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BUDGET DEBATE (Cont'd) 

POINT OF PRIVILEGE (Cont'd) 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER, Jerry T. Storie (Flin Flon): 
The Hono u rable M e m be r  for Concordia. 

MR. PETER FOX (Concordia): T h a n k  y o u ,  M r. 
Speaker. I t  gr ieves me that I have to address myself to 
th is  q u estion here i n  th is  C h a m ber. I had thought that 
we would strive to maintain the decorum ,  in fact, to 
i mp rove i t  with the new group of M LAs but I f i n d  that 
the ones who are probably abusing the system more 
than anyone else are the ones who have already had 
some t ime in here and who should k now better. 

N ow,  I want to i n dicate to you, M r. S peaker, t h at I 
believe that this motion really should not have come to 
a debate. A matter of privi lege is somet h i n g  of a very 
serious nature. I have always u nderstood that a matter 
of privi lege only arose in respect to a member when h e  
w a s  p re v e n t e d  f r o m  d o i n g  h i s  d u t i es as a 
parl iamentarian. 

Secondly,  t hat a matter of pr iv i lege in respect to t h e  
H ouse o n l y  arose when the H o u se could n o t  carry o n  
w i t h  i t s  d ut i es as i t  deemed i t  s h o uld.  This  w a s  n o t  t h e  
case i n  t h i s  i nstance. I n  th is  i nstance, a m e m be r  raised 
a q uest i o n  that he cal led pr iv i leg e  in respect to a 
matter w h i c h  both sides have admonished each other 
conti n u a l l y  and w h i c h  are not in the r u l es but we have 
become accustomed to say i n g  that we wil l  not d iscuss 
the absence or  presence of a member. 

Now, both sides have adhered to this and all of a 
sudden we want to make a matter of privi lege out of i t .  
M r. Speaker, I have n o  objection to any matter going 
before t h e  R u les C o m mittee, b u t  I do object to the 
r u l es being abused by m e m bers because they want to 
gain some brownie points. 

Now, the mem bers that have made th is  issue i nto a 
debate are the ones who are real ly  losing on the 
g rounds that the B u dget Debate is  general ly the 
debate for the O p position. Yet,  because they have n o  
real debate i n  respect to the B u d get they, I bel ieve i n  
my o p i n i o n ,  have raised t h i s  a s  a red herr ing.  I can 
hear them moan i n g  and g roan i n g  b ut the issue is  very 
clear to me,  M r. Speaker. 

As I have i n d icated, we debate matters of privi lege 
only and I would say that i n  this case, the motion was 
made correctly but the su bstance of the motion was 
not a matter of pr iv i lege. The fact that the motion is 
correct, that the issue that is being raised is  correct i n  
format, does not make i t  a matter o f  privi lege. I agai n 
repeat, t h at s ince we have agreed and m any t i mes 
remi nded each other that we w i l l  not mention who's i n  
or  who's out of the Cham ber, that that q uest ion then 
can not become a matter of pr iv i lege. I f  someone 
wants to take i t  up with the R u les C o m m i ttee they can 
very wel l do so. There are a n u m be r  of ways to br ing it 
before the R u les Committee but a matter of privi lege is  
not  the way to do it. 

Let me go o n  a l i tt le bit further,  M r. Speaker, and 
i nd icate that there are a n u m be r  of other  t h ings that 

have occu rred w h i c h  i t  gr ieves me to have to repeat i n  
th is  H o u se i n  respect t o  the procedures. I k n ow i t  was 
partly my fault that we never got to debate the matter 
of which takes precedence, point  of order or  matter of 
pr iv i lege. B ut I want to i n d icate to you today and th is  is 
my opin ion and I t h i n k  it's j u st common sense that a 
point  of order has to take precedence over anyt h i n g  
else whether i t  comes before the H o u s e  a t  t h i s  t i m e  or  
any other  t ime. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder please. The Honour
able M e m be r  for Virden on a point of order. 

