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OPENING PRAVER by Mr. Speaker. 

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

PRESENTING REPORTS BY STANDING 
AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onou rable Member for F l in 
Flon. 

MR. JERRY T. STORIE {Flin Flon): Mr. Speaker, the 
Committee of S upply has adopted certain Resolu
tions. d irects m e  to report same and asks leave to sit 
again. 

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

MOTION presented and carried. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TABLING OF REPORTS 

M R .  S PE A KER: T h e  H o no u r a b l e  Minister o f  
Education. 

HON. MAUREEN HEMPHILL (Logan): Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for leave to table the Annual Report of the Pub l ic 
Schools' Finance Board Province of Manitoba for the 
year ending December 31 st. 1 98 1 .  

MR. SPEAKER: N otices o f  Motion 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. GARY FILMON {Tuxedo) introdu ced Bil l  No. 25, 
an Act to I ncorporate the Winnipeg H umane Society 
Foundation. 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR. SPEAKER: Before we reach O ral Questions, 
may I direct the attention of honourable m embers to 
the gal lery. where we have 52 students of G rade 5 
standing from the Maple  Leaf School .  These students 
are u nd er the d irection of Mr. Bourbonniere. This 
school is in the constituency of the Honourable 
Member for River East. 

We also have 60 students of G rade 6 standing from 
the West Park School under the d irection of Mr. Ken 
Doel l .  

There are 50 students o f  G rade 9 standing from the 
Laverene Ray School under the d irection of Mr. Wilk
berg. This school is in the constituency of the Hon
ourable Member for Portage la Prairie. 

There are 40 students of G rade 1 1  standing from the 
Lord Selk irk Regional Comprehensive School under 
the d irection of Mr. Wish nowski. This school is in the 

constituency of the Honourable First Minister. 
On behalf of a l l  the honourable members of the 

Legislature. I welcome you h ere this m orning. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Leader of the 
O pposition. 

HON. STERLING L VON {Charleswood): Mr. Speaker, 
I have a q u estion for the Attorney-General .  Yester
day's news reports carried a number of stories con
cerning the federal prosecution of carpet store opera
tors in about three provinces who were al legedly 
advertising floor covering, carpets, in imperial m ea
sure and in square yards as wel l as in metric. 

My q uestion to the Attorney-G eneral. Mr. Speaker, 
is this, wil l he make immediate contact with h is federal 
counterpart, the Minister of Justice, on behalf of 
Manitoba business people to ensure that no business 
people in Manitoba will be harassed or capriciously 
prosecuted for advertisements w h ich w h ile  possibly 
technical ly in breach of the m etric legislation, are 
otherwise q u ite harmless and are in furtherance of 
common sense m erchandising and represent the wil l 
of the majority of the people of this country? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  

HON. ROLAND PENNER {Fort Rouge): Mr. Speaker, 
I would have thought  that it would be my d u ty,  and I 
intend to make it my d u ty not to interfere with the d u e  
administration of j ustice. N ot s o  long ago in this 
House. I was asked by the former Attorney-General 
about  what I m ig h t  do in the event that anyone 
attempted to open up a freestanding abortion c linic in 
Manitoba. I said then and my answer now is analo
gous to that. I would not interfere with the d u e  admin
istration of j ustice. 

If rig htly or wrongly, Mr. Speaker, the federal 
authorities acting within their j urisdiction launched.a 
prosecution, that is for them. And for m e. even before 
that has happened, to get on the blower to the Federal 
Minister of Justice and say: "Hey. don't enforce your 
laws," woul d  not only be wrong, it would be impudent 
and I don't intend to that, nor should I be asked to. 
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MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker, the Attorney-General has 
had some experience in the administration of j ustice; 
I 've had some experience in it; the former Attorney
G eneral has; and I can tell him that it's not u nusual for 
Attorneys-General to make submissions to their fed
eral counterparts when they see something that is 
u tterly foolish going on. There is a section, Mr. 
Speaker, - and I frame my q u estion to the Attorney
G eneral in these terms - there is a section in the new 
Charter of Righ ts, a document that appears to be 
favoured by the current Attorney-G eneral whic h  while 
dealing with evidential matters uses the words of p u t
ting the administration of j ustice into disrepute. I sug
gest to him, Sir,  that the Minister of Justice. by permit
ting these nonsensical prosecutions to proceed. is 
putting the administration of j ustice in this country 
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into d isrepute. Will not that cause the Attorney
General of Manitoba to make representations on 
behalf of the business com m u nity and the people of  
th is province against this sil ly metric prosecution 
business. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Hono u rable Attorney-G eneral. 

MR. PENNER: Well .  Mr. Speaker, in the citation of 
ru les.  which I understand you distributed to the 
members - I have a copy of them - one of the things 
that is enjoined is the asking of hypothetical q u es
tions; that is, one would have to deal with a hypothesis 
and I don't intend to deal with a hypothesis. As of now. 
I ' m  not aware c� anyone in Manitoba being prose
cuted under that Act. Should that arise and should 
representations be made to m e. I wil l  d eal with it  then. 
but I have given to the Hono u rable the Leader of the 
O pposition a statement of general policy which I 
intend to fol low. Federal prosecutors may. as Crown 
prosecutors do h ere from time to time. stay charges 
where indeed, a situation arises where to p u rsue the 
matter m ig h t  indeed - and I think the p h rase is 
appropriate - bring the administration of j ustice into 
disrepute. 

One cannot. I think. hypothetically deal with whether 
or  not a given situation does or  does not do that. We 
leave a g reat d eal of discretion at the prosecutorial 
level relying on the com mon sense and we have rea
son to believe that works well of the Crown prosecu
tors or  the federal prosecutors acting within their 
j urisdiction. 

The section of the Charter. to w h ich my learned 
friend the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition 
refers. deals with evidentiary matters but  I 'm content 
to use the phrase in its broader application as he has. 
and h ope. indeed. that in any given situation, whether 
within our j urisdiction or  the federal j urisdiction. the 
law is not so enforced that it does bring the adminis
tration of j ustice into disrepute. There we have a 
common view. 

MR. LYON: A final supplem entary then. Mr. Speaker, 
working on the age-old axiomatic premise that a 
stitch in time saves nine, would the Attorney-General 
not agree that to make such representations before 
any sil ly  prosecutions begin in Manitoba would not be 
hel pful  to Manitoba business; in words that I don't 
mind if he appropriates, tell the Federal Government 
to keep their carpet snoopers and carpetbaggers out  
of  Manitoba on m etric prosecutions. 

MR. PENNER: No.  I certainly will not, either in the 
language used by the Hono u rable Leader of the 
O pposition or  even in pol iter language, which I would 
hope I wou l d  use. act in that way. I wi l l  act in the way 
I 've outlined in the answer to the two previous 
q u estions. 

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker. a q u estion to the Minister of 
Mines and Energy. Coul d  the Minister of Mines and 
Energy, in view of the lay-off announcements that we 
have been hearing recently from Man For - I think the 
most recent announcement was a week ago today -
cou l d  he bring us u p  to date on the current state of 
negotiations for a joint partnersh ip or joint venture on 

behalf of the Government of Manitoba, as  owner of  
Man For ,  and any other private sector company, cou l d  
h e  bring us  u p  to date as to the status o f  those negotia
tions at the present time? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Hono u rable Minister of Energy 
and Mines. 

HON. WILSON PARASIUK (Transcona): Yes, Mr. 
Speaker, we've had discussions with one com pany 
that the previous government had discussions with 
before. Those discussions are continuing. We are 
talking to a couple of other companies j ust to see what 
the options m ight  be. 

Mr. Speaker. what we've done, we've launched a 
joint set of engineering studies with the Federal Gov
ernment to ensure that we can get the maxim u m  
amount o f  federal contributions to any type of devel
opment in The Pas. I am sure the Leader of the O ppo
sition will remember the d ifficul ty that was expe
rienced in trying to get any type of firm com m itment 
of federal monies to any type of d evelopment at The 
Pas. There's a belief of th is government that type of 
contribution of federal money, which has been made 
to forestry improvements. pu lp  and paper improve
ments, sawmil l  improvements, in eastern Canada. 
should apply equal ly as well to Manitoba because we 
have a forestry resource h ere, Mr. Speaker, that con
tributes g reatly to Manitoba's gross domestic product 
and we feel strongly that the Federal Government 
shou ld  contribute. We've had m eetings at the m iniste
rial level with the Federal Government. The response 
was favourable in a general manner and now we want 
to firm it u p  through some very detailed stu d ies. 

We have informed the companies of what we are 
doing with the Federal Government and we are bring
ing them along as we proceed with the technical stu
d ies to ensu re that when those technical and engi
neering studies are completed we cou l d  make a 
d ecision. not only with respect to federal contribu
tions, but with respect to some possible joint venture 
with other parties. 

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker, I thank the Minister for his 
answer. To be somewhat more expl icit I wonder if h e  
cou l d  advise t h e  House, Sir, if one o f  the com panies. 
and the nam e  has been in the p u bl ic forum before, 
with whom he is maintaining an active stance of nego
tiation is the Repap Company, which was one com
pany that had moved along the furthest in negotia
tions with the previous government and in negotiations 
with the Federal Government. 

MR. PARASIUK: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker, a final supplem entary on 
that point, is the Minister satisfied that the study 
which he and h is federal counterpart have under way, 
is he satisfied that study wil l not prej u d ice the suc
cessful  cul m ination of negotiations either with Repap 
or with any other private sector com panies that are 
involved? 

2060 

MR. PARASI UK: Mr. Speaker. that woul d  in part be 
determined by the conclusions of the technical stu
dies, although I don't think that should impinge on the 



possibility of relating to Repap or to any other com
panies. Although I think the Leader of the Opposition 
can recall that there were some d ifficu lties with 
respect federal contributions in the past and I hope 
those diffic u l ties can, in fact, be removed, but  I can't 
be certain at this particular  stage, Mr. Speaker. I 'm 
s u re the Leader of the Opposition can recall some of 
the problems that, I think, his government encoun
tered in this particular  respect. 

MR. LYON: A final point, Mr. Speaker, could we have 
some indication from the Minister on the specific 
point as to the time that may be req u ired for the 
federal-provincial study? I s  he  satisfied or  can he 
ensure that the study, which may well be required, 
does not interfere with the successful conclusion of a 
joint venture agreement with one of the companies? 

MR. PARASIUK: Mr. Speaker, the joint venture d is
cussions carried out  by the previous government, 
from the docu mentation I have available to me, were 
dependent on federal contribution, whic h  at that time 
weren't forthcoming for particular  reasons that I think 
were kept private between both levels. We hope that 
the general commitment that we have received from 
the Federal Government was a sincere one. That's 
why we have proceeded with the technical engineer
ing stu d ies which focus first on the sawmill and it will 
require more time to look at the p u l p  and paper com
p lex. I woul d  hope that the sawmil l  study, the engi
neering study, woul d  be completed within two to 
three months. The p u l p  and paper complex study may 
take between six to eig h t  months. We're trying to 
move the process as q u ickly as possible, but in order 
to ensure the federal participation, we have to go 
through the particular  steps requ ired by their Treas
u ry Board process. But  we are, I think, moving very 
q u ickly in this respect, Mr. Speaker, and I can't see a 
reason why involvement with the Federal Govern
ment to ensure federal contribu tion shou ld  jeopard
ize any d iscussions that m ig h t  be held with any par
ties with respect to the way in w h ich other parties 
might relate to that development either in the way of 
marketing or in the way of technical skil ls that they 
might bring or management skil ls, Mr. Speaker. But  
again, I can't see any logical reason, but  who can tel l?  
We'll have to determine that in  the futu re. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onou rable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L.R. (Bud) SHERMAN (Fort Garry): Mr. Speaker, 
my question is to the H onou rable Minister of Com
m unity Services. 

I 'd like to ask him, Sir, whether he will consider 
expansion or broadening of the task force that he 
announced earlier this week, yesterday I believe, to 
examine Manitoba's provincial and m u nicipal social 
assistance programs? Will he consider an enric hment 
of that range of personnel examining that question? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Minister of Com
m unity Services. 

HON. LEONARD S.  EVANS (Brandon East): Wel l ,  
Mr. Speaker, we're always ready t o  listen and con-
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sider reasonable suggestions. 

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, without  in any way 
reflecting on the q ual ity of the personnel named to the 
com m ittee, all of whom I think are eminently suited to 
provide valuable input, I woul d  ask the Minister 
whether he would take under consideration the fact 
that the vast majority of the members of the com m it
tee whom he has appointed are associated with tax 
supported institutions, tax supported bodies in this 
province. In view of the fact that com mittee wil l be 
dealing with the whole income security area in Mani
toba, woul d  he consider expanding it throu g h  the 
addition of persons from the private sector and from 
other perspectives who can add additional ingre
d ients of thinking to the process that wil l be at hand? 

MR. EVANS: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I 'm p leased that the 
hono u rable member agrees with the people that we 
have put on. It was our objective to put a cross section 
of persons who were knowledgeable in the field not 
necessarily in del ivering it, but somehow or other had 
some knowledge of it  either thro u g h  Legal Aid Mani
toba or throug h  the Social Planning Council of Win
nipeg. The Social P lanning Council of Winnipeg is a 
body supported by variou s  g ro u ps and does various 
types of social research .  We simply asked that organi
zation if they would submit a nam e  to us,  someone 
who could help us in this very important task.  They 
did and we accepted their name. B u t  generally we've 
got a g roup of people who are very knowledgeable 
and I think wil l come up with a piece of research and a 
report that wil l  be of use to the government, to the 
Legislature in considering any c hanges that may be 
necessary and desirable in the futu re. 
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MR. SHERMAN: Wel l ,  I would simply ask the Minis
ter, Mr. Speaker, if he would consider the fact that 
from one perspective, the complement composition 
of the task force may be rather l imited in its orienta
tion and consider the fact that it could be used to go to 
the private sector for some additional input? 

Further to that, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
Minister whether there is any c hange in his position 
with respect to the establish ment of a review or the 
u ndertaking of a review of the C h il d  Welfare System 
which I concede is a d ifferent subject but  nonetheless 
is a matter that we discussed d uring h is Estimates? 
Where is the status of his thinking on that subject? 

MR. EVANS: Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, that's a very broad 
q uestion, the status of my thinking on a subject such 
as broad as the chil d  welfare legis lation. There's no 
q u estion in my mind that many of the programs and 
many of the policies that have been in place for some 
years shou ld  be reviewed .  Certainly, I think this is one 
area that deserves a lot of consideration and it cer
tainly will receive hopeful ly adequate consideration 
in the years ahead. One element of it, of cou rse, is 
being addressed in a sense by the Kimel man Commit
tee. That's only one smal l  element, I must agree, but  
o u r  intentions are the best as I 'm s u re the intentions 
were the best of my honourable friend when he was 
Minister responsible in this area as well as being 
responsible in Health, but  certainly it is u p permost in 
o u r  minds. I can't be any more specific than that at the 
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present time. 

MR. SHERMAN: A final supplementary, Mr. Speaker, 
d oes the Mi n ister mean that the ch i ld  welfare system 
is a very broad area or the status of h is  th ink ing  is  a 
very broad area? 

MR. EVANS: Both, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. S PEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  Mem ber  f o r  
Lakeside. 

