  l ittle sleight  of hand for his fou rth  year, 
he could have shown a much smal ler level of spend
ing i f  that's what he wanted to do.  I 'm not s u re, M r. 
Chairman,  that they real ly even want to show that, but  
i n  th is  case they d i d  seem to want to, because what 
you're go ing  to f i nd ,  Mr .  Chairman,  what th is  govern
ment i s  go ing  to f ind ,  i s  that the statement that the 
M i n i ster has made over the past few days about the 
poor b ud geting of the prev ious g overn ment and the 
horrendous spend ing  i ncreases that took place d u r
i n g  Supplementary Supply, those comments are go ing 
to  com i n g  back to haunt  h im,  Mr.  Cha i rman ,  because 
he  is  go ing to encounter this very same th ing  except 
to a m uc h  g reater degree in h i s  own ad m i n istrat ion .  
So we' l l  come back to that  later, Mr .  Cha i rman ,  and 
dea l  w i th  that. But i t  w i l l  take a year or  two to  catch up .  

Mr .  Cha i rman ,  I had hoped agai n that when the  
M i n ister of F inance spoke that  he  m i g ht have g iven us 
some i n d i cation of the rat ionale and of the th ink ing  
behi n d  the government's ca l l  for  lower i nterest rates 
because we a l l  want to see l ower i nterest rates. We a l l  
agree o n  the serious i mpact that h i g h  i nterest rates 
are go ing to have on people in the province. We rec
ognize that you're fal l i n g  short on your promises to 
he lp people out,  but nevertheless, the government 
was cal l i n g  for l ower i nterest rates and I had raised the 
q uest ion with the M i n ister. What i nformation d id  he 
have as to the i m pact of the i m plementation of h is 
s imple cal l  for lower i n terest rates? If the govern ment 
simply lowered the interest rates, what would happen? 
I f  they stopped spend ing  thei r cu rrency reserves to 
support the dol lar ,  what would happen? Close to $800 
m i l l i o n  U.S .  spent in February alone to support the 
Canadian dol lar, what would h appen? We are told by 
some people that i nf lat ion woul d  rise to 20 percent if  
the Canadian dol lar drops to 75 cents. 

Now I don't k now, M r. Chairman,  whether that's 
true or  not but there h ave been k n owledgeable people 
say that. Mr. Chairman,  the Member for Spr ingfield 
says, they d on't k now. Wel l  perhaps he's r ight,  M r. 
Chairman,  perhaps they don't k now; but they're not 
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a nswerable to the people of Manitoba; they're not 
answerable with i n  this House. The M i n i ster of F inance 
is  and the govern ment is. They have m ade recom
mendations, they've cal led upon the Federal Govern
ment to lower i nterest rates. 

What I want to know, is that g overnment s imply 
postur ing or  do they k now what they're talk i n g  about? 
Do they real ly know what they're tal k i n g  about? Are 
they prepared to face 20 percent i nflat ion ,  or  not? 
Because all I see in the Throne Speech is  not that 
they're prepared - ( I nterject ion)- Wel l ,  the M i n ister 
of Fi nance says, why don't I ask B i l l  Davis? I f  B i l l  Davis 
was answerable in th is  House,  I would ask h i m  but 
he's not answerable here and he's not the g overn
ment. It's the N . D .  party that's the g overn ment in th is  
province and that's why we're ask i ng them.  What's 
going to happen if we run i nto 20 percent i nflatio n ?  
Because I see i n  the Th rone Speech ,  Mr.  Chairman,  
the on ly reference to i nflation is,  that  the government 
is going to attem pt to sh ie ld people from the worst 
effects of i nf lat ion and they are having l i m ited suc
cess, obviously; and secondly, they're going to cal l  for 
lower i nterest rates, that's a l l .  

I woul d  l i ke to k now from the M i n ister of  F i nance 
what he  real ly  th inks  govern ment spend ing does i n  
the area o f  i nflation.  Does the M i n i ster bel ieve that 
government spend ing  is one of the factors that con
tr ibutes to i nflat ion ,  or  does he not? Because certa i n ly 
it has been the, I would say, the conventional wisdom 
at least, that government spen d i ng contr ibutes to 
i nflation .  What does this government th ink  about 
government spend ing? Do they see any necessity to 
control  it  or not? 

I expect that before the year i s  out that their spend
ing is  l i kely to rise by, I would guess, 20 percent before 
the year is out.  I would predict that their  spend ing  
before the year i s  out w i l l  not  be a 1 4.4 percent 
i ncrease, but about a 20 percent i ncrease. 

Their  reven ues, Mr. Chairman,  I expect, without 
some considerable modification to the tax structure, 
w i l l  probably i ncrease by about 1 0  percent. Now with 
reven ues g rowi ng  at 10 percent and expendi tures 
g rowing at 20 percent, what does the M i n i ster of 
F inance t h i n k  that i s  go ing to d o  to i nf lat ion? I s  it 
go ing  to h ave a n  effect that w i l l  tend to lower i t ,  or  i s  it 
go ing to raise it? I f  it's go ing to raise it ,  is he  con
cerned about it? I s  he  go ing to play a part in th is  
country of o u rs i n  work i n g  with the other  Prov inc ia l  
G overnments to try and develop a strategy to deal 
with i t ,  or i s  he s i mply go ing  to ig n o re i t  and say that 
we' l l  try and shelter people from the worst effects of 
it? 

Mr .  Chairman,  I t h i n k  that this government i s  
begi n n i n g  t o  fai l t h e  people rather q u ickly i f  they're 
not able to tel l us what their  posit ions are. 

MR. SPEAKER: The hour  being  1 2:30 the Committee 
w i l l  rise. 

Cal l  in the Speaker. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for F l i n  
F lon.  

MR. STORIE: Mr.  Speaker, your Com mittee has 
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adopted certain resol ut ions and d i rects me to report 
progress and asks leave to sit again .  

I N  SESSION 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable member for F l i n  
F lon.  

MR. STORRIE: I move.  seconded by the Honourable 
Member for Wolseley that the report of the Comm ittee 
be received. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER: Mr. Speaker. I would l ike to move 
adjourn ment but j ust before I do  I 'd l i ke to make a 
br ief announcement on government business for next 
week .  In say ing so. I appreciate the comment of the 
Opposit ion House Leader and I assure h im that there 
w i l l  be regular  consultat ions on  the order of bus iness. 

But I would l i ke to say that i n  response to a point 
raised by the Honourable Member for St. Norbert, at  
least for next week in any event unt i l  we've had a 
chance to consider.  we wi l l  not be cal l i n g  Govern
ment B i l l s  u nt i l  Wednesday and Fr iday and therefore 
on Monday we wi l l  be proceedi n g  after the regular  
business to Committee and we'l l  go on  with the 
debate on  I nter im Supply .  So therefore I move, 
seconded by the Honourable Member for Fort Garry 
that we now adjourn.  

MOTION presented and carried and the House 
adjo u rned and stands adj o u rned u nt i l  2:00 p . m  . .  
Monday afternoon. 
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