POINT OF ORDER 

MR. GRAHAM: M r. Speaker, on a point of order. I 
bel ieve we're discussin g  a Resolution before us.  I 
t h i n k  the h o n o u rable mem ber is b r i n g i n g  some 
extraneous material  i nto the debate that has no rele
vance whatsoever to the debate before us. 

MR. FOX: On that point of order, M r. Speaker, I want 
to i n dicate to you that one of the problems we have i n  
th is  House is  procedu re and a matter o f  privi lege i s  
part o f  the procedu re t h at we're havin g  d iffic u l ty over 
because, when the m e m ber was speaki n g  some 
mem bers try to get up o n  a point of order and they 
were denied the floor at that t ime. Later on somebody 
was speaking o n  a point of order and somebody was 
denied o n  a matter of privi lege so we've got to get o u r  
act together one way or  the other. I ' m  going to again 
say it's p l a i n  common sense what we have to d iscuss 
in respect to a matter of privilege or  a point of order. 

A point of order has to take precedence because if  
you're us ing t h e  wrong procedure, a privi lege or any 
other matter is  i nval id. You m ay have n o  quorum; 
t h at's a point of order. So you can discuss a l l  the 
matters of privi lege you l i ke ,  you can't  come to any 
decisions because you don't have enough members i n  
the House. S o  agai n ,  I want t o  reiterate a point o f  order 
takes precedence and a matter of privi lege, in th is  
i n stance, i t  was not. 

Thank you, M r. Speaker. 

MR. GRAHAM: Thank you, M r. Deputy Speaker. I ' m  
q u ite surprised that members i n  t h i s  Chamber would 
want to d iscuss somet h i n g  that has a l ready been dealt 
with and I would suggest to you, S i r ,  t h at any person 
who wants to argue about whether or not it's a point of 
p riv i lege or  not is  real ly ,  in essence, chal lenging the 
rul ing of the Chair  and, M r. Speaker, i t  is  my i ntention 
to defend the r u l i n g  of the Chair because if  you des
troy the paramou nts of t h e  Chair you have destroyed 
the parl iamentary system. M r. S peaker, what we see 
today is  the face of i d iocy in this C h a m ber,  not realiz
i ng that when we are discuss i n g  a matter of t h i s  
u rgency i n  the H o u se that i t  is  democracy itself t h a t  is  
o n  tr ia l .  The very subject matter before us today i s  
whether or  not t h e  Executive Counci l  should be called 
o r  should be in th is  Chamber when debate is  occu r
r ing on a very i mportant matter which is the whole 
pol icy of the Executive Counci l .  

M r. Speaker, I want to bring i t  to the hono u rable 
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members' attention that before they can come i nto 
th is  Chamber they have to be elected to sit in th is  
Assembly and once they have been elected to sit i n  
t h i s  Asse m bly, and I realize that it's n o t  ent irely true, 
but i n  99 percent of the cases the Executive Cou n c i l  is  
chosen from mem bers who have been elected to sit  in  
this Assembly. This Assembly meets, accordi n g  to o u r  
ru les, it m u st s it  a t  least once every 1 2  m o n t h s  where 
the p rogram of the Executive Counci l  is  p l aced before 
every mem ber of the Assembly and the Executive 
C o u n c i l  is  cal led to explai n their  program to every 
mem ber of the Assembly and that i n c l udes members 
o n  the other side who are not in the Executive Counci l .  
That is  part of the parl iamentary system and that is  
part of  democracy. 

I f  you chal lenge the parl iamentary system, then you 
chal lenge democracy. If the Honourable Govern ment 
H ouse Leader wants to do that, then I suggest that he 
go out and do that  to the people rather than do i t  i n  this 
C ham ber, because the system of democracy and the 
parl iamentary system is  one that m ust be protected. It 
is  a very frag i l e  t h i n g ,  but it is  a system t h at brings i nto 
th is  Assembly at least once every year the m e m bers of 
the Executive C o u n c i l  and they are cal led before th is  
Assembly to answer for  their  actions. I f  those members 
choose not to take part in Debate, then i t  does to some 
extent c u rtail  the amount of debate that goes on and 
does prevent the wholesome . . .  