MR. HARRY ENNS (Lakeside): Mr. Speaker, I d i rect a 
question to the Honourable F irst Mi n ister. The other 
eveni n g ,  Mr. Speaker, h is  Mi n ister of N orthern Affairs 
and Environment in my judgement correctly advised a 
g rou p of Manitoba residents about the responsibi l ity 
that the Federal Government had with respect to an 
environmental problem in their  homes arising out of a 
federal program i nvolving  insu lation. 

My question to the F i rst Mi n ister is why the i ncon
sistency in terms of that position as compared to the 
position that he  is  tak ing  with the Department of 
Water Resources in rushing in to commit the province 
to u pwards to 40 percent contribution i n  an area 
which heretofore has tradit ional ly and clearly consti
tut ional ly has been total ly a federal responsib i l ity. I 'm 
referring to the aid bei ng promised to the Pegu is  
I n d ian Reserve. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F irst Min ister. 

HON. HOWARD R. PAWLEY (Selkirk): Mr. Speaker, I 
believe that question has been very well answered by 
the Min isters previously. 

MR. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, I ask the F irst Min ister once 
more that q uest ion.  Is that a posit ion,  a com mitment 
that th is  government w i l l  accept on al l  I nd ian reserva
t ions regardless of what constituencies they are 
located? 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, I thought that the Minis
ter dealt with that question the other day that it w i l l  be 
dealt with i n  a program by program basis regardless 
of the constituency. The i mportant q uest ion wi l l  be 
the needs, the part icular circumstances i nvolving  the 
program by program analysis. 

MR. ENNS: A final supplementary question. I suspect 
that the needs and requ i rements of the some 400 to 
500 homeowners that met with the Minister of Envi
ron ment were equally g reat and needed. I suggest to 
the Honourable F i rst Min ister that h is  course of act ion 
and that of h is  Min ister was the correct one i n  recog
n izing the appropriate responsibi l ity, namely the 
Federal Government. This new pol icy that is  being 
enunciated by the F irst Minister through the Mi n ister 
of Natural Resources is  a very significant departure i n  
Manitoba. I s  that t h e  case? 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, I fail to u n derstand the 
analogy whatsoever between the two programs nor 
do I th ink  the honourable member u nderstands the 
analogy. In connection with the q uest ion of the foam, 
there is a legal obl igation on the part of the Federal 

Government ,  a legal obl igation on  their  part, to pro
vide compensation to the homeowners that have been 
predjudiced. In the other example that the honour
able member has provided,  I k now not of any legal 
ob l igat ion in respect to the matter pertain i ng to the 
water resources. 

MR. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, I ask perhaps the Attorney
General if  he cannot confirm that the Federal Gov
ernment has a legal obl i gation, a treaty obl igation and 
by tradit ion a h istorical pattern of accepting 1 00 per
cent the responsi b i l ity of a whole host of services that 
are req u i red from t ime to t ime on reservat ion lands 
that are admin istered and federally responsible to the 
Federal Government. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General. 

MR. PENNER: The d ifference is  this, and I woul d  l ike 
i t  to be wel l  u n derstood,  that there is a d ifference in  
the legal  ob l igation i n  terms of j u risd iction and 
between the legal  ob l igat ion in  terms of  a cause of  
action.  

What we are saying with respect to foam is that it 
appears clearer and clearer, day by day, that the Fed
eral Govern ment acted negl igently and that there is  a 
cause of action against the Federal Government for 
act ing negl igently just as there would be a cause of 
action agai nst a person for act ing  negl igently. We 
believe that cause which has been taken up and which 
we w i l l  support and assist w i l l  br ing the rel ief to those 
h o meowners which we acknowledge they deserve 
and we're encouragi n g  them i n  every way to fol low 
that cou rse of act ion  because it's from the feds where 
it m ust come, but the question of j urisdictional obl iga
t ion to the Native people is a much d ifferent q uest ion.  
I u nderstand that the Honourable Mem ber for Lake
side may not understand that d istinct ion.  I t's q u ite 
clear that the Honourable Member for Pembina doesn't 
want to u n derstand that d istinction but that's their  
problem. 
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MR. ENNS: Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I do now ask very sin
cerely. I t 's just a straightforward question .  Has it n ot 
been the Federal Government's responsibi l ity whether 
i t  is in the bu i ld ing  of roads, whether i t  is in the provi
sion of hous ing ,  which certa in ly  o u r  Native b rothers, 
our requ i rement is just as they are in other communi
ties, but housing programs that are carried on  our  
reservat ions have been carried on  u nder  the aegis of 
the Federal Government? Road bu i ld ing  has been 
done on  the same basis; train i ng programs, these are 
by Constitut ion,  by treaty, by arrangement. In fact, it 
is  a posit ion that the I nd ian Brotherhood maintains 
and want to maintain very strictly. They do not want to 
take the Federal Government off the hook, relieve 
them of that responsi b i l ity and I fin d  i t  very strange 
coming from th is  government and from the Attorney
General that seems to q uest ion  t h is long-he ld  
responsib i l ity of  the Federal Govern ment vis-a-vis our  
I n d ian Reserves. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  

MR. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, far from q uestion ing the 
federal obl igation with respect to aborig ina l  and 
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Treaty rights. it is the position of this government that 
we. in a different foru m .  are going to be doing every
thing  that we can leading up to the forthcoming Con
stitutional  Conference to strengthen the position of 
the Native people with respect to aboriginal and 
Treaty rights and with respect to federal obligations. 
everything that we possibly can we're working to sup
port these g roups in that way and in other ways. 

Here. as I indicated with respect to the UFFI prob
lem. the foam problem, we are su pporting the UFFI 
people in a particu lar way. There are different areas, 
different q uestions of legal obligations, different 
methods of support. that's all I'm saying, q u ite 
sincerely. 

MR. ENNS: M r. Speaker. to the First Minister. I ask 
the First M in ister then if, in fact. t h is is not a political 
payoff at the expense of the rest of Manitoba taxpay
ers as a result of the election on N ovember 1 7th .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister. 

MR.  PAWLEY: Mr.  Speaker. I can recall when indeed 
the previous government divided Manitobans into two 
sets of citizens. when they discontinued the payment 
of provincial employment program g rants insofar as 
the pensioners were concerned so that pensioners in 
other parts of the province continued to receive them 
but those on  Native Reserves did not receive g rants. 

I can recall indeed when bursary assistance was cut 
off insofar as students coming from the reserves in 
Manitoba to attend at u niversities. Mr. Speaker. I 
cou l d  recall many other instances, and I wish the 
H o n o u rable Member  for Ru pertsland  was here 
because he could l ist many many instances where 
Native people have been treated as second-class citi
zens in the Province of Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, there are federal obligations. there are 
provincial ob l igations. but when it comes to certain 
areas of programs such as those that I mentioned and 
others. we do not intend to treat the Native people in 
this province in an inferior basis. 

MR.  SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the 
O pposition.  

MR. L VON: M r. Speaker. fol lowing upon that rather 
remarkable statement of the First Min ister wherein he 
attempts to divide into some sort of mythical class 
system which perhaps suits h is ideological wel l sp
rings, but has no relationship to fact. the treatment 
that is accorded by any government to Native citizens 
in Manitoba. Is he  aware in the slightest. Sir. of the 
tripartite negotiations that were going on between the 
Federal Govern ment. the Indian  Bands and the Pro
vincial Government wherein this government. the 
ad m in istration of Manitoba, identified at  least $35 mil
l ion  of provincial taxpayers' money which was wrong
fu l ly being used with respect to services for Indian 
Bands in Manitoba which shou ld  be paid for by the 
Federal Government? Is he  aware of that. No. 1 .  and 
No.  2 .  if  he  is aware of it. how can he g o  ahead and 
casual ly and lackadaisically accept a responsibil ity to 
pay f lood damages which heretofore. to the best of  
our  k n owledge. have never been paid by the Provin
cial Govern ment but have always been paid by the 

Federal Government. with that kind of fact facing h im 
with respect to the $35 mil l ion  that the taxpayers of 
Manitoba are a l ready paying that they need not be 
paying? 

M R .  PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker. the tripartite negotia
tions that the Leader of the O pposition makes refer
ence to were proceeding q u ite well indeed in the 
period leading u p  to '77. It  is my u nderstanding they 
went nowhere in the past four years when indeed the 
previous administration had responsibility in the 
Province of Manitoba for those negotiations. 

Mr. Speaker, the Leader of the O pposition talks 
about referring to some sort of c lass situation .  The 
Leader of the O pposition knows ful l  well what he is 
talking about when he  refers to class situation because 
it was the policies initiated by the previous adminis
tration that were. indeed, structuring a class situation 
insofar as treatment of various peoples within the 
Province of Manitoba. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker. I wonder if the First 
Minister wou ld  consult with his col league. the M in is
ter of Com m un ity Services. with reference to h is 
statement of a few moments ago that from 1 977 and 
1 981 the tripartite negotiations went  nowhere. I 
wonder if he wou ld  check with the M in ister of Com
m u n ity Services with respect to the recent establish
ment of an Indian  child welfare system in Manitoba, in 
Southern Manitoba. which at the time of its announce
ment was acknowledged fairly and honestly by the 
Min ister of Com m u n ity Services as being the result of  
a considerable amount of work done between 1 977 
and 1 981 by the former govern ment. 

M R. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member  for St. 
Norbert. 

MR. G.W.J. (Gerry) MERCIER, (St. Norbert): Mr.  
S peaker, my q uestion is to the Acting M in ister of 
H ig hways or  the M in ister of U rban Affairs. The gov
ernment has failed to achieve co-operative federal
ism. M r. Speaker. but I wonder if they could  achieve a 
practical working relationship with the City of Win
nipeg. In view of the work being done by the City of 
Winnipeg on Route 90 and the St. James Bridge. Mr.  
Speaker. in view of their advice to motorist and truck 
d rivers to use alternative routes such as Maryland or 
the Perimeter Highway. could the Minister explain 
why the Department of  Hig hways is proceeding at t h is 
time with work on the median o n  the Perimeter H igh
way between Roblin Boulevard and Portage Avenue 
and reducing traffic to one lane in each d irection 
thereby causing. M r. Speaker. even more congestion 
than would ordinarily be there and would they con
sider deferring this work, as they have been requested 
to do by the City of Win n ipeg, u ntil the work on Route 
90 is completed? 
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MR.  SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Consu
mer and Corporate Affairs. 

HON. EUGENE KOSTVRA (Seven Oaks): Yes, M r. 
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Speaker, I' l l  take that q uestion as notice and report 
back to the House when I get the answer. 

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary ques
tion to the M in ister responsible for the Workplace 
Safety and Health.  It is reported that workers who 
work on the video display terminals in the government 
have received a suggestion ,  a cure for eye strain and 
tension headaches, the direction that they massage 
their scalps and squint and wishes those who try the 
therapy, "good l uck." Is that the new thrust, M r. 
Speaker, of the Min ister's policy on Workplace Safety 
and Health? 

MR. SPEAKER· The Honourable Minister of N orth
ern Affairs. 

HON. JAY COWAN (Churchill): M r. Speaker, I would 
on ly  hope that Member for St .  N orbert wou l d  read the 
entire article and then he  woul d  not abuse the time of 
this House in asking that particular  question ,  because 
the article did very clearly indicate that is an u n official 
directive and one of which we do not endorse. Now 
having had the opportunity to expand upon that a bit, I 
woul d  like to set the record very clear in stating that 
the Workplace Safety and Health D ivision does have 
some very serious concerns about the use of video 
display terminals and the proper use of video display 
terminals. I shou ld  clarify that ,  we are concerned 
about some of the hazards which may be associated 
with that u se and,  corresponding ly, we have issued 
directives to those ind ividua ls  who have come to us to 
ask for information on the u se of this new tec hnology. 
These are official directives as com pared to what was 
described accu rately so in the media as an u nofficial 
directive from an u n named source within the gov
ernment department. 

If I should happen to k now who that source was, 
and I am attem pting to find out, then I will try to 
provide that individual  with a more accurate descrip
tion of what the official policy and the official direc
tives of the department are. But for the benefit of the 
House, and for the benefit of those individuals who 
may be watching these proceedings or  l istening to 
these proceedings and who do have to u se video 
display terminals, and I direct my com ments in spe
cific to the Hansard operators, who have to use those 
terminals, there are some problems. Some of those 
problems are fairl y well d efined and documented. We 
are worried about the economics of the situation ;  we 
are worried about g lare from f luorescent l ig hts inter
fering with a person watching the machines. For that 
reason ,  we have asked, and this is government policy 
that when those machines are put in place that we 
consider the working environ ment so as to ensu re 
that the effect of those machines is minimal upon 
individuals 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
The Honourable Member for Virden on a point of 

order. 

MR. HARRY GRAHAM (Virden): A point of order, M r. 
Speaker. The Honourable Minister is referring to the 
Hansard operators and if his speeches were a little 
shorter, it wouldn't be so hard on the Hansard girls. 

MR. SPEAKER: I thank the Honourable Member for 
Virden. I'm not sure whether it was a point of order; 
however, it's m y  impression that the Minister is near
ing the end of his answer. 

MR. COWAN: Mr. Speaker, I've tried short answers, 
but I find that if I give short answers we go the fu l l  40 
minutes anyway, so I think it makes l ittle difference on 
the Hansard operators in respect to the Q uestion 
Period. I do wish to com mend them on their good job, 
but having said that, I do  wish to warn them about 
some of the hazards which may be associated with the 
u se of this ,1ew technology. 

We have directed departments to take a look at the 
working environment. We have also sug gested that 
workers who are going to be working on  video display 
terminals have eye examinations and have a surveil
lance program to ensu re that any difficulties, which 
may result  as a result  of their  working  with those 
machines, in respect to their vision can be clearly 
docu mented. 

Final ly, we are advising individuals who ask us that 
there is no  definitive action or  no definitive decision 
one way or the other in respect to the effect of VDTs 
on pregnant women, and therefore we are suggesting 
that if a pregnant woman req uests a transfer away 
from a video display terminal ,  when in fact she is 
operating one, that transfer be g ranted. 

MR. S PEAKER :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
Minnedosa. 

MR. DAVID R. (Dave) BLAKE (Minnedosa): Thank 
you ,  M r. Speaker. M y  question is to the Minister of  
Natural Resou rces. 

In view of the fact that there are obviously funds 
available, I wonder i f  he  could inform the House i f  the 
add itional funds requested have been provided to the 
Game B ranch Section in his  department in connec
tion with the extra staff requ ired to check on il legal 
sale of game in the province. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister of Natural 
Resou rces. 

HON. AL MACKLING (St. James): M r. Speaker, I 
have been assured by staff that more effective use is 
being made of services in that department. There 
were changes in personnel ,  conso l idations in respect 
to the department as a conseq uence of the merger of 
Parks and Natural Resou rces and I've reviewed the 
deployment of personnel  and I'm satisfied that, given 
the financial circumstances of this government, we 
are doing o u r  utmost with the personnel  to provide 
adequate supervision of this resou rce. 
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MR. BLAKE: M r. Speaker, there was a specific request 
for additional equipment and more sophisticated 
radio equipment and some extra vehicles. Is he saying 
now, that they are n ot being provided to the 
department? 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Speaker, there is nat u ral l y  an 
ongoing consideration of vehicles and equipment in 
the department. Equipment as it becomes obsolete or  
worn is  replaced. There has been no significant 
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change that I'm aware of in program ming for eq u ip
ment and vehicles and so on. There are improved 
techniques that have been put in p lace in respect to 
use of radio equipment and so on. So there is a con
stant u pgrading, but there has been no massive 
change in the fu nction of the department. There are 
concerns that we cou l d  do a g reat deal more but, M r. 
Speaker, it is virtual ly impossible to have sufficient 
conservation officers, sufficient staff, to detect every 
problem that arises. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onou rable Member for Arthur .  