M r. Speaker, there may be some i n  t h i s  Chamber 
that want to get  in  the gutter, but I prefer to debate i n  
th is  Chamber and parl i amentary debate belongs i n  
this Chamber.  The parl iamentary system m ust b e  pro
tected and this is  the p l ace for true parl iamentary 
debate to take place. So I suggest to every member of 
this Assembly that if  you want to preserve the parl ia
mentary system and preserve the democratic system, 
that you support the Reso l ut ion that is  before us. The 
Resol ution asks that the R ules C o m m ittee consider a 
requ est that half of the Executive C o u n c i l  be i n  t h i s  
Assembly when i t s  program is  b e i n g  debated. 

The Resol ut ion makes no mention of q uestion 
period; makes n o  mention,  Mr. Speaker, of any b i l ls  
that are before the H o u se; makes n o  mention of any 
government resolut ion.  A l l  i t  is  asking is  that in  the 
one s ingle  program of government, that is ,  when they 
p ut forward their Budget for the ent ire year, that 
m e mbers of the Executive Counci l  be in th is  Asse m bly 
to l i sten to the debate, to take part i n  the debate and, if  
there are points raised i n  debate, that they are here to 
answer them, correct them or  make their  contri but ion 
so that the debate can be carried on to the benefit of  
the democratic system and to the benefit of the people 
of Manitoba. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I suggest to each and every 
member who is not a membe r  of the Executive Coun
c i l ,  to s u pport th is  Resolut ion.  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n iste r of 
Health. 

MR. LAURENT L. DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): M r. 
Speaker, I understan d  th is  is a debatable motion and I 
certainly i ntend to take part, it is my r ight no matter 
what h igh-pockets says out there.  

I might  say, M r .  Speaker, that  I 'm not a bit  d isturbed, 
I am not i n s u lted, I am not i n censed, I am not s u r-
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p rised. I m ight  be i nsane, if I ' m  h e re long e n o u g h  I 
could be i nsane, that's poss i ble.  

Now, M r. Speaker, I t h i n k  i t  is  somet h i n g  that I 
would expect and I ' d  l i ke us again to examine the 
strategy that we see in front of us today. Remember,  
M r. Speaker,  that the B udget Speech is  there mostly to 
g ive the m e m bers of the O p position a chance to 
speak. It is, therefore, the members of the Opposition 
and remember that there is  even a set n u m be r  of days, 
and remember that th is  has to be called and there is  no 
other busi ness d ur i n g  that t i me, u nless it's adj o u rned.  

I t  is  obvious, after l iste n i n g  to the debate, that they 
have nothing to say, they were caught by com plete 
s u r prise. A l l  we heard is  plat itudes. They felt so bad, 
they were so s u re that it was going to be sales tax, as I 
said yesterday, a l l  their  speeches were on sales tax 
and that's al l  they were stick with it Now they're losing 
out  and t h ey want to waste t ime.  As the Member for 
Concordia said ,  i t  is  q u ite obvious,  M r. Speaker,  -
( I nterjecti o n ) - there's s m i ley. There's the genius.  
Can we stop for a m i n ute and look at  the genius and 
look at the person that  l i kes to rule by degrees? -
( I nterject i o n ) - He's r ight  here. He wasn't here a l l  
afternoon but the genius is  h e r e .  People a r e  d u m b. H e  
doesn't k n ow h o w  they got t h e i r  c a l l  to t h e  Bar. He's 
i ns u l t i n g  h is own tradit ion and a beach whale. Wel l  
l i sten, you weigh t h ree quarters as m u c h  as I do and 
you are t h i s  short, so I g uess you'd cal l  that  a h alf
assed beach whale. 

Mr.  Speaker,  they want to i ntroduce a red herr ing.  
This  is w h at they want to do on their  own t ime; they 
don't want to talk  about the B udget. The m e m ber that 
i n t roduced the resolution certain ly k nows more than 
that and he had a b ig smi le  during the debate before 
5:00 o'clock. He's a leadersh i p  candidate for that s ide 
and he i ntroduced the motion - ( I nterjection) - What's 
that degree, what's that again? Wel l ,  certa in ly  not for 
the leaders h i p  of your party and neither . . .  Are you 
going to let them cal l  a leaders h i p  . . .  O h  no, you 
changed that rule.  - ( Interject ion)-

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order  please. O rder p l ease. 
Could I remi n d  honourable m e mbers to address their  
remarks to the Chair? 

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, I should go on a h i g h e r  leve l ;  
I 'd sooner talk  to the C h a i r  as the Leader o f  the Oppo
sition; you're right.  

Are you going to speak on th is? 

A MEMBER: You're a b igger fool now than you were 
when you were elected and I ' m  here to testify to that. 

MR. DESJARDINS: Maybe you should tell my consti
tuency that. 

A MEMBER: What party do you belong to now? 

MR. DESJARDINS: The good party. - ( I nterjection)
! welcome that. He wants to k now what party. I have 
certain pr incip les that I 've never changed. I 've got the 
courage of my convictions; not l i ke shorty out there. 
We talk about restraint and all of a sudden,  give,  give,  
give and who came i n  with a big flower and a big 
smi le? - ( I nterjectio n ) - Look at sk i nny.  This is  the 
same party that wants the R ules C o m mittee; fat stuff, 
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stupid,  beach whale. Doesn't it scare you to be so 
bright and the only one so bright? I t  doesn't scare 
you? No, you believe that. 

A MEMBER: Compared to you we all look bright.  

MR. DESJARDINS: O h  wel l ,  if  you look iri  that kind of 
m irror, that's f ine. That's t h e  k i n d  of m i rror that's in a 
funny house and that's probably where you are 
because you belong to a funny house out there. 
( I nterject ion)- You wouldn't u nderstand anyway. 
No, the mover of the R esolut ion,  M r. Speaker, did not 
say that the ru les were broken. He d idn't say that there 
was something against tradit ion or the customs. You 
k now h e  is  tal k i n g  about somet h i ng that is done in the 
H ouse of Commons,  in  every H ouse. Here it 's  the 
same t h i ng and it was done when these people were i n  
government; i t  was done d u ri n g  the R o b l i n  years; it 
was done dur ing the Schreyer years and it' l l  keep on 
being done because it is  i mpossib le ,  Mr .  Speaker,  to 
try to run a department and be here at all t i m es. I was 
one of the front bench that was here when th is  motion 
was passed, by accident. At 3:00 o'clock,  after the 
q u estion period, I was asked by one of the mem bers 
o n  the other side who had a p roblem,  a legit imate 
p roblem,  with somebody in his constituency and I 
went to my office to try to hel p these people i m me
diately and that motion could have been cal led then 
and there's no way,  M r. Speaker, that  you can do your 
work. The Session has been four to eight weeks and 
there is no way that  you can be here . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease. The Hono u rable M i n is
ter of Health. 

MR. DESJARDINS: How em barrass i n g  it m ust be for 
the mem bers on that s ide and especial ly  when I ' m  
talk i n g  about t h e  rules a n d  w e  have t h e  genius out 
there com i ng in and ma k i ng statements l i ke th is. He 
doesn't even k n ow what i t 's  a l l  about  as usual.  

Now, M r. Speaker, i f  the mem ber that moved this 
motion would have been serious he certain ly wouldn't 
have taken time from his people, t ime d u ri ng the 
debate o n  t h e  B udget, because they are faci l i t ies. He 
certa in ly  is  entit led to g ive h i s  o p i n i o n ,  there is  no 
doubt about that at a l l  a n d ,  in fact, the tradit ion and 
the ru les provide exactly for that because there is  an 
opport u n ity to make a speech on g rievance and to get 
it off your chest if  there's somet h i ng that bothers you, 
M r. Speaker,  so that could have been accom p l ished 
without this red herring and without tak ing time from 
this Debate on this B udget. 