MR. JAMES E. D OWNEY (Arthur): M r. Speaker, to 
the First Min ister. In view of the fact the First M in ister 
promised to the beef producers of the Province of 
Manitoba in the election campaig n,  and in view of the 
fact that we voted some $1 4.5 mil l ion  for the beef 
prod u cers of the province, and last n ight at a meeting 
in Brandon where there were in excess of 400 beef 
producers in Manitoba tota l ly  rejected the beef pro
d ucer program that his Minister of Agriculture has 
introdu ced, will he  instruct his Minister of Agricu lture 
to im mediately, with a no strings attached marketing 
scheme and all that other g lorious socialistic ideas he 
has with it, will he  instruct h is M in ister to immediately  
pay out the $50 per  cow to each beef producer in  the 
Province of  Manitoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister. 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr.  Speaker, if the Honourable Member 
for Art h u r  had indeed been fol lowing what has been 
taking place, and the format and the structure that the 
Minister of Agricu l ture has been putting in place, he'd 
be aware that meetings are taking place throughout 
the Province of Manitoba, meetings to deal  with the 
detail of the Beef Stabilization Program; that those 
details are being finalized through a process of con
sultation with the beef farmers of the Province of 
Manitoba. Indeed, Mr .  Speaker, in the implementation 
of those details, the program itself may u ndergo posi
tive change. 

Mr .  Speaker, u nfortunately insofar as the present 
Member for Art h u r  is concerned, that consultation did 
not take place, and the honourable member appar
ently does not understand the process of consultation 
when it takes place throughout the various parts of 
Manitoba involving beef producers, consu ltation 
encouraged by the Minister of Agricultu re. 

MR. D OWNEY: Mr. Speaker, it's a l l  very well for the 
First M in ister to go over h is g rand and g lorious 
comments. 

The question to h im was, will he  instruct his Min is
ter of Agriculture to pay out the $1 4.5 m il l ion  to the 
beef producer on  a $50 per head basis without any 
strings attached? 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr.  Speaker, the member ought to 
k now the meetings are taking place, that the M in ister 
of Agricu l ture is meeting with beef producers, and m y  
what a pleasant change it is after the previous four 
years when nothing was being done, meetings, dis
cussion ,  programs - nothing was done in the pre
vious fou r years - for the former Min ister of Agricul-

ture n ow to rise to his feet and piously attem pt to 
condemn the present Minister of Agriculture, who at 
least is attempting to evolve a program that is satisfac
tory to beef producers of Manitoba. 

MR. DOWNEY: One final supplementary, M r. Speaker. 
The First Min ister refers to meetings that have taken 
p lace throug hout the p rovince. My col league, the 
Member for Emerson ,  indicated to him what the 
results of the meeting at Vita were earlier this week 
where, from the f loor, the people were cal l in g  for the 
M in ister of Agriculture's resignation. T hose same 
kinds of comments are travel l in g  t h roughout all of 
Manitoba. Will he  live up to the req uests of the people 
of the agricultural com m unity and have his Minister of 
Agriculture resign ?  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. 
The Honourable First Minister. 

MR. PAWLEY: I don't d ou bt that there are some that 
would cal l  for the resignation of any particular Minis
ter but I do k now, Mr .  Speaker, that on November 1 7th  
the people of the Province of Manitoba cal led for  the  
retirement of the previous Minister of Agriculture in  
the Province of Manitoba, that I do  k now. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The time for Oral 
Q uestions has expired. 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS (Cont'd) 

MR. SPEAKER: Before we go to Orders of the Day 
-order please, order please. Order p lease. A little 
earlier this m orning  I was a l ittle premat u re in 
announcing the presence of a g roup of students who 
had not yet entered the gal lery. 

Since that time there are 52 stu dents of G rade 5 
standin g  of the Maple Leaf School in the gal lery under 
the d irection of M r. Bourbonn iere. This school is  in 
the constituency of the Honourable Member for River 
East. 
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On behalf of a l l  of the honou rable mem bers, I wel
come you here today. 

COMMITTEE CHANGES 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, j ust an announcement 
with respect to committee changes. Law Amend
ments whic h  is meeting on  T uesday, May 4, at 1 0  
o'clock, the Honourable Minister o f  Consumer and 
Corporate Affairs wil l be replaced by the Honourable 
Member for The Pas. The Honourable Minister of 
Energy and M ines will be replaced by the Honourable 
Member for Gimli. 

M r. Speaker, I move, seconded by the Minister of 
E nergy and M ines, that M r. Speaker do now leave the 
C hair and the House resolve itself into a Committee to 
consider of the Supply to be g ranted to Her Majesty. 

M OTION presented. 

MATTER OF GRIEVANCE 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Member for Arthur .  
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MR. DOWNEY: M r. Speaker, I feel com pelled to rise 
on  a point of gr ievance, a Matter of Gr ievance, partic
ularly in light of the fact that No. 1 ,  it is  very d ifficult to 
fi n d  the M i n ister of Agricult u re in this House. H e  is  
e ither t ry ing to recover from an illness that he has 
prior to becoming  M i n ister or  with the ill-conceived 
programs that he's t ry ing to force down the throats of 
the people of Manitoba that the reaction that he  is  
gett ing from them is somewhat poisonous to h im and 
he is u nable to face the Opposition i n  th is Chamber. 
We are u nable to q uestion the Min ister of Agriculture 
on  the policies and programs that he's i ntrod u ced and 
I k n ow it's u nparliamentary to refer to the attendance 
of a member in this H ouse, I will withdraw that particu
lar com ment, l:»1t it's certainly a point that I thought 
that should be made. 

Mr .  Speaker, the whole question of the agricultural 
com m u n ity today is one that has to be addressed, not 
j ust the beef i n dustry but particularly the whole of the 
agricultural com m u nity, and I will try to keep my 
remarks specif ically to  the beef industry but I may 
somewhat wander because I have two or  three other 
major items of concern to me at this particular ti me. 
M r. Speaker, i n  reference to a particular busi ness that 
I am familiar with there has been some research work 
done and I t h i n k  we can all accept the fact that the 
Man itoba Co-Operator pretty much represents the 
major advertis ing paper or  the com m u n ication l ink for 
the farm com m u n ity with in the media of Manitoba. 
Some research poi nts out that we have seen in the 
m onth of April, taken for the last three years, an aver
age of probably 1 70 farm auction sales in the Province 
of Manitoba. Without havin g  the last edit ion of th is 
week's Co-Operator calculated in these f igures, we 
are n ow seei ng  well in excess of 200 farm sales, Mr .  
Speaker, somethi n g  that I th ink  is  a f igure that the 
M in ister of Agricult u re should be prepared to look at 
and review. 

I would estimate, Mr. Speaker, of those addit ional 
i ncreases that there are a lot of those people who are, 
in fact, being  forced out of busi ness, somethi n g  that 
the F irst M i n ister of this prov ince promised the people 
of Manitoba would n 't happen. Where is he going,  M r. 
Speaker? He stands i n  th is H ouse, he says we're con
sult ing with the beef producers. What are the beef 
producers telli ng  h i m ?  They're saying that the pro
gram that h is  M i n ister of Agriculture is  a d isaster, M r. 
Speaker. What he wants to do is change the whole 
market ing  system. What he wants to d o  is control 
whether the cow-calf people feed their cattle to 
slaughter weight; and a further d iscredit to h is  
government, the M in ister of Economic Development 
says that its the beef program that's going to en hance 
the marketi ng  or  the slaughterhouse industry in the 
prov ince and make i t  a g reat, g rand and glorious bus
i ness, M r. Speaker. What an ill-conceived g roup of 
people have we got runn ing  the Prov ince of Manit
oba? Where is  the leadersh ip ,  M r. Speaker? I, for the 
l ife of me,  can n ot sit i n  here as a member of O pposi
tion and take i t  m uch lon ger, that's. why I am com 
pelled to stand and speak.  

Yes, M r. Speaker, a lot of the one-termers on  the 
other side, and I refer to them as one-termers because 
the Member for Flin Flon yesterday truly i nd icated the 
length of t ime that he'll be i n  th is House. I 'm pleased 
the Dean of th is H ouse and a longstand i ng member i n  

good order, Wally McKenzie for Roblin-Russell, stood 
in his place and gave that member what I would call a 
good blister ing that he deserved for the com ments he  
made. 

Referring to my colleagu e  for Turtle Mountain of 
m isleadi n g  the people of Manitoba when the M i nister 
of Agriculture in this H ouse, Mr .  Speaker, said what 
does private ownershi p  have to do with food produ c
t ion? -· and we're moving to a Soviet system of food 
production or of land ownership .  M r. Speaker, that's 
Communism,  that's Commu nism in Russia, Poland.  
The people are starv ing  and that's what he says is 
going to happen in Manitoba. Why doesn't the M i n is
ter of Agriculture stand in h is  place and defend h i m 
self, Mr .  Speaker. H e  can't even attend question 
period to face these people who want to ask h i m  
questions on  what he's do ing i n  t h e  prov ince; he's 
ru in ing  agricu lt u re. M r. Speaker, he's ru in ing  the 
agricult u ral i n dustry and I think he  should l isten to 
what the meetings are tellin g  h im .  

The F i rst M i n ister says were consult ing with the 
farm com m u nity. What is the farm com m u n ity tell ing 
him? They're telling  him to stick their  programs where 
"Paddy put his six pence," Mr. Speaker, that's what 
they're telling  h im .  It happened r ight i n  Vita; it hap
pened in Brandon .  They don't want the ill-conceived 
programs and let's go a little further. 

We have a sister provi nce to the west of us ,  Mr .  
Speaker, that have a strong rural base. Who d i d  they 
elect as their Prem ier, M r. Speaker, in Saskatchewan? 
A farmer, M r. Speaker, a farmer to replace the social
istic m isgu ided policies of Allen Blakeney, Gordon 
MacM u rchy and all those people who want to do 
what? They want to put the farm comm u n ity back i n  
t h e  horse a n d  buggy days a n d  they've proven i t  here 
by i ntrodu cing  a resolut ion on the Crow rate, Mr .  
Speaker. 
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I will get up and speak on the Crow rate and I 'll lay a 
few current h istory facts on the record. I 'll get u p  and 
speak on  it because u nder the leadersh ip of Sterling 
Lyon ,  M r. Speaker, in his four years of office we saw 
more aggressive, positive moves taken t h roughout 
the nat ion i n  the movement of g rain and g ra in  trans
portation in this country. More positive moves, and we 
d i dn't stand up with a rhetoric of "save the Crow; b u ry 
your head i n  the sand, ostrich. "  No,  M r. Speaker, we 
go down to the p roblem at hand a n d  dealt with it. As a 
result of that, Mr .  Speaker, we saw record n u m bers of 
bushels and tonnes of g ra in ,  if you want to go metric 
as your Attorney-General does and the Member for 
G i mli ,  we saw record bushels of g rain move n ot only 
t h rough the western and eastern ports, but the north
ern ports of Churchill as well. 

What happened last fall when the labour movement 
in T h u n der Bay, M r. Speaker, cut off the life-blood of 
the farm com muni ty? The Premier of the prov ince 
stood u p  and said by telex to the Pr ime M i n ister, it 
can not be tolerated, management and labour have to 
sit down and get back to work. 

I spoke at a meet ing ,  Mr .  Speaker, in Miami  where 
there were thousands of farmers gathered on  a busy 
harvest day. To do what? To protest what was hap
peni n g  in the labou r  movement in this cou ntry. T hat, 
M r. Speaker, is  what th is govern ment should be deal
i n g  with.  What about the Manco plants that have been 
closed and the dairy farmers that can go plu m b  to 
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Hades? That's what they're tel l i ng  our dairy farmers. 
That's what they're tel l i ng them. What has the M i n ister 
of Agriculture done when it comes to the overall pol i
cies of the g ra in  i n dustry in th is  prov ince. You haven't 
heard from h im ,  you haven't heard from h i m, M r. 
Speaker. What d i d  he do,  M r. Speaker, he h i red a 
couple of i l l -conceived social ists around h i m  to try 
and red i rect the people of the Prov ince of Man itoba 
and the farm com m u nity .  His executive assistant, M r. 
Speaker - why d oesn't he tel l  the farm people what 
he has for an executive assistant? A f ine gentleman of 
the cloth, a f ine man of the cloth;  he used to be the 
M in ister i n  my own local church ,  but he  doesn't k now 
Hades, Mr .  Speaker, about agr iculture and cannot 
relate to the farm com m un ity. He's a social ist hack 
that he broug h t  back from Saskatchewan when he felt 
the sh ip s ink ing out in that country. 

Let us,  Mr.  Speaker, go back to the Saskatchewan 
elect ion.  Every pol icy that this government have 
i ntrodu ced and stood for, M r. Speaker, every pol icy 
they've in troduced and stand for, were wiped clean i n  
the agricultural-based Prov ince of Saskatchewan; 
wiped clean, demolished. N ow, they're trying  to shove 
i t  down our  throats. Why don't they pay attention, M r. 
Speaker, or else cal l  and elect ion? They've proven 
that they don't bel ieve farmers should own their  lands; 
they've cance l led the Crown lands sales; they've 
taken away the best MACC Farm Credit  Program; 
farm sales are at record h ig hs, Mr.  Speaker, and peo
ple are going out of business every day and they are 
do ing darn l ittle to he lp them other than to speed i t  u p  
with their  i l l-conceived programs. Not o n e  n ickel ,  M r. 
Speaker, has flown from his elect ion promises. 

The First M i n i ster of this prov ince, I would hope 
would go throu g h  the Prov ince of Manitoba and close 
those b u i ld i ngs that he's not support ing .  He should be 
cutti ng  the r ibbon on bu i ld ing  closures. That's what 
he shou ld  be doing because that's all he's any good 
for, M r. Speaker. 

I ,  Mr. Speaker, am total ly u pset about the way i n  
which t h is government i s  hand l i ng the affairs o f  the 
Province of Manitoba. I bel ieve, agai n ,  that it 's been 
demonstrated t ime and t ime again with what we've 
seen in Saskatchewan that there is in fact some 
com m on-sense approaches to what is happeni n g  in 
th is cou ntry. 

What are the issues that are facing  people? The 
energy costs certainly and the mount ing of energy 
taxation on the backs of people. Trudeau's doing 
enoug h  of that without the provinces having to do it .  
Petrocan, who wants to buy Petrocan? Who needs it? 
- ( I nterject ion)- T he Mem ber for River East needs 
Petrocan and "Landsl ide" from Thompson would love 
to have a share of Petrocan .  What he's g ot is  a domi
neering ,  state-owned controlled business that when 
they don 't want to pou r him a gal lon of gasol ine after 
five i n  the afternoon, he' l l  blasted well walk to where 
he wants to go. That's the k i n d  of a country we're 
going i nto, Mr. Speaker. We're maybe doing it at a 
national level and they maybe thought that they were 
making g reat strides i n  Manitoba, but in Saskatche
wan on Monday they h it a k n ot in the rope that I ' l l  tel l  
you they' l l  have a long time d igesti ng,  M r. Speaker. 
The members opposite had better smarten up pretty 
q u ick, particu larly the M i n ister of Agr iculture, who I 
am sure is very u pset, and he well should be, about the 

reaction of the farm com m u n ity when he  says what 
has private ownershi p  to do with the production of 
food. We know, Mr.  Speaker, that when we had a 
drought i n  the P rovince of Manitoba, we had a farm 
com m u n ity that were terribly u pset because they 
d idn't bel ieve the environment was going to support 
them. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Our ru les call for only 
one debate at a t ime.  I f  there are other members who 
wish to debate between themselves, perhaps they 
could do so somewhere else. 

The Honourable Member  for Art h u r. 

MR. DOWNEY: M r. Speaker, I appreciate your cour
teous efforts to al low me to cont inue on my com
ments, which I do  feel very strongly and deeply about, 
because it is  a d isastrous day in Manitoba when we 
see this k i n d  of govern i n g  taki ng p lace. The i rrespon
s ib i l ity that we are see ing  when the F i rst M i n ister of  
the  province stands u p  and trys to cover u p  w i th  a 
smokescreen the damage and the destruction of not 
only his M i n ister of Agriculture, but  I can go aro u n d  
every one of t h e m  - t h e  i ncreased school taxes -
and h i m  to stand u p  and say we had a bandaid 
approach to the education taxation system i n  the 
prov ince when the n u m bers of percentage increase, 
Mr. Speaker, have been increased at a fantastic rate 
when part icu larly landowners and businesses are 
having extreme d i fficu lty. The p rovince last year put 
in  $70 m i l l io n  a n d  a restructur ing of the whole f inan
cia l  system. 

We've had the Walter Weir Commission do a total 
review of the whole bus iness of assessment and the 
M i nister - and this is  really very in terest ing,  because 
as I said last n i g ht in committee, the on ly election 
promise that the F i rst M i n ister has l ived up  to is  that 
he's promised to g ive the Member for Neepawa a 
Cabi net post. Wel l ,  he gave h i m  a Cabinet post and I ' m  
g lad he gave h i m  t h e  o n e  that he  d i d  because he' l l  be 
able to demonstrate the k i n d  of capabi l it ies throug h 
o u t  a l l  o f  the m u n icipal people i n  Manitoba o f  that 
k i n d  of government. I t h i n k  that the M i n ister of M u nic
i pal  Affairs is  a good reflection of the k i n d  of govern
ment that the F i rst M i n ister has and that's the k i n d  of 
th ing I t h i n k  he should demonstrate throughout Mani
toba. I 'm pleased that he gave h im that portfol io .  

But, what is  h is  majo r t hrust? We're deal i n g  with the 
whole area of assessment which generates the revenue 
for al l  the com m u n ity services that are best looked 
after by local government.  What is he  do ing with that 
com m ittee? Wel l ,  he wants more consultat ion with 
the rural m u n ic ipalit ies. Wel l ,  that's good, but his 
major thrust is a $ 1 . 5  mi l l ion  Main Street Manitoba 
Program.  Wel l ,  u nder his pol ic ies, M r. Speaker, under  
the present F i rst M i n ister's pol icies there won't be any 
Mai n Streets left i n  the Provin ce of Man itoba, there 
won't be any Main Streets left because they're a l l  
closing  up,  M r. Speaker. I t 's  a d isaster! He, on 
N ovember 1 7th  came to power; certain ly ,  he  came to 
power with  the n u m ber of  seats to adm i n ister and 
govern this province u nder the democratic system ,  
b u t  I 'm tel l i n g  y o u ,  M r .  Speaker, they aren't b y  any 
means the wishes of the majority of the people of 
Manitoba, as is  being  demonstrated by the way i n  
which my col leagues on  t h i s  side o f  t h e  H ouse are 
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poi nti ng  every day in q uest ion period ,  every speech 
that is heard, Mr .  Speaker. 

I have to g ive credit to the M in ister of Health. He is 
not coming under a lot of attack, because he's i ntro
duc ing a good health program that was put in place by 
o u r  M i n ister of Health under our  term of office. I have 
to say, Mr. Speaker, it's a com mon-sense approach 
and it was i n herent. 

The M i n ister of Labour, Mr. Speaker, I never for the 
l i fe of me sat in on  Estimates anyth ing  l ike i t  in my l ife 
last n ight. I cou l d n't believe it. He hasn't got a pol icy or  
a program and can't stand u p  on  h is own two feet. I 
don't believe, M r. Speaker, that it's i n  the best in ter
ests of the provi nce to have M i n isters of the Crown 
who can't corn<> out with a specific pol icy without 
wavering and waff l ing the way they do; either they're 
afraid to enunciate them to the people of Manitoba or 
they don't have any. I would think the latter part is that 
they don't have any and in  f ive months of office are 
already bankrupt, bankrupt of ideas. 

What are they going to do, Mr. Speaker? They're 
going to rol l in h undreds of social ist hacks from Sas
katchewan now to further he lp them in their  m is
g ui ded way. Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, welcome to them 
because I think it ' l l  j ust further help the demise of the 
Howard Pawley Government. He ta lks about the fact 
that he's not going to be a one-term office. I would 
speculate that he won't  even make the fu l l  term, 
because i f  any of those people are br ing ing forward 
the com ments and the i deas from their constituencies 
l ike a few mem bers that I woul d  hope would be talk ing  
to their  constituencies, then  they' l l  te l l  h im where he  
stands and they' l l  leave h i m ;  stand as  naked as  the  o ld  
crow is  dead that he's try ing  to  debate i n  th is  House. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the record is  pretty well clear, 
I bel ieve, Mr. Speaker, the whole process of govern
ment in the last four years u nder  Ster l ing Lyon's Gov
ernment and u n der the members - and I certain ly  
don ' t  want to take any credit for  i t ,  Mr .  Speaker, but,  
I ' l l  tel l  you we had some d ifficult  t i mes and we dealt 
with them responsi bly. We can talk about d rought ,  
f lood,  forest f i res, M r. Speaker. - ( I nterject ion)- You 
k now this is  in terest ing;  the M i n ister of Nat u ral  
Resou rces from h is  chair, as he usual ly speaks - it's 
hard to tell whether he's on his feet or his chair any
way but anyway when he  speaks he says what d i d  I 
do without about beef? Wel l ,  Mr .  Speaker, if he k new 
anyth ing about the beef industry at a l l ,  he would k now 
that when we took office the beef i n dustry was start
ing  to im prove and we in our  first term under their 
i l l-conceived program paid out $6 m i l l ion ;  yes, we 
paid out $6 m i l l ion.  They can't say that they paid out 
al l  that $40 m i l l i o n  because that program was sti l l  in 
place and we paid out some $6 m i l l ion u n der  that old 
i l l-conceived beef program and then u n der o u r  
ad m i n istrat ion,  M r. Speaker, a n d  t h e  M i n ister o f  Natu
ral Resources should k now this, the market went up .  
We d id n 't get i n  there wi th  the hammer and sickle, try 
and straig hten it around and cut it up and i m plement 
programs and marketi ng  systems that were not in 
support of the beef i n dustry. We let the thing go and 
tr ied to i m plement pol icies that would support the 
people. 

Wel l ,  let's talk about the $40 m i l l ion d rought pro
gram without any strings attached. The Premier and I 
and some of my col leagues, the M i n ister of Natural 

Resou rces, the Member for T u rt le M o u nta in ,  f lew to 
Brandon or  d rove to Brandon. H owever we got there, 
we were in a h urry to get there because the people 
needed some assistance. Yes, we were, and we met 
with every m u nicipal counci l lor. We had that ha l l  f i l led 
with people and they were d istressed and they were in 
a th ink ing  of d rought and depression m i n d  and they 
weren't very happy, M r. Speaker, but when they left 
that meet ing they d i d n't have to worry about going 
t h rough a bureaucratic entanglement to get  the cash 
money they needed. They had to go to their  m u n icipal 
counci l lor and get h i m  to approve payment of the 
funds and the funds were paid. $40 m i l l i o n  was 
approved and they' l l  say wel l ,  su re, that $40 mi l l ion  
wasn't al l  used, but  as  much of  i t  was used as  was 
needed by the farm com m u n ity. 

We d i d n't try and force feed it l ike they're tryi ng  to 
force feed that program now and I sti l l  maintain ,  M r. 
Speaker, if they'd g ive the freedom to the farmers and 
let  them go ahead and g ive them assistance, they 
wouldn't need all the money that they're try ing to say 
is avai lable. I t's proven t ime and agai n ,  that g ive the 
farmer a bit of support when he  needs it,  let him go 
when he doesn't need i t  and he' l l  produce the food for 
th is nat ion that you've never seen .  But no,  that doesn't 
wash with a social ist govern ment.  They bel ieve f i rmly 
that to g ive a dol lar  you've got to take a l ifet ime of 
freedom for a dol lar's support; that's what a social ist 
bel ieves i n .  If I g ive them a do l lar's worth of freedom, 
then I take their  l i fetime of freedom away from them. 

Yesterday we heard the debate on the Peace Garden. 
What does the Peace Garden real ly mean to those 
people on the other side of the H ouse? The Peace 
Garden to me, Mr. Speaker, means that we as a nation,  
we as a province, we as rural  and city people in  the 
Provi nce of Manitoba have an establ ishment there, 
have a real symbol, a symbol about what it's al l  about. 
That's what it's all about, the freedom to do those 
th i ngs that we've had in th is country for 1 1 4  years and 
now we've got  Pierre El l iott Trudeau with  a new Con
stitution that nobody knows what we have for freedom. 

We have a socialist government that does not 
believe that the farmers should own their land,  M r. 
Speaker, that the state should not al low the farmers to 
buy Crown land. I ' m  not taking  those words out of 
context for the Mem ber for F l in  F lon.  If that is the 
case, why doesn't he al low the farmers to buy the 
Crown land? I c hal lenge the Member for Fl in Flon 
because he  was pretty u pset yesterday that we're tak
ing  h is  M i n ister's words out of context. I chal lenge 
h i m  to write a letter, to phone h i m ,  to get a ho ld  of h i m  
i n  h i s  hospital bed o r  t o  d rag h i m  out from u nder  a 
cattle producer someplace out on the prairie. I chal
lenge him to do that and tel l  h i m ,  reintroduce the 
sel l i n g  of Crown land;  that's the proof we need, rein
troduce the lend i ng programs that were put in place 
by a Conservative government. That, Mr .  Speaker, is  
al l  I 'm  ask i n g  for. 
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M r. Speaker, how much t ime do I have left because I 
have one other area that I want to cover that I feel is  
very i m portant? 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member  has 22 
m i nutes remain ing .  

MR. DOWNEY: Mr.  Speaker, the Member for  F l in  
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Flon, I t h i n k  would be well advised to do a l ittle further 
review of what happens in the House before he stands 
up  on  a g rievance and I would say he  felt strongly 
about it. I k now he did.  I k now he felt  very strongly 
about i t  but  he  is i n  a pol it ical arena and is he wants to 
judge the past actions of the people on  this side of the 
House in the last four years, read al l  the Hansards. I 
would l i ke h i m  to read what was said by h is mem bers 
on this s ide of the H ouse and when we were on that 
side of the H ouse. M r. Speaker, it's u nfortunate that 
he wasn't here. Wel l ,  I 'm  k i n d  of g lad he wasn't, but it's 
u nfortunate that he wasn't here to see how a govern
ment operates u nder leadersh ip ,  to see how the Prov
ince of Man itoba was movi ng  ahead in a major way to 
i n c rease the taxat i o n  base t h r o u g h  o u r  H y d ro 
resource. 

Our taxation base, M r. Speaker, was being bui l t  and 
developed so that we cou l d  have the same k inds of 
funds bu i ld ing  as the Provinces of Saskatchewan and 
Al berta. The o i l  i n dustry, M r. Speaker, we weren't 
go ing ahead and spend ing  $20 m i l l ion  of your and my 
money as taxpayers to get i nto the gambl ing business 
of dr i l l i ng  o i l .  My God, we can take all the money we 
need from them through the taxation pol icies that 
governments have the power to i ntrodu ce without 
invest ing money that my constituents, M r. Speaker, 
have to earn and pay in taxes for them to go out and 
gamble on dr i l l i ng  a well whether it's got oil in it or not. 
That is big m oney, that is  big business. They've done 
it and they've been taxed and they've paid their royal
ties, but we've got one layer at PetroCan in the Federal 
Govern ment. N ow we are going to have another one 
within the provi ncial j u risdiction. Does he  want the 
m u n i ci pal ities to get i nto i t  as wel l? I s  that how he's 
now su ggest ing  because there i s  a cap on  the  m unici
pal  abi l ity to go i nto debt i n  fact, they can't  - does 
he expect now that they should get i nto the oil busi
n ess and g e nerate rev e n u es in the same way? 
Revenues by the way that I would challenge them to 
show us  that they're going to make in the next 1 0  
years because with the world o i l  p rices go ing  the way 
they are, by the t ime they get establ ished, we' l l  proba
bly have the cheapest priced oil in the world i f  the act 
gets put together at the national level .  

Wel l ,  i t  won't because we've st i l l  got Pierre E l l iott 
Trudeau and we're sti l l  go ing down the wrong road, 
Mr .  Speaker, su pported by the way by the mem bers 
opposite who put h i m  back in office through a motion 
of nonco nfidence to u pset the J oe Clark Govern ment 
that was comi ng out with a mortgage rate in terest 
relief program for people who owned houses, for cap
ital gain relief for people that wanted to sell their  farms 
to thei r fam i l ies, j ust a good common sense approach 
of removi ng  the taxations off the people of the coun
try.  But n o, we now have Pierre E l l iott Trudeau, we 
have gasol ine that was supposed to go up  . 1 8  on  a tax. 
I t  probably has g one up $1 . 1 8  and nobody even 
k nows because he changed the cou ntry to metric so 
nobody u n derstands what the heck we're measur ing 
i n .  You see, it's al l  a g rand plot to change Canada i nto 
a Soviet system of government wh ich the M in ister of 
Agricu l ture says f i rst of all , he  doesn't u n derstand 
what pr ivate owners h i p  has to do with food produc
t ion a n d  then he says we're moving to the Soviet 
system.  Wel l ,  you k now, it al l  ties together. 

Ed Broadbent, the leader of the New Democratic 

Party, put Pierre E l l iott Trudeau back in  office and 
then they would n't g ive the people of Canada the r ight 
to own property. I t's there; the p ict u re is  there. It 's a 
g rand design by Pierre E l l iott Trudeau and the New 
Democrats of Canada, and there are q uite a few less 
r ight today after you look at what happened on Mon
day. You see, the people of the country won't stand for 
it. They won't stand for it ,  Mr .  Speaker. 

T here's one other area that I am terribly u pset about 
and i t  d i rectly affects me and my constituency and I 
have to say that I ' m  g lad the M i n ister of N at u ral 
Resources is here because I w i l l  d i rect my comments 
pretty much to that department. I 'm not attacking h i m .  
I 'm n o t  attack ing  the previous M i n isters o f  Natu ral 
Resources who were my colleagues - ( l nterjection) 
That's r ight,  because t h e  M in ister o f  Natu ral Resou r
ces, if you ask h i m ,  sued my constituent. Yes, they 
sued my constituent because my constituent what he 
did was he or  they - I say more than he - they cut a 
channel  arou n d  the Hartney Dam. N ow why d i d  they 
cut a channel? Because they felt when it came about, 
the f lood p la in ,  there was a g reat m o u n d  of d i rt and 
concrete restrict ing some of the f low of  water, to a lay 
person l i ke me or to my constituents, M r. Speaker, 
they believe 
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MR.  SPEAKER: O rder please. Does the Honourable 
M i n ister of Natural Resources have a point of order? 