N ow,  M r. Speaker, I t h i n k  the membe r  said, wel l 
there had to be Cabi net M i n isters? I don't see where 
they differentiate between the front bench and the 
backbench and he even added that as far as he was 
concerned, that he d id n 't care if  the mem bers of the 
backbench were here at a l l. This  is  exactly what he 
said .  Everybody has one vote, one vote only and,  M r .  
Speaker, I don't t h i n k  that t h e  M i n ister o f  Fi nance feels 
that we have to hold h i s  hand to show that we s u p po rt 
h i m .  

You k now, if  the p e o p l e  w a n t  to k n ow the way i t  
w o r k s ,  we've h a d  meet ings to talk  a b o u t  the Budget; 
we've had B u dget meetings - ( I nterjection ) - what're 
you say i n g ,  shorty? O h  he's d u m b. O h  boy, that's 

great. It takes a genius to call people d u m b  and fatso 
and com m u nist. You k n ow, no wonder he's been an 
em barrassment to all the mem bers of this House and 
especia l ly  to his own party who'd l i ke to get rid of h i m .  
M i n d  you, he's t h e  b iggest asset we had. I t h i n k  that he 
d i d  more to hel p the - ( I nterjection) - Well ,  at least I 
keep my p r i n c i p les, not l i ke you. I 've got the cou rage 
of my pr inci ples and if  it means changing party, I 
change party. - ( I nterjection ) - Exactly w here I 've 
been all the t ime, exactly from . . .  

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, if  shorty can keep q u iet awhi le,  if  
he can crawl back oh no, he is i n  h i s  own, o h  no, he's 
s itt ing u p, I'm sorry, I cou ldn't see h i m  for awh i l e  
there, M r. Speaker. - ( I nterjection) - Flatter you, 
that's the last th ing I 'd do. 

Mr. Speaker, I t h i n k  the mem ber that made t h i s  
motion c o u l d  have said what w a s  bugging h i m .  H e  had 
all the chances in t he world but he d idn't want that. As 
I said,  the M i n ister of F inance k n ows that he has t h e  
bac k i n g. We've m e t  t w o  long weekends i n  a row, 
i nc l u d i n g  the Friday afternoon, all day S unday to d is
cuss t hat. We met with the Caucus; that work has been 
done. We're standing behind the M i n ister of F i nance 
1 00 percent. 

Mr. Speaker, nowhere does it say that you have to 
be h e re to l isten to all the speeches. It is  i m possib le  
and,  i n  fact, I th ink  there were eight of  the m e m bers of 
Cabinet who spoke on th is  Debate already, eight of us,  
and there was one that was slated for tonight, to speak 
tonight  and a few more. I would imagine that, if  we 
would have had all the time, that all the m e m bers of 
t h e  Cabinet would have spoken; there's eight that 
spoke already. 
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Now a Session coul d  be anywhere from four to eight 
months and anybody, especial ly those that have had 
experience, can tel l me that they can sit  here a l l  day 
and run a department, I certa in ly  don't bel ieve i t  and I 
can't see how they could do it ,  it is i m possible. They 
did the same t h i n g  as we d i d. Then the say i n g  is  in 
Ottawa, the same t h i n g ,  everybody is  sett ing u p  meet
ings after the q u estion period. That has been the tradi
tion of t h i s  House and the m e m be r  said, well he would 
l ike to have the R ules C o m mittee meet to make s u re 
that there's more M i n i sters. Wel l ,  what does he sug
gest? Half  of them? Three-quarters of them? How 
many? How many should be there a n d  should i t  be 
each their turn or  should it go by the responsib i l ity 
t h at you have, the amount of B udget that you have? I'd 
i magine the M i n ister of Health would have to be here 
al l  the time when I have responsi bi l i ty for one-t h i rd of 
the B udget, I guess I should be here all the t ime. 