MR. MACKLING: No, Mr. Speaker. I wondered i f  the 
honourable mem ber would permit  a question on  that 
subject. 

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, fol lowing my comments, 
I will permit a question because I would l ike to talk to 
h i m  at some length and i f  I don't  have t ime i n  my 
speech,  I ' l l  t ry  and corner h i m  before he  leaves the  
round room here. 

Mr. Speaker, I ' m  referring to the issue of the Souris 
River and the Hartney Dam and let's j ust q u ick ly look 
at the h istory of some of the developments that have 
taken place with water and water resources in the 
Province of Manitoba. 

The Red River, of cou rse, we know d ra ins the larg
est portion of water out of the H udson's Bay D rainage 
base and yes, Mr. Speaker, we saw the Red River 
F loodway bui l t  by, I say, a tremendous Premier and 
supported by the Conservative Government and that 
was the th ing that had to be Look at the results 
and the benefits that were proven in 1 979 with the 
b u i l d i n g  of the Red River Floodway and then,  of 
course, we saw all the farmland in the southern part of 
the province that was flooded. Now we went i nto a 
major  r ing  d ik ing  and protective mechanism paid for 
by the province and the Federal Government and that, 
I believe, M r. Speaker, was the right th ing to do.  

Then,  M r. Speaker, as a part of the g rand d rainage 
bas in  on that whole system ,  we saw the developments 
on the Assin i boine River take place: the Shel lmouth 
Dam i n  my col league's constituency, Robl in-Russel l ,  
the dam that would hold water back and feed it 
t h roug h  the Ass i n i boine system ;  the d iversion made 
from the Ass i n i boine i nto lake Manitoba to take off 
the h ig h  water i n  that t ime of the year. T here's been 
problems created up at Fairford because of it. 

The other part of that, M r. Speaker, that I th ink  
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should have been plan ned and carried on with a n d  I 
would have hoped woul d  have been done - I know 
some of my col leagues were certa in ly  enterta in ing  
and look ing at  the idea - and that was the whole 
process of doing the th ird part of the whole d rainage 
basin that comes i nto Manitoba and that's the souris 
River that flows i nto the Ass in iboine at Treesbank or 
near Wawanesa. That, M r. Speaker, is another tr ibu
tary and it's a fairly major one to that whole system .  I t  
is  u nfortunate that we have seen,  and I ' m  not going 
after the M i nister, I ' m  not going after the previous 
M in isters, but what I am saying it 's u n fortunate that 
the bureaucrats, the engineers who work for the 
Department of Water Resources, can't seem to be 
able to work their way t h rough what could be done to 
that part icu lar area to assist in removal of the water a 
l ittle faster from the Souris River without affecti n g  the 
downstream towns. 

POINT OF ORDER 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Natural 
Resources on  a point of order. 

MR. MACKLING: Yes, I am, M r. Speaker. The hon
o u rable member now i n  h is  remarks is question ing 
the qual if icat ions and the in tegrity of c iv i l  servants in  
th is  province and it is  tradit ion in  th is House that k ind  
of remark does not  g o  u nchal lenged.  I am address ing 
the po int of  order and I submit to you,  M r. Speaker, 
that those remarks shou ld  be withdrawn by the 
member who has j ust uttered them. 

MR. DOWNEY: Mr.  Speaker, I am not tru ly makin g  
any personal I t h i n k  it's t h e  whole core o f  engineer 
and I don't t h i n k  that the member had a point of order. 
I h ope that that is  not deducted from my t ime because 
I ' m  trying to lay out the feel ing  that I have for the 
whole d rai nage basin system com i ng through Mani
toba.  So M r. Speaker, I don't believe the member had 
a point of order. 

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, I have i n d i cated that 
to my k nowledge, it is the ru le of th is  H ouse that 
members do n ot put i nto q u estion the in tegrity of civ i l  
servants i n  th is  p rovince and the honourable member 
is  question ing the i ntegrity, the capacity and the abil
ity of civi l servants in my department. I ask that he 
reconsider his remarks. 

MR. DOWNEY: Mr.  Speaker, I 'm not taking a per
sonal attack on anyone at all and is  he tel l i n g  me that 
h is  people who work for h i m ,  who worked for us, are 
beyond q uest ion,  beyond reproach. Are they on some 
pedestal that nobody can q uestion my goodness. 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Speaker, I call u pon you to 
make a ru l ing  in respect to my concern. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. I wil l  take the matter 
u nder advisement so that I can c heck the actual words 
used in Hansard and make the matter k nown in future. 
The point is a good one. The Honourable Member for 
Art h u r  shou ld  bear that in m i n d  that crit icism or per
sonal crit icism of members who are not here is  proba
bly not appropriate for debate. 

MR. DOWNEY: M r. Speaker, it's a sad day for demo
cracy i f  we cannot ask q uestions of the people who 
work for the Province of Manitoba. Mr. Speaker, I w i l l  
ask  questions and I ' l l  chal lenge the M i n i ster of Natu
ral Resources to meet with my constituents. I am not 
s lamming them.  I would n ot slam them because I 
k now them personally and if I 've s lammed them , I ' l l  
withdraw a n y  remarks, Mr .  Speaker. T h e n  I w i l l  carry 
on  and suggest that i f  that is  the case, I w i l l  chal lenge 
the M i n ister with  a l l  the records that have been 
requested by my constituents and me to sit  down with 
h is  c iv i l  servants; a l l  that i nformation that has been 
previously requested, and the M i n ister, w ith  my con
stituents to meet and d iscuss and let us  question 
them, let us  go over them detai l  by detail and question 
them on the water levels. 

Wel l ,  he  refers to a letter, but what I ' m  say ing ,  Mr .  
Speaker, I bel ieve that the corps of engineers have not 
taken i nto their whole account what has been said 
locally by the farmers, who have l ived there for 1 00 
years and seen what the river does, and sat down, 
tal ked to them and had their  thoughts and i nput put in 
a meaningfu l  way that they have felt  the Red River has 
been fixed. That's i mportant to everybody, we're 
spend ing h u ndreds of m i l l i ons of dol lars to ring d i ke 
the towns and v i l lages on the Red River and I was part 
of supporting all that, M r. Speaker. I bel ieve it has to 
be done; the same on the Ass in iboine River. 

But I believe, M r. Speaker, that the people in the 
Souris River Val ley deserve equal treatment when it 
comes to the Water Resource Department of the Prov
i nce of Manitoba. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I 'm not going to 
let u p  on th is  one and I d o n't care what the M i n ister 
t h i n ks how I'm attacking h is  department. I 'm not 
attacking them personally but what I am u pset about, 
and I can tel l  you that on S u nday n i g ht of last week,  I 
d rove on to a farmers f ield where he had just seeded 
1 ,  1 00 acres of flat land and what was happeni n g  - the 
river was pouring out a l l  over top of th is  land, Mr. 
Speaker. Then I d rove further d own the riverbed to 
south of Mel ita where the river normal ly flows north  
but because corrections haven't been made, it was 
coming  back south again towards the border. Wel l ,  
w e  know there's a level problem and t h e  d rop between 
the U nited States boundary and Hartney is  somewhat 
less than it could be desired, but there are smal l  th ings 
that cou l d  be done that woul d  make the people at 
least feel as if there was some caring in government .  
And one of those th ings - ( I nterject ion)- no, M r. 
Speaker, I am not suggec,ting  revers ing natu re. 
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What I am suggest ing that shou ld  be done, if the 
M in ister would take it i nto account  and not l isten to 
his engi neers for o nce, and that is  to remove the 
Hartney Dam and restructure it ,  take al l  that top -
because what they're try ing to do is put water through 
a 600-foot outlet when every bridge on  the Souris 
River is  900 plus ,  so there is no  q uest ion that there is a 
restriction there. There is 300 foot less of area that i t  
has to go through.  I t's not go ing  to answer the total 
problems but what i t  w i l l  do, Mr. Speaker, is  what that 
farmer who took the cut aro u n d  the Hartney Dam 
thought it would do was help .  That's what h is  depart
ment could do r ight now, is order a d ragl ine  in and 
recut that channel ,  M r. Speaker. I ' d  ask him to do it,  
because that wou ld  g ive h i m  a l ot of marks and it 
would at least let the people in that area feel 



( I nterjection)- M r. Speaker, the first reason that the 
engineers come out and say why it can't be done is 
because i t  would weaken the structu re of the Hartney 
Dam. M r. Speaker, weaken the structure of the Hart
ney Dam - I would hope that it woul d  wash it away so 
they cou l d  rebu i ld  a dam l i ke is at Souris, where it 
doesn't affect the flood ing ;  there's a lower part of the 
dam that holds the water for short periods of ti me, but 
when floods come it completely goes. Mr.  Speaker, 
that's what I ' m  asking  the M i n ister to do, is to cut a 
channel  and remodel that Hartney Dam; do some 
d redg i n g  i mmediately west of the No. 21  H ighway at 
the Hartney Dam; put a cut straight there. I t  can't be 
done now but, let's g ive because it's su pported by 
every m u n ic ipal ity, Mr.  Speaker, between Hartney 
and the boundary; it isn't as i f  it's j ust one farmer. 
Every m u n i ci pal ity have a resol ution on  the books 
from Hartney south to remove that or to do somethi n g  
about it. The Town of Hartney have a resolution, M r. 
Speaker, to do that. It 's not j ust as if one person was 
affected .  I bel ieve what I heard today there are 40 
some farmers affected by what's happen ing on the 
Souris River today and it 's not a big costly thing. I n  
fact, M r. Speaker, probably $100 worth of dynam ite 
would pretty well solve the problem. That would 
remove the Hartney Dam. But, Mr .  Speaker, I 'm  not 
say ing  that should be d o ne. I t h i n k  that a d rag l i n e  
cou l d  remove part of the d i rt and g ive t h e  people t h e  
feel ing  that somebody was i nterested. 

M r. Speaker, it's not the M in isters. I t's the b u reau
crats. I t's the department who do not bel ieve that it 
would help. - ( I nterject ion)- Wel l ,  that's on  paper, 
M r. Speaker, that's on  paper. I know he's sen d i ng a 
member out of h is  department to look at it .  M r. 
Speaker, I 've pretty well put  on the record my feel ings 
about  that cu rrent issue but, I th ink it has to be dem
onstrated to the people of Manitoba that  there is need 
to develop the water systems that are affecting  the 
whole water system that have been already corrected. 
That's the point I'm trying to make that the Red has 
been corrected and people have had govern ment 
funds to r ing d i ke them. Carman have had promises; 
Ste. Rose have had promises and ,  Mr. Speaker, I d on't 
t h i n k - he's ask ing  me; you k now, he  th inks  I ' m  mak
i n g  some accusations against h is  department. I ' l l  
back it u p  a l ittle further, Mr .  Speaker. I f  the  M i n ister 
would l i ke to do a survey of al l  the m u nici pal people i n  
t h e  Province o f  Man itoba, - a l l  the  M LAs I ' d  l i ke 
h i m  to tel l  me how many of them real ly support a l ot of 
the work that has been done by the department and 
what k ind  of a working  relat ionshi p  has gone on  i n  the 
last many years between the Department of Water 
Resou rces and the m u n i ci pal ities? I agree that they 
aren't going to agree i n  a l l  cases. B ut, let's j ust take a 
general survey of the m u n ic ipal ities and f ind out how 
many of them real ly feel strongly that the Department 
of Water Reso u rces have been rea l ly sensitive to the 
wishes and the demands of a l l  the m u nicipal ities. I 
h ope that I ' m  wrong. I hope that they would come out 
and say we support everyth ing  that has been done, 
but,  M r. Speaker, it's time to deal with that issue. I 
don't care what pol itical stripe you are; it's t ime to deal 
with it. -( I nterject ion)- Mr.  Speaker, he says I ' m  
i n  trou ble. T h e  o n l y  trou ble I m ight b e  i n  is  that 
he won't d o  anyth ing  and ho ld  me at ransom over th is  
whole t h i n g .  - ( I nterject i o n ) - I 'm not i n c i t i n g  
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p u bl ic m ischief. 
M r. Speaker, I 've put that on  the record and I 'm 

pleased that I have. I 'm  pleased that I have put it on  the  
record, because I ,  Mr .  Speaker, feel that I represent a 
constituency and a com mu n ity that have someti mes 
misunderstood what other people are tryi ng  to do 
when it comes to the overa l l  operations of the grander 
scale. 

Let me conclude, M r. Speaker, my g rievance by 
going back over it again .  We have the M i n ister of 
Agriculture in  the Province of Manitoba who is  totally 
opposed to anyth ing  that the farm com m u n ity want. 
The feed lot industry, M r. Speaker, need an assistance 
program l i ke we've seen in Al berta; l i ke we've seen i n  
O ntario. 
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M r. Speaker, the F i rst M i n ister stands and crit icizes 
me and says what d i d  I d o? I had a comm ittee estab
l ished, M r. Speaker, with the beef producers of the 
Provi nce of Manitoba to recommend what woul d  be in 
their  best i nterests. What they recommended, Mr.  
Speaker,  was a o ne-t ime payment and that is  sti l l  
bei n g  req u ested; n o  str ings attached.  T h e n ,  M r. 
Speaker, work out a national stabi l izat ion program, 
because that's what the answer is  eventual ly is  a 
national stabilization program for nationally produced 
commodities. I t  j ust makes good com mon sense, M r. 
S peaker, that when the cou ntry of Canada has a sup
port program for anyth ing ,  it shou ld  be on nat ional ly
produced com modities. The Crop I nsurance Pro
g ra m  is a g o o d  ex a m p l e .  T h e  Western  G ra i n  
Stabi l ization Program i s  a good exam ple. That's 
based on a national pict u re. That's what we need for 
the beef i n dustry in this country. M r. Speaker, what 
we need for the Province of Manitoba is  a one-ti me 
payment to the feedlot producers and a one-time 
payment to the cow-calf producers and then work out 
a national program. That's what should be done. I 
hope the M i n ister is work ing  with the Federal M i n ister 
at th is  part icu lar t ime, but apparently he isn't because 
he's i ntroducing a six-year program and he's never 
hop ing to get the Federal Government to take on  their  
responsibi l ity when it comes to national stabi l izat ion.  

The I nterest Rate Relief Program, Mr .  Speaker, I 've 
laid i t  on  the record; there's an increased n u m ber.of 
farm sales probably by 25 percent at least th is  year. 
I ' m  bei n g  very conservative but, I'm sure there's 25 to 
50 percent i ncrease in farm sales. The M in ister of 
Agr iculture and the Prem ier of the p rovince promised 
that no  one would lose their  sales because of h igh  
i nterest rates. The M i n ister of  Agriculture again yes
terday confirmed that there wasn't n ickel flowed to 
the farm com m u n ity or to any of the other a id pro
g rams because remember he  was the lead M in ister on 
in terest rate rel ief, he was the lead M i n ister. He was 
the Committee Chairman;  he got his p icture on the 
front page of the Free Press. I t  said B i l l ie  U ruski  with a 
n ice smi le, the corners of h is  mouth were tu rned u p  to 
th is  way, you k now. N ow I t h i n k  if you l ook  at h i m  and 
got  a picture there'd be somewhat l i ke the moon that's 
u pside down, Mr. Speaker, because the M i n ister of 
Agricu lture is not work ing  in the best interests of that 
constituency wh ich is his responsib i l ity. So, there 
h a s n 't been any emergency i n te rest rate re l ief  
program. 

Mr .  Speaker, we've seen the govern ment say that 
the best k i n d  of food produ ct ion is not of private 
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ownership .  I m ixed that up. H e  said that what does 
private ownersh ip  have to do with food production? 
Wel l ,  any M i n ister of Agricultu re i n  any prov ince in 
Canada who doesn't u n derstand that isn't worthy of 
the posit ion of M i n ister of Agricu l ture, M r. Speaker, 
because that's a general u nderstand ing  of any farm 
person .  We're moving to the Soviet system of land 
ownersh ip ,  and what bothers me, Mr .  Speaker, is he 
did not stand u p  and say, "I 'm going to try and stop it ." 
H e  d i d n't stand up and say, "I don't bel ieve in i t ,  I ' m  
goi n g  to try and stop i t . "  He cou l d  clean t h e  record off 
i f  he would do that, but he won't do it. 

M r. Speaker, the F irst M i n ister says we're consult
ing  with the beef producers. Wel l ,  i f  he l istened to 
what the beef producers are tel l i n g  h i m ,  then he'd ask 
for h is  M i n ister's resignat ion because he  doesn't wash 
with the farm commun ity. 

M r. Speaker, we've seen the Crow rate resolut ion.  
We've lost  the leadersh ip i n  Manitoba of positive 
moves made by the hopper car i nterjections because 
with all the movement of g ra in  increases the grain 
transportation  co-ordinator al l  that thrust has been 
l ost, M r. Speaker, because the M i n ister of H ighways 
and Transportat ion wants to take us back i nto the 
dark ages of horse and buggy days and talk about 
old-time pol itics. H ow many people is  he gett ing at his 
meeting ,  M r. Speaker? He's had five at Portage, M r. 
Speaker. H ow many d i d  he have i n  Brandon? I ' l l  tel l  
you i f  he  called a beef producer's meet ing to talk 
about the· Crow rate he'd get a fu l l  house, Mr .  Speaker, 
but they woul dn't want to talk about Crow rate. They'd 
feed h i m  crow, M r. Speaker, that's what they'd feed 
h i m. That's how he'd get a farm turnout.  

The Saskatchewan election ,  Mr .  Speaker, again, 
strong,  ru ral ly-based people shoved the Al lan Blake
ney G overnment and the Gordon MacM u rchy Gov
ernment a lmost out of s ight in th is  world. Who ever 
thought the g reat Al lan Blakeney would ever d isap
pear from the pol itical scene, the great national leader 
potential .  M r. Speaker, I 've never seen anyone age 
any faster in my l i fe than he did from the Constitu
tional pictu res that were taken two weeks ago to the 
ones we saw on Monday n ig ht. I feel sorry personal ly 
for a person who has to take that kind of defeat but,  
Mr .  Speaker, he doesn't bel ieve i n  those th ings that 
are i n  the best in terests of the ru ral and the city peo
p les in Western Canada and he paid the price. You 
can't, Mr. Speaker, try a n d  lead people in a d i rection 
they d on't want to go. That's why the M i n ister of Agri
culture and the Premier of Man itoba would be well 
advised to start to pay attention,  Mr .  Speaker, and I 
w i l l  speak on the Crow rate and I w i l l  lay out my pol icy 
and my feel i n gs and I don't th ink  there'l l  be too m uch 
disagreed with by the farm com m u n ity of Manitoba. 

M r. Speaker, I would hope the M i n ister of Natural 
Resources would move to resolve the flooding  prob
lem on the Sou ris River where we've seen the devasta
tion of cropland that's al ready been seeded, where 
we're seei ng  people's l ives u pset because we have 
had d ifficu lties with his department over many years 
and I would hope he would help correct the situation.  
Thank you, Mr .  Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Is the Honourable M i n ister of Natu ral 
Resources speaking  to the motion? 

MR. MACKLING: No, M r. Speaker, the honourable 
member ind icated that he  would permit questions at 
the end of h is  subm ission and I wondered if there is 
t ime. 

MR.  SPEAKER: The honourable member's t ime has 
expi red.  I f  there is leave of the House, the M i n ister 
may proceed. The M i n ister has leave? (Agreed) 

MR. ORCHARD: Stand up and answer the q uestion.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Natural 
Resou rces. 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Speaker, I ' m  being admonished 
from the Member for Turt le Mountain ,  pardo n  me, for 
Pembina to stand up to answer the q uest ion .  I appre
ciate that he is of very great stature h i mself and there
fore has some reason to be concerned. 

Now, M r. Speaker, after that rude i nterruption, let 
me ask the Honourable Member  for Art h u r  whether or 
not he, as an Executive Member of government, 
agreed with h is col league, who is  now the Honourable 
Member for Turtle Mountain ,  who was then the M in is
ter of N at u ral  Resources, that the Hartney Dam was 
not the cause of the flooding  in 1 979 and incurred with 
the prosec ut ion of the gentleman who tried to, wel l ,  
d id ,  i n  effect, d i g  a channel around t h e  dam? D i d  he  
agree wi th  that? 

MR. DOWNEY: M r. Speaker, do  I have leave to 
answer the q uest ion? (Agreed) Mr. Speaker, I w i l l  f i rst 
of all clear up one matter that I d i d  support the M in is
ter of Natural Resources, my col league, the Member 
for T urtle M o u ntai n .  I ,  M r. Speaker, woul d  l ike get the 
i nformation more specifical ly o n  whether he  said that 
it d i d n't cause any flooding .  I ,  M r. Speaker, agreed 
with my colleague when the prosecution took place 
because an act was made by an ind iv iual to affect the 
waterway that is outside his jurisdict ion.  I su pported 
that act ion but, Mr. Speaker, what I have said is  that I 
bel ieve that there has to be something  done and I 've 
recom mended some ways that it could be done. 

Now, I don't care what the engineers have to say 
because we've gone throug h  that before. I k now the 
engi neers are good and qual ified people, but not i n  al l  
cases. We're a l l  human beings and certain ly an  engi
neer can be al lowed one or  two errors i n  h is  l i fe as 
wel l ,  M r. Speaker, so it wouldn't cost a lot  to f ind  out if 
the 40 people in the m u 1 i ici pal it ies and the towns i n  
that com m u n ity are r ight or wrong. I ' m  n o t  saying take 
the dam out and not replace it, I ' m  sayi ng  clear off the 
f lood plai n ,  c lear al l  that garbage of concrete and 
cement off the top and leave a low-level dam so that 
when flooding  came, the water could go. Remove al l  
the q uestions that there are about i t  a n d  leave a low
level dam which wouldn't cost a lot of money. That's 
what my plea is, M r. Speaker. But seeing as I have 
leave to answer the q uestion,  I would certai n ly  l i ke to 
fu rther add to the whole area of my com ments that I 
wasn't q uite f in ished with when my t ime arose. If I 
have leave, I u nderstand leave i n  the H ouse, M r. 
Speaker, permits me to do that. Is that not r ight? 
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MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. Beau
chesne makes it q u ite clear, that where a question 
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occu rs at the end of a member's speech, i t  is for 
clarif ication and any remarks by the mem ber have to 
be strictly relat ing to that part icu lar questio n .  I t  is not 
to be used for the member to make another speech 
with.  

The Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain .  

M R .  BRIAN A .  RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): On a 
point of order, Mr .  Speaker, I agree to you r ru l ing .  It is  
certain ly correct with respect to clarificat ion.  The 
question asked by the M i n ister of  Natural Resources 
left an erroneous in terpretation on the action that had 
been taken by myself when I was M i n ister. I wonder i f  
the M i n ister of Nat u ral Resources would g ive leave to 
let me clear up  that misrepresentation. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Health . 

HON. LAURENT DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): Mr.  
Speaker, the reason why we have debate, so people 
can clear up and make their  own statement in the ir  
speech .  Th is  is  not  a point of order. You g ive h im leave 
to ask a q uest ion,  that's your business, n ot m i ne. 
We're certainly not going to have leave to start maki ng  
speech after speech after 40 m i nutes; the people can't 
find time, Mr. S peaker. Anybody can speak on  th is  
once d u ring  the Session.  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. I t  seems 
clear that the House is not prepared to g ive leave for a 
continuation or d iscussion on this topic. 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS (Cont'd) 

MR.  SPEAKER: May I d raw the attention of honour
able members to the gal lery on  my r ight,  where we 
have 60 students of G rade 6 stand i n g  of the West Park 
School, u nder the d i rect ion of Mr.  Ken Doel l .  The 
school is in the constituency of the Honourable 
Member for Rhineland.  

O n  behalf  of al l  of the mem bers, I welcome you here 
today. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please, the q uestion before the 
House, moved and seconded that M r. Speaker do now 
leave the Chair  and the House resolve itself i nto a 
Comm ittee to consider the supply to be granted to 
Her Majesty. Is that agreed? 

MATTER OF GRIEVANCE 

MR.  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR.  SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, I wish to rise and ut i l 
ize my opportu n ity for a g rievance at th is point in  t ime 
to address a subject that I bel ieve needs add ress ing 
and make some comments and offer some o bserva
t ions that I feel the O pposition woul d  l ike to make 
relative to an i mportant issue i n  Manitoba and i n  Can
ada. My g rievance is not related, S i r, to any part icular  
events that have been transpir ing d u ri n g  this l eg isla
tive Sessio n .  I t  is  d i rected specifically, S i r, to a publ ic  
issue, that  being the state and condit ion of  the Cana
dian Health care system and Manitoba's part in that 
system and ,  more precisely, the condit ion surround-

ing  Medicare at the present t ime.  
I chose today to uti l ize my g rievance opportun ity 

because of the fact that there are d ifficult negotiations 
and d ifficult  d iscussions and i n deed d ifficu lt  circum
stances at work, in various j urisdictions across Can
ada at the present t i me, with respect to the Medicare 
situation and with respect to fee sched u le arrange
ments between various provincial governments and 
their  respective medical associations. 

Certainly there has been no resolution up to this 
point in t ime of the 1 982-83 fee schedu le  to be i n  
existence i n  Manitoba for o u r  medical profession ,  but 
over and above that, S i r, there are serious activities 
occurr ing in medical professions in other parts of 
Canada. Most notably, Ontario and Q uebec that 
reflect a deepen ing  problem where The Medical Ser
vices Act is  concerned, where the whole u niversal ly 
insured Medicare system i n  Canada is  concerned. 
Thus I choose to offer some observations and certa in  
comments at  th is j uncture rather than doing so i n  a 
d i fferent  foru m or i n  a d ifferent format later i n  the 
Session.  

I 've said before i n  th is House i n  th is  Session ,  M r. 
Speaker, that I bel ieve that Medicare i n  Canada at the 
present t ime represents an endangered species and 
th at, i ndeed, the whole un iversal hospitalizat ion sys
tem that we have in p lace in the country is  i n  serious 
trou ble. I want to address myself specifically at this 
opportunity today to Medicare, to the medical profes
sion,  to the d i ff iculties and the chal lenges facin g  doc
tors, facing  the medical profession ,  fac ing consumers 
of medical care and facing governments who have the 
pr imary responsi b i l ity for making the decisions that 
affect the environment and the c l imate for medical 
practice in this country. 

I t h i n k  that we face t h ree possib le scenarios a few 
years hence,  Mr. Speaker, where Medicare and hospi
tal care i n  Canada is  concerned. Two of them, I th ink ,  
are d istinct possi b i l ities. One of  them,  which wou ld  be  
the one that we would hope for, is a reced ing possib i l 
ity, i n  my view, u n less some serious steps are  taken. 

The two scenarios that, I th ink ,  are d isti nct possib i l 
ities are th is  one: (A) A health system i n  Canada in  
which private hospitals have reappeared and i n  which 
the majority of o u r  doctors are conduct ing their  prac
tice enti rely outside of Medicare. If t hat happens, of 
cou rse, there w i l l  be Canadians al l  over the land who 
w i l l  be both shocked and bewi ldered and they wi l l  
wonder  how it  is  that w e  a r e  ex peri enc ing  a sudden 
col lapse of  our cherished free health care system, free 
so-cal led. They wi l l  wonder why governments d id n 't 
d o  anyth i n g  to stop it, they wi l l  wonder how come this 
erosion and e l im i nation of that system of which we 
have been so proud has suddenly "vanished." There 
w i l l  be a lot of Canadians who wi l l  be very sorry but 
who won't be shocked or  bewi ldered, Mr .  Speaker. 
They wi l l  be very sorry, but they won't be surprised 
because they saw it  comi n g  in 1 982, and, in fact, many 
have seen it coming much earlier than that. 

The other scenario that, I th ink ,  is a d isti nct possibi l 
i ty ,  which I classify as scenario (B) ,  is  a health care 
system i n  Canada in which beds and services are 
rationed, in which many hospitals are about to be 
closed, in which doctors are all on salary governed by 
b ind ing  arbitration,  and they are locked i nto the sys
tem if  they wish to practice in th is country, and they 
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are strictly reg ulated as to the n u m bers of proce
d u res, tests and operations that they can perform 
each year. It goes without saying that in that situat ion,  
i n  that environ ment, we wi l l  have a very u n happy, very 
u n i nspired and,  I th ink ,  extensively d i m i n ished medi
cal profession  insofar as happi ness goes the profes
sion wi l l  be even u n happier than it is r ight now, S i r. 

The possib le th ird scenario is ,  of course, the system 
that we aspi re to and have hoped we had put i n  place 
s ince 1 958 and 1 968 in this cou ntry when the two 
fundamental foundation stones of u n iversal hospital
ization and u niversal medical care were i mplemented. 
That is  a rat ional ,  un iversal Medicare system in Can
ada that meets al l  those great objectives that we had 
carved out for it in terms of social security, accessabi l
ity,  prudent management and professional excellence. 

I have to say, M r. Speaker, that I t h i n k  it 's a lmost too 
late for that th i rd scenario, and I t h i n k  that Canadians 
had best start preparing themselves for one or  the 
other of the f i rst two scenarios that I sketched. 
Because the problem, as I 've said before and I i ntend 
to conti n u e  to add ress, and I k now the M i n ister of 
Health is  cognizant of the chal lenges that are i m pl icit 
in my remarks, the chal lenges that I'm attem pt ing  to 
address, the problem is  that Medicare and u niversal 
hospitalization  are truly threatened in the 1 980s, i n  
the 1 990s, society has changed, economics have 
changed, attitiudes have changed, expectations have 
continued to operate at a fairly h igh  level, realities 
have. changed and the w i l l ingness to face reality has 
not necessarily changed. Compound ing that problem 
is  the fact that when i t  comes to d iscussion of chal
lenges or d i ff icu lties facin g  Medicare and faci ng  the 
health care system, nobody real ly seems to care. A 
handful  of professionals care, a handful  of polit icians 
care and certa in ly the d octors care, but in general 
nobody real ly seems to care. They don't care essen
t ial ly because they don't  bel ieve it.  I t's not that they're 
not i nterested in the subject, but they s imply don't 
bel ieve that there is  any threat to t he Medicare system 
or to the u niversal healh care in th is  country. They 
assume that i f  there are any problems, by any stretch 
of the i magination,  "Govern ment" wi l l  address them, 
"Government" wi l l  f ix them. 