M r. Speaker, the M e m be r  for R o b l i n  was saying that 
I wasn't meet i n g  with h i s  mem bers of h i s  consti
tuency, people that wanted to meet with the M i n ister. 
So we're s u pposed to be here? We're supposed to 
look after our own department and we're supposed to 
meet with everybody else. So all r ight,  the Session 
started when? So you k now it's i m possi ble, M r. 
Speaker, to be doing a l l  those th ings at once. As I said, 
i t  doesn't s u rpr ise me, i t  doesn't excite me,  i t  is  a 
strategy, it's q u ite obvious because they're tak i n g  
s o m e  o f  t h e i r  own t ime not to debate th is  Budget, they 
don't want to debate this Budget. 

We've participated and I t h i n k  t h e  p u b l i c  k nows that 
we've s u pported the M i n ister of F inance, that we're 
behind h i m .  The work is  not done here, you don't have 
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to hold h i s  hand. You have other work to do, M r. 
Speaker. - ( I nterjection)- I ' m  afraid I can't say the 
same th ing as you, you can't be any d u m ber than you 
are now. So it 's  i mpossible to be bothered. You know, 
th is  is  a g reat way to debate. You're d u m b .  No I ' m  not 
You're du m b. No, you're d u m ber. Any t ime now you're 
probably going to say, you're mother wears running 
shoes or  that k ind of th ing or  a babushka or  something 
l ik e  that. You know, your mother wears a babushka or  
you're a com m unist. You know, Charl ie McCarthy? 
Wel l ,  it's not Edgar Bergen, it's Charlie McCarthy 
m o u t h ing Joe M cC a rt h y  you know, y o u ' re a 
com m unist. 

Wel l ,  Mr.  Speaker, there's one th ing though that I ' m  
very p l eased with,  that the m e m ber talked about t h e  
R ul es Comm ittee. I t h ink w e  s h o u l d ,  I t h ink it's about 
time we have a meeting of the R u les Com m ittee and 
we' l l  look at the R ules on both sides; the way q u es
tions are asked, the way q uestions are answered, 
because we're making a mockery. There's yel ling con
tinual ly on th is  t h ing. I ' m  speaking for all the members 
because we're all as g u i lty one as the other, I 'm g u i lty 
and you're g u i lty, we're a l l  g u i lty -(lnterjection)
well, I ' m  not speaking for you. 

M r. Speaker, the m e m be r  who comes in and the 
name-call ing that we've seen, who e mbarrasses peo
ple to tears, who's been an embarrassment to the 
province is  out there and talking about speaking for 
h i mself.  He's the one that wants to r u l e  by decree; he 
said then i t  becomes r u les, it becomes law. Wel l ,  he's 
had it, he' l l  never come back,  he's on h i s  way out, he's 
not going to last four years. Talk about four years, 
they're going to k i c k  h i m  out the fi rst chance they 
have. They' l l  use h i m  as the hatchetman for a few 
years and then before the election they' l l  change their  
i mage and get somebody a l ittle more reasonable, that 
won't be too diff icult. 

If we're going to talk about the R ules C o m mittee 
let's talk about the R ules C o m mittee. Let's bring the 
R u les C o m mittee in and talk  about the way the com
m ittes are made,  talk about what is  . . .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order please. 

MR. LYON: What deal did you make to run again and 
become a m e m ber of the Cabinet? 

MR. DESJARDINS: How in the h e l l  d i d  you ever 
become Premier of  this Province? 

MR. LYON: By opposing people l i k e  you. 

MR. DESJARDINS: And that is  why you lasted one 
term at best or  your mother wears running shoes! 

MR. LYON: You're real ly clever, aren't you? 