Part of the reason for th is  is because i n  the ongoing 
d ifficu lties that Medicare and the medical profession 
have faced , and governments have faced in the last 1 0  
years with respect to professional satisfact ion,  both i n  
terms o f  the spir it  a n d  i n  terms o f  t h e  remuneration 
avai lable, there have been very declamatory and, I 
th ink ,  very s impl istic solutions band ied around .  

O n  the one hand,  we've had governments, a l l  
governments, I don 't absolve my government of th is  
any more than I absolve any other government i n  
Canada o f  it ,  w e  have had governments assuming that 
all that needed to be done was to str ike a very substan
tial i ncrease i n  the fee schedu le  and the doctors 
wou ld  be happy. That's been the position of many 
provi ncial governments. 

We've had the Federal Government offering solu
t ions such as a ban on  opti ng  out and a ban on  extra 
b i l l i ng .  That's been the Federal Govern ment's solu
t ion to the whole problem; outlaw activities such as 
that, not stopping to th ink  for one m i n ute that either of 
those th ings would just make the situation worse, that 
the opport u n ity to opt out and to extra b i l l  provides an 

outlet for a very deep d isenchantment in certa in  seg
ments of the medical profession.  If the Federal Gov
ernment is go ing to remove that safety valve, remove 
that outlet, they better have someth ing  to put in its 
place to contai n the generic head of steam which 
exists and w i l l  always exist i n  a profession l i ke  medi
c ine u nder  extensive regu lations such as is  i mpl ic it  in  
any workable Medicare system. 

Then we've had the solut ions proffered by the m.ed
ical profession  itself which have ranged either from 
new avenues of flex ib i l ity in b i l l i ng  to the pr inciple of 
b ind ing arbitration.  These are the solutions that have 
been offered and declaimed across the land in th is  
d ispute and debate for the last 10 years and so the 
p u bl ic comes to the conclus ion ,  q u ite legit imately, 
that there are solut ions out there, that all we requ i re is  
for the good i ntentions of both parties to sit down 
aroun d  a table and endorse one of those so-called 
solutions. The problem,  Mr. Speaker, is that they are 
not solutions, not one of those suggestions,  not one 
of those proposals is a solut ion to the problem of 
Medicare. 

The suggestions such as I 've cited which have been 
freely offered are merely str ips of bandaid that would 
stop some of the hemorrhage for a l ittle w h i le but 
would obscure the real wou n d ,  the real d ifficu lty and 
in fact make m u ch more d ifficu l t  any meaningful  
search to get at  that real problem because they would 
provide a sort of a false sense of complacency, a false 
sense of assu rance on  the part of the pub l ic  and on 
the part of pol it icians t hat the matter had been 
addressed.  I don 't want to go i nto detai l  on  the subject 
of b ind ing arbitration and I k n ow it's being considered 
and should be considered by any govern ment. It's 
been asked for by the med ical profession si ncerely 
and legit imately, but I just want to say that my position 
with respect to b ind ing  arbitrat ion in this area can be 
s u m med up on three levels. 

F i rst and foremost, I bel ieve it has to be explored 
out of legit i mate considerat ion for the medical  pro
fession's g rievances. The present govern ment is 
exploring  it ,  the previous government had assured the 
Manitoba Medical Association that we would explore 
it. 
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Secondly ,  I don't t h i n k  it's good for the publ ic ,  the 
taxpayer, who elects representatives to come i nto this 
Chamber and apply some sense of conscious, some 
sense of ad min istration to h is  or  her money, h is  or  her 
taxes, because it takes that decision out of the hands 
of those elected rep ·esentatives, puts it i n  the hands 
of a d isi nterested th i rd party and,  i n  fact, f l ies i n  the 
face i n  my view of the whole basic pr inciple of respon
si ble government. I k now that there is b ind ing  arbitra
tion in place in society at the present time; certain ly i n  
t h e  private sector I have no objection t o  it .  I t h i n k  it 
creates g rave d ifficu lties for pr inciple in the pub l ic 
sector. I am aware that it does exist i n  the p u bl ic  
sector at  the present ti me; that doesn't make me agree 
with it .  I can see it as a useful solut ion to an  i n d iv idu
al 's  specific problem, a specific issue,  but to entrench 
i t  as the manner in which these kinds of difficu lties are 
going to be resolved is  contrary, as I 've said , in my 
view to the fundamental pr inci ples of responsi ble 
govern ment. 

Third, I don 't th ink  b ind ing  arbitrat ion is  in the best 
i nterests of the medical profession,  M r. Speaker, and 
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I 've tried to convey this message to them. I t  may solve 
a problem today or  tomorrow. I t  may provide them 
with a certai n satisfact ion ,  a certa in  f i n anc ia l  
i mprovement,  a certain w indfal l ,  i f  you l ike, th is  year 
or even next year but I have no hesitation in predict ing 
that downstream with in  five years doctors wi l l  be 
u nhappier u n der  b ind ing  arbitration than they are 
today. I bel ieve that i t  is i mpossib le ,  part icularly i n  
today's economic t i mes and the economic t imes that 
we are go ing  to face for awhi le  i n  t h is cou n try, to 
contemplate a system of u ncondit ional b ind ing arbi
trat ion.  There will have to be condit ions i mposed on  it. 
For one th ing ,  the opportunity, the rig ht to opt out, w i l l  
have to be e l im inated but more i mportantly than that, 
S i r, I t h i n k  that regu lation and control will have to be 
broug ht in to the med ical field if t here is  to be b ind ing  
arbitrat ion.  

I th ink that there wi l l  be a system of sched u les set 
u p  under b ind ing  arbitration u ltimately, not the fi rst 
year, but  by the fifth year, al most regardless of what
ever government is i n  office, that wi l l  say to specialists 
that you can perform so many procedures a week and 
so many p rocedu res a month ,  250 of those proce
d ures a year and that's it .  You can perform so many 
general physical examinations per month.  That is al l  
that is go ing to be permitted under any schedu le that 
invokes b ind ing  arbitration as the way to arrive at 
doctors' fee settlements and salary schedules. 

So I th ink  it's i ndeed shortsighted of anyone to th ink  
that  there is  any panacea i n  i t .  I t h i n k  i t  w i l l  be  harmful  
to the pu bl ic ;  it w i l l  be harmful  to the medical profes
sion and ,  as a consequence of that ,  i t  goes without 
sayin g  by defin it ion that it wi l l  be very harmful  to the 
qual ity of health care in  general  in  Canada. T hose are 
my objections to it ,  but I repeat that I feel i t  has to be 
explored. The medical associations in various parts of 
Canada, part icu larly the one in Manitoba, has made a 
s incere and legit imate request for it and appeal for it ,  
so it m u st be explored. I would not f ight it to the death. 
I f  the medical association and the government want it ,  
I am not going to stand up here and f ight it forever, but 
I just want to cite those considerations. I am not sug
gest ing that neither s ide has thought of  them; I am not 
suggest ing  that they are u nique insp i rations, by any 
means, but I do  want to cite them and let both gov
ernment  and the medical profession  k now that the 
O pposit ion has thought about them and they are very 
i mportant in any exploration of this topic. 

So, those are the so-called solutions to the Medi
care problem that we have been faced with,  Mr. 
Speaker, none of wh ich g o  to the basic problem at 
hand. There real ly are solutions to the Medicare cri
sis; there real ly are solutions to the malaise that I t h i n k  
is  n o w  threaten i ng t h e  Canadian health care system. 
There real ly are people who u n derstand the problem 
and who k now what needs to be done, but i t  has 
proven i mpossible so far to get the message across 
because of the s imp listic, declamatory so-cal led solu
t ions to which I have referred that have had so much  
exposure and so much  attent ion.  Those declamatory 
superficial solutions have d iscouraged any mean ing
fu l  search for the real problem. They have obscured 
the real issues. 

We don't have to l ook  very far, Mr. Speaker, today to 
see that there are very very serious wounds, serious 
hemorrhages in our whole u n iversal health care sys-

tern. They are very clear in the hospital services com
ponent, but I don't i ntend to deal with them today. The 
most obvious ind ications, the most obvious ind ica
tors, the most o bvious p u bl ic evidence, is foun d  i n  
Medicare a n d  i n  a d issatisfaction with i t  that is  reach
i n g  a flash poi nt,  S ir ,  r ight across the country among 
medical associations i n  every province. We've seen it 
in variant forms from P ri nce Edward I sland and New
fou n d land r ight through to Brit ish Columbia, Van
couver I sland.  That restiveness, that u n happiness, 
that resentment and resistance expresses itself i n  
extra b i l l i ng ,  i n  opting out, i n  demands d u ring  long 
and bitter and protracted fee schedu le  negotiations 
that are del iberately excessive. Del i berately exces
sive in order to make specific points that for smal l  "p" 
pol it ical reasons their advocates deem necessary. 
We've seen it expressed, we see it c urrently expressed 
in threatened strikes, in job act ion tactics, office c lo
su res, withdrawals of service, articu l ated defiance of 
prov incial  legislation and i n  today's c u rrent events, i n  
t h e  medical scene i n  both Ontario a n d  Quebec. 

The worst th ing  about i t  is that th is  restiveness, th is 
resentment, th is i ns ip ient rebel l ion  is  the outward 
sign of a very deep disenchantment in the medical 
profession,  M r. Speaker, that cannot help but damage 
the general qual ity of medicine in the country. That's 
the worst th ing about it ,  that when you have that k ind  
of a c l imate or  environment i n  effect, there has  to  be 
fal lout  in the form of damage to the qual ity of medical 
care in the country. 

I n  fact, S i r, I t h i n k  it can truthfu l ly  be said that 
doctors are ambivalent about Medicare, they l i ke it i n  
many cases. Many of them l ike i t  very much .  They l ike 
it because they get  paid ,  m oreover they get  paid on  
t ime. More than a few of  them,  u n questionably, enjoy 
much  better i ncomes than they would i f  Medicare 
were not in p lace, if they were sti l l  operat ing u nder the 
so-cal led system of the good old days when they had 
to chase patients to col lect their accou nts and col lect 
their  b i l ls. 

The problem, though,  Sir, is  that the doctors d is l i ke 
themselves for l i k ing  it. Essential ly, it's a system that 
i mp l ies conformity and regu lation and standardiza
t ion ,  so it's u nsympathetic real ly  to the o ld  c lassic 
i mage of the N orth American doctor who is  a combi
nation professional p lus independent businessman, 
someth ing  of a freewheeler i n  terms of h is  o r  her 
professional activities, choices, and decision making ,  
someone who has always made h is  or  her  own 
decisions. 
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The u nderlying p hi losophy of Medicare comes i nto 
confl ict with that u nderlying  ph i losophy so that whi le 
many medical professionals l ike Medicare for the 
neatness and cleanness that i t  brings to their  fiscal 
and f inan cial  business operations,  they're uncomfor
table with themselves for l i k ing  it because it f l ies in the 
face ph i losophical ly of their  own professional  and 
p h i l osophical  spi rit. I t 's  very hard for many doctors to 
accept what  they perceive to be an erosion of the ir  
professional ism and their autonomy. They l i ve with it, 
of course. They l i ve with that problem as all of us  i n  
o u r  respected professions l ive with problems that 
attend activities in those professions. 

I n  the case of the doctors, it's perhaps more d iff icult 
because of the h istoric and classical p icture, i mage 
and representation of the physician,  of the doctor and 
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of the free science of medici ne. They rational ize it by 
rem i nd i n g  themselves that it not only provides them 
with insured accounts and i nsured i ncome. but it also 
provides al l  Canadians with f inancial peace of m i n d  
where health care i s  concerned. and t h e  medical  pro
fession is deeply committed to that concept. That's 
someth ing that the profession endorses wholeheart
edly. There's that nagg ing  sense there that they have 
been com p ro mised and that perhaps to a certa in  
extent they have su rrendered and i t  bothers them and 
in  my view. fol lowi ng  long d iscussions of the subject 
with many persons both in and c losely related to the 
medical profession .  it explai ns. S ir .  a part of the pro
fession's demonstrated restiveness with Medicare. 
This conflict of emotion explains  part of the profes
sion's u n happiness with the fee schedu le. 

Certa in ly, there is sincere dissatisfaction with fees 
and with the stu bbornness of Provi ncial Govern
ments. Certain ly, that is  real in part. but it's only partly 
real, it's part gesture. In it's latter capacity as gesture. 
it's really an  outlet for that g ui lt  complex, for that 
confl ict of feel i ngs. This doesn't mean, and I want to 
emphasize th is. Mr .  Speaker, that widespread medical 
d isenchantment with Medicare is  i ns incere and i t  pro
vides no excuse for governments or  pol it icians to 
d ismiss it l ig htly, to ignore it and to pass i t  off as 
u n i m portant. 

On the contrary, in my view. it rein forces the case 
for a sensitive consideration by pol it icians of the doc
tors d isenchantment,  because it 's certai n ly not 
abnormal for people to feel somewhat bitter and 
somewhat resentful when they've suffered a reduc
tion in stature. That's a perfectly n ormal h uman feel
i n g  and i f  anybody should understand i t  the pol it i
cians shou ld .  He or she faces that possib i l ity, that 
potential .  every t ime he goes to the electorate and so 
if anyone shou ld  u nderstand that h u man frailty, it's 
the pol it icians. 

Doctors have suffered a reduction in stature u n der  
Medicare and it is  heard. Some of them don't care, 
that's true; some of them don't care, but many do and 
what's more i m portant, what pol it icians and the pub
l ic have to recognize is that as a lobby g roup the 
profession does care. I t  does care about that d i m i nu
t ion i n  i ts  statu re, i n  i ts professional stand ing and its 
sense of its own worth and i mportance. It's very hard 
for them to say it .  H ow do you say those th i ngs with
out laying you rself open to u nfair comment, perhaps 
even r id icu le. 

So, they say other th i ngs; the doctors say other 
th ings. The carry on  the battle by compla in ing  about 
the bureaucracy of Medicare. They carry on  the battle 
by complai n i ng about the fee schedu le. about the 
need for more f lex ib i l ity i n  b i l l ing privi leges, and now, 
about the desirabil ity of b inding arbitration. These 
complai nts are gen u i ne. Sir, I ' m  not suggest ing  that 
they're not, but  they are also a smoke-screen. They're 
also a euphemism for the deeper grievance and that 
deeper g rievance is the regi mentation that they have 
seen i mposed on  their  science, what they consider to 
be a great and free science. 

· 

Doctors don 't bel ieve that Medicare fairly takes i nto 
account  either the long years that they've put i nto 
academic study and train i ng to achieve their exper
tise or the long days and n ights that they put in at 
operat ing theatres. emergency departments, offices, 

housecalls, or  wherever. They resent the fact, for 
example,  and I th ink  this is  very i mportant, that u n der  
Medicare med ic ine  has  become one of the few occu
pations i n  free enterprise North  America that offers no 
f inancial recognit ion whatsoever, M r. Speaker, either 
of excel lence o r  experience. Few governments have 
thought about that s ince Medicare was i m plemented 
in Canada in 1 968. 

Almost everywhere one goes to p u rsue a career. 
experience, seniority, talent is  recognized but not 
u n der  the Medicare fee sched u le. The fee schedu le  
pays a fixed amount  for procedu re; it doesn't matter 
whether the doctor performing it is  an acknowledged 
leader in h is  f ield or whether he  g raduated from medi
cal school yesterday. I t  doesn't matter whether he's 
been in there for 20 years learni n g  how to perform that 
part icu lar  procedu re or  that operation and has all that 
experience, k nowledge and exposure or  whether he's 
s imply a run of the m i l l .  relatively mediocre profes
sional .  So this is  a very sore point when one looks at 
the u nhappiness that doctors have with Medicare. I t's 
not j ust that the fee schedu l e  doesn't satisfy them i n  
percentage terms. it's that t h e  fee schedu le  reflects a 
system of regi mentation that recog nizes n o  qual i ty 
other than volume. It recognizes none of those th ings 
of the professional  sp i r i t  to which a l l  of us ,  I th ink ,  i n  
l ife aspire and which a l l  o f  us  feel very keenly, perhaps 
some more keenly than others, but certain ly wh ich 
the medical profession as a profession has always 
very keenly felt. There's no  recognit ion of that what
soever and that's a very serious shortcoming in Medi
care, the way the fee schedu le  is structured. 

F u rther to that ,  a g reat many doctors do not bel ieve 
that Medicare makes for very good medicine. They 
th ink  that the overall effect of Medicare has been bad 
for the style and the substance of medical practice i n  
Canada. They th ink  that overall i t  has reduced i t  to a 
cou nterpart of the industrial assembly l ine .  They see 
it really as a system that's destructive of true profes
sional ism; they see it as having been responsible for 
the  rise of a k i n d  of treadm i l l  medicine:  and that 
tread m i l l  med ic ine  i m pl i es, depends u po n  a n d  
demands h igh  volume and mass product ion.  T h e  
patient,  S i r ,  s imply becomes a u n it rather t h a n  a per
son.  Tec h nological procedu res and expensive tests 
replace the doctors' personal t ime and attention . The 
d octor has to move on to another u n it and another; 
he's got to because the fee schedu le  is  built that way. 
The system by its very nat u re demands that of h i m ;  it 
generates h igh  throughp·1t. O n ce you've established 
that env ironment, it feeds on  itself. O nce that envi
ronment is in place, then in order to survive in it ,  
you've got to play by the ru les, you've got to meet 
those demands,  you've got to measure up or  you're i n  
trouble. because t h e  o n ly th ing that t h e  fee schedule 
rewards is volu me. So, the net resu lts, there is a gen
eral  style of medical practice that is decl in ing  i n  th is 
country. 
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The profession  is also bitter that Medicare. to a 
large extent, has shut it out of any meani n gfu l  deci
sions in terms of pol icy making where health care, 
medical  care and del ivery of that care is  concerned. 
They'v9 been reduced in their view to funct ionaries 
where these issues of basic health pol icy are con
cerned. N ow that's not ent irely avoidable. I t h i n k  that 
under any system where government is pay ing  the 
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b i l ls a certa in  amount of that reduction i n  input  and 
i nvolvement is inevitable, but I t h i n k  the doctors have 
a point  when they say that there remains  a role of a 
relevant nat u re for their  profession i n  help ing to for
m ulate health care pol icies i n  the cou ntry. I t h i n k  the 
way the system is structured and the way it operates 
at the present t ime that essential ly is denied them; 
that to a very g reat degree that ambit ion to participate 
is  regarded as someth ing  of a n uisance by the system .  

F i nal ly,  S ir ,  I know a n d  s o  does t h e  M i n ister that the 
doctors truly disl ike - I would suggest that's even too 
m i l d  a word - the doctors truly hate the annual  or  
biann ual rounds of fee schedu le  negotiat ions that go 
on  every year. They f ind  it demeaning to have to get 
i nto the adversarial ,  u n ion-style bargain i ng atmos
p here that goes along with those k inds of negotia
tions. They're very uncomfortable with the confronta
tions that they have to get i nto with their  governments, 
with their politicians, the people that they have to l ive 
with next door, on  the street, every day. 

They also, Sir, f i nd  i t  very u nfair ,  I th ink ,  and they 
f ind it very embarrassing that there is so much publ ic  
d iscussion of so-cal led average i ncomes and compar
isons between their  counterparts in other provinces 
and themselves. That's again i nevitable in any such 
process of  publ ic adversarial bargain ing ,  but the med
ical profession f inds that very embarrassing  and very 
uncomfortable. So they genu inely detest those a n nual  
or  biann nual  confrontations. A l l  these th ings,  S ir ,  add 
u p  to the real  explanat ion,  the real reason for the 
medical profession's d isenchantment with Medicare 
and its cont inu ing  struggle against the r igours and 
the restra ints of  the system in  my view. 

There's certain ly geniune  professional conviction 
that fee sched u les are too l ow and that b i l l i ng  procee
d ures are too r ig id ,  but as I 've suggested before the 
real cr is is  of Medicare - to use the Honourable 
Monique Begin 's term - the real crisis of Medicare is  
not so m uc h  a cr is is  of the fee levels as a crisis of the 
spir i t .  I t  is, S i r, a professional g loom and i t 's  a b i l lowy 
g loom. The medical  profession sees that g loom as 
threaten ing  their  professional joy, their  professional 
satisfacti o n ,  their  reason for being doctors. That 
g loom is engendered by the effects that they perceive 
Medicare to be having  in a whole range of ways u pon 
both the doctor and the health care system on both 
the artisan and the art. I t h i n k  i f  that g loom is a l lowed 
to spread, it' l l do  i nestimable damage to the qual ity of 
medicine in this country. 

So my posit ion at this j u n cture, Mr. Speaker, and 
the position of  the Opposition ,  Her Majesty's Loyal 
Opposition ,  for whom I speak in Manitoba is  that as 
the M in ister of Health of Manitoba and as other M in is
ters of Health across the country today face this 
annual  or  biann ual r i te of spr ing that we always go 
t h rough where fee schedu l es are concerned with the 
medical profession  that they look at and consider 
modernizat ion of Medicare. I t  can't be done overn ight  
but  they look at  and consider a phased progressive 
modernization of Medicare. Even the message that 
pol it icians, that governments, u nderstood some of 
the g rievances of the medical profession  and were 
prepared to address those g rievances I t h i n k  woul d  
have a very salutary effect on  t h e  profession a n d  on  
relat ions between the profession  and government. 
There are a n u m ber of things that can be done,  I th ink ,  

to  modernize Medicare and save i t  and make it work 
and also to reinforce the reasons for bei ng  a medical  
practit ioner, for being  a doctor in  Canada, to conti nue 
to encourage young men and women to enter medi
c ine as a career ave n ue.  

I th ink that f i rst and foremost, S ir ,  there has to be 
clearly expressed com m itment to the preservat ion of 
Medicare in a statement that goes beyond mother
hood.  There have been motherhood statements made 
about Medicare before. I t h i n k  that statement has to 
address contemporary realities. I t  has to ack n owl
edge Medicare's weaknesses as wel l  as its strengths. 
I t  has to acknowledge Medicare's v u lnerabi l ity and its 
costs and its fragi le  nature. I t  has to acknowledge the 
competing in terests that it always has to accommo
date. It has to acknowledge al l  those realities that wi l l  
always threaten Medicare. At  the same t ime,  i t  m ust 
reassert the i m portance of Medicare, the absolute 
essentiality of mainta in ing  Medicare and therefore, 
declare its recognit ion of the fact that Medicare's 
strengths and weaknesses have to be examined so as 
to produce a reform and a modernization that wi l l  
equ i p  it to meet the 1 980's and the 1 990's. 

Secondly,  I th ink  government shou ld  establ ish a 
foru m  i n  which the medical profession has the o ppor
tun ity to lay its g rievance cards fu l ly  and candidly on 
the table and to offer its proposals publ ic ly  on the 
health care system and on  what i t  bel ieves Canadians 
should be p u rsui n g  i n  terms of their  health care sys
tem. The profession should be prepared to do that 
and to offer the reasons why. If i t  is  not prepared to do 
that ,  then i t  would be missin g  a golden opport u nity to 
get at the real crisis of the spirit that I 'm talk ing  about 
here. 

T h irdly, I th ink  that governments, and here I refer 
main l y  to the Federal Government, should desist from 
making threats about un i lateral changes to Medicare, 
such  as the threats about bann i n g  extra b i l l i ng  and 
optin g  out ,  because a l l  they do is polarize positions 
and move people i nto entrenched postures that make 
the whole search much more d i ff icult .  

Fourth ly, S i r, I t h i n k  that the Health M i n isters of 
Canada have got to look at a reform of the Medicare 
fee schedule.  I th ink  they have got to look at methods 
by wh ich that fee schedu l e  can be redes igned to pro
vide recognition  of i nd iv idual  experience and senior
ity, recogn it ion of i n d iv idual  talent and i nput, and 
recognit ion of  i nd ividual  q ual ity a n d  achievement. 
That m ust be done sooner or  later and I t h i n k  it should 
be done sooner. 

Fifth ,  S i r, and probably more complex than any . . .  
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M R .  SPEAKER:  O rd e r  p l ease. T h e  h o n o u ra b l e  
member's t i m e  has expired.  T h e  Honourable M i n ister 
of Health. 

MR. DESJARDINS: There has been an u n derstand
i n g  that we won't go into P rivate Members , '  so we wi l l  
q u it at  1 1  :30. I th ink  we are prepared to give the 
member  a few more m i n utes to see i f  he  can f in ish  h is  
remarks. 

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Honourable Member for 
Fort Garry have leave to continue? (Agreed) 

The Honourable Member for Fort Garry. 
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MR. SHERMAN: Thank you very much, M r. Speaker. 
I would l i ke  to thank all members of the House for that 
i n d ulgence.  I on ly have one or two f inal remarks I wish 
to make and I appreciate the opportun i ty to be able to 
conclude the statement. 

Fifthly, S i r, and I th ink  perhaps most complex of a l l ,  
but sti l l  it has to be done.  In  order to reinforce Medi
care and m o dernize Medicare, we have g ot to reform 
the whole hospita l  system. The M i n ister and I have 
d iscussed that subject to some degree already in th is  
Session.  A g reat deal  more serious d iscussion of  that 
topic remains to engage us and all who are in terested 
in the Canadian health care system .  

Of t h e  3 0  cents o f  every dol lar that Provinc ial 
Governments spend on  behalf of their citizens, their 
residents, every day of the year, M r. Speaker, on 
health care, only six of those cents go to Medicare; 
another six cents go to pub l ic health ,  preventive 
health, personal care home programs, mental health 
programs, a range of services of that k ind ;  and 1 8  
cents goes t o  the hospital system .  I n  other words, if  
you take a look at the provincial b u dget, you take a 
dol lar that the Provincial Government is spending,  
every do llar that it's spend ing ,  every day, on  behalf of 
its citizens, 30 cents approximately, g ive or take a cent 
or two depending on  the year, depend ing  on  the pro
vince, 30 cents of that approx imately goes on health 
care. E ighteen of those 30 cents goes on the hospital 
system, six on Medicare, s ix on  a spate of other 
services . . 

There is not going to be a b igger share of that do l lar 
avai lable to Health Care M i n isters, so the things that 
have to be done have got to be done from withi n  that 
30 cent segment. I n  order to achieve greater effec
tiveness and greater return and g reater i m pact from 
that 30 cent segment, it's obvious, Mr .  Speaker, that 
Health M i ni sters, governments across the country, 
have got to l oo k  at that 1 8  cent h ospital component 
and look at ways that those do l lars can be spent more 
effectively and look at ways that perhaps some can be 
i nfused i nto the Medicare side of the spectrum.  I 
bel ieve it can be done through modernization of the 
system, but not without a g reat deal  of  soul  searching ,  
d ifficu lty, debate and trauma. That  should not  be 
permitted to d iscou rage us or to scare us off, how
ever, Mr.  Speaker. It has to be done n ow, in the 1 980's, 
in order to reinforce and save the system .  

So, I con c l u de, Sir ,  b y  suggest ing i n  brief recap 
form that those five steps are steps that I t h i n k  shou ld  
be addressed by provincial Health M in isters and 
Health critics and other persons interested in  the 
health situation across Canada today and the Federal 
Health M i n ister. I t h i n k  the Federal Health M i n ister 
should take the lead in these i n it iatives, but fai l ing  
that, there is  no  reason why the provincial  Health 
M i n ister can't do  it.  They can do it; they can address 
these chal lenges at their i nter-provinc ial meetings 
and they can go to the Federal Health M i n ister with 
recommendations and with requests for leadersh ip  
and representation and encou ragement. 

Those five steps; first, the clear commitment to 
preservation of Medicare, which means acknowledg
ing al l  the d ifficu lties and spe l l ing  out the chal lenge 
clearly to Canadians that m odernizat ion of Medicare 
is requ i red to save it. 

Secondly, a foru m for the doctors to lay out their 

grievances so the problems that they have in l i v ing  
w i th  Medicare are h onestly and cand id ly  put o n  the  
table and explored and not obscured by superficial 
proposals that tend to cover th ings up, rather than to 
explore them. 

T hi rd ly, a morator ium by the Federal Government 
on  declamatory threats about u ni lateral changes to 
the Medicare system. 

Fourthly,  a reform of the Medicare fee schedu l e  i n  · 

th is  prov ince and i n  every province to b u i l d  i nto it 
provisions that recognize professional talent and pro
fessional ach ievement and seniority and expertise 
that reward persons for excellence; that e l i m inate the 
present system ,  which is  totally egalitarian and treats 
everybody u n der the fee sched u le exactly the same 
way; that make it worthwh i l e  for specialists, profes
sionals in th is field to try and do a better and better 
job, not j ust a faster and faster job.  

Fifthly,  S ir, a very serious comm itment to look at the 
hospital system; look at the status quo ;  look at the 
entrenched dynamics that keep i t  operat ing the same 
way; conforming to social demands and social reali
ties of the 1 950s a n d  the 1 960s, when i t  has to be 
prepared to meet the realities of the 1 980s and the 
1 990s. Moderniz ing and reforming the hospital sys
tem is essential to rei nforc ing the whole health care 
system ,  of which Medicare is  such an i mportant 
component. 

I thank the members of the Legislature, M r. Speaker, 
for provid ing me the extra few moments to conclude 
my remarks, and respectfu l ly request of the M in ister 
of Health, who has been k i n d  enough to l isten to my 
comments today, to perhaps read them at h is  le isure 
i n  Hansard when they appear and consider whether 
they have some val id ity or not .  

Thank you. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The q u estion before 
the House is  that M r. Speaker do now leave the Chair  
and the H ouse resolve itself i nto a Committee to con
sider of the S upply to be g ranted to Her Majesty. I s  
that agreed? 

MOTION presented and defeated. 

MR.  SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Health .  
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MR.  DESJARDINS: May I suggest, S i r, that you n ow 
cal l  it 1 2:30 and I 'd l i ke to move, seconded by the 
M i n i ster of E d u catio n ,  t h at t h e  H o use be now 
adjourned. 

M O T I O N  presented and carried and the H o u se 
adjou rned and stands adjourned unt i l  2:00 p .m .  on  
Monday afternoon 