MR. DESJARDINS: I 'm j ust as clever as you any day 
of the week ,  any day in the gutter, and on the hockey 
rink, anywhere you want You might  scare some of 
these people but you don't scare me a damn bit ,  not 
even a l ittle bit - ( I nterjection)-

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order p l ease. Indeed, a l l  
members should address their  remarks to the Chair. I 
think it adds to the decorum of the H ouse. In addition I 

bel ieve that a l l  mem bers w i l l  have their  opportunity to 
speak on th is  motion if  they so wish,  therefore, would 
they p l ease wait their  turn and wait patiently w h i le 
each member has a chance to express h i mself on th is  
motion? 

MR. DESJARDINS: Thank you, M r. Speaker, I would 
ask if he could contain h imself j ust for a few m inutes 
-( Interjection)- you've passed that stage -( Inter
jection ) - M r. Speaker, if  we're going to talk  about the 
R ules Committee, I 've been trying to make a point; I 've 
been interrupted about 20 t i m es.  B ut, Mr. Speaker, 
let's have a meeting of the R ules C o m mittee and l et's 
look at the q u estion period to start with, the way the 
q uestions are asked, the way they're answered. Let's 
have the same r u l es for everybody; let's look at the 
condition that people come in to make sure that peo
ple don't come in under the inf luence of l i q uor in 
debate. Let's look at these t h ings and let's clean up the 
act here. I ' m  a l l  for i t  I ' m  ready to go along with 
anybody and I 'm ready to fol low the ru les providing 
the r u l es are played the same by everybody. Thank 
you very much,  M r. Speaker. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Hono u rable M e m be r  
f o r  Robl in-Russe l l .  

MR. J. WALLY McKENZIE (Roblin-Russell): M r. 
Deputy Speaker, what a tragedy. The government 
over here is not prepared to l isten to the O pposition or  
the taxpayers of this province to talk about  th is  
B u dget; scared stiff to walk in the door; scared stiff to 
stand in their  seats. And,  M r .  Speaker, we have to be 
stood u p  tonight and l i sten to one of the most - the 
oldest m e m be r  of this Chamber - of more service, M r .  
Speaker, and to give a lesson especial ly  to t h ese new 
members about the decorum of this H ouse from that 
M e m be r  for St Boniface. M r. Speaker, I wish I had 
about four h o u rs to tel l about the pol it ical career of 
that Honou rable Member for St Boniface who stood 
up in th is  House tonight, M r. Speaker, and said he's 
not d ist u r bed - he's never been disturbed he's 
been a L i bera l ,  he's been an N O P, he's been every
t h ing,  he's not d ist u r bed about anyth ing. He also said 
he's not insulted. Who can insult h i m ?  He's never been 
insulted by L i berals or  N O P; he j ust runs rampant 
through t h i s  p lace. He's b i g ,  he's rough,  he's tough ,  he 
abuses you, M r. Speaker, he j u st takes over. 
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B u t  t he tragedy is ,  M r. Speaker, he made a lot of 
statements that I cannot d igest He said and I wrote i t  
down, "the B udget that's for the O pposition." What an 
insult  to the taxpayers of th is  province, the B udget -
he said it ,  M r .  Speaker, and I q uoted h i m  - I ' m  stand
ing up here and defending the taxpayers of th is  prov
ince in t h i s  Budget; so are all of us. He said,  in fact, and 
I q uote h i m ,  "the B udget for the O pposition" and that's 
the problem with that government over there, they 
don't understand; t h ey never w i l l  understand; they 
don't know what the political p rocess of this province 
is  all about, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand here in support of the motion 
that was put before the House by my H ouse leader. I 
was th inking at the end of h i s  remarks that the Hon
o u rable Member for St Boniface was going to support 
that motion. It seems to me as I got the tenor of h i s  
voice, that he is  in support o f  it because he said c a l l  t h e  



R u l es C o m m ittee and that's i n  the motion. so I suspect 
he's g o i n g  to vote for it. He said,  M r. Speaker. the 
Opposition don't  want to debate the Budget, what a 
farce. The problem is ,  M r .  Speaker, they haven't read 
the Reso l ut ion that's before th is  C o m mittee. Have you 
read the Resolut ion? A l l  the Resol ution asks is  for at 
least a m i n ority of the Treasury Bench fo sit over at 
your desk and l isten to what we have to say and that's 
all it said,  a m i nority to l i sten and they're not prepared 
to do that but they're going to vote against it ,  M r. 
Speaker. 

The problem, M r. Speaker. with this government, 
I 've said it i n  my Throne Speech and I 've said it. weak, 
i l l-conceived, no p l a n n i n g ,  n o  d i rect ion,  they're run
ning rampant over there. They've got no w h i p; if  t hey 
had a w h i p  they wouldn 't have th is  problem they got 
today. The other p roblem,  they got th is  M e m be r  for 
Spri n gfield over there who t h i n ks he's a speaker and 
he can r u n  all the R u les of t h i s  H ou se and he was here 
before Moses that's sitt i n g  over there behi nd h i m .  I 
hope the M e m be r  for S p ri ngfield one of these days 
w i l l  clean up his act and if  the H o use Leader of the 
party over there would stop l iste n i n g  to him and l isten 
to my H o u se Leader. we wouldn't get ou rselves i nto 
these problems because I suspect the M e m ber for 
Springfield has got you in more problems than any
body over here has, M r. Speaker. 

M r. Speaker. could I have a g lass of water please? 
Because. M r. Speaker. I would l i k e  to go about 40 
m i nutes if  I could,  o n  this subject. I t h i n k  i t  deserves 
g reat debate; I t h i n k  i t  deserves long h o u rs of debate 
because t here's a lot of t h i n g s  that have to be - and it 
gives me a second chance to make a second B udget 
speech.  

M r. Speaker, th is  is a pol itical arena and s u rely 
members over there understan d  t h i s  is a pol it ical 
arena. To stand up and be crit ical  of us for catc h i n g  
y o u  off g uard and p ut a resolut ion on the O rder Paper 
and now you're mad, we caught you off g u a rd .  You've 
got a poor w h i p; you've got a poor leader over there 
and you've got n o  Premier,  you're i l l- led you're i l l
conceived and, M r. Speaker. there they stand. Either 
Anstett, the M e m ber for Springfield's r u n n i n g  the 
place or  the H ouse Leader's running the p lace or  the 
whip's running the place, it s u re isn't the Premier. 

I sti l l  t h i n k  as I stand here tonight ,  because I 
watched the conference that took p l ace a ro u n d  the 
desk of the Honourable M e m ber for Spri ngfield, he's 
r u n n i n g  that caucus. at least he's tryi ng to. He's the 
guy that's gett ing in t ro u ble. I tel l  you my friends, we 
know about the H o n o u rable M e m be r  for Spr ingfield.  
H e  was here one t ime and he left th is  place and we 
have a lot of k nowledge about h i s  works in th is  p l ace, 
M r. Speaker. I advise the Premier and the House 
Leader real q u ick.  d u m p  that g u y  over there. Get r id of 
h i m  because he' l l  get you in more trouble in one day 
than you can possibly experience in a whole week.  H e  
t h i nks h e  k n ows t h e  ru les; he t h i nks he k n ows th is  
place; he th inks he was here before Moses who is 
sittin g  over there behi nd h i m. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, 
he has a lot to learn about this arena and about pol it
ics. I k now the learned M e m ber for Ste. Rose who is 
sitt i n g  beside h i m  should be g u i d i ng him better than 
he is. 

M r. Speaker, the substance of this motion;  what is  
the su bstance of the motion ?  The motion asks for at 
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l east a m i nority of the Treasury Bench to sit and l i sten 
to see if  we can get you out of this diffi c u l t  problem 
t h at you have,  where you basi cal ly  have a worse 
B u dget than MacEachen had in Ottawa. You real ly 
have.  The m o re we dig i nto it and the more we try and 
develop, it 's a worst Budget than MacEachen has. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of th is  p rovince are not 
acquainted with h idden taxes. There's h idden taxes 
l i sted a l l  through that Budget. The people of th is  prov
i nce are not acquai nted with that. I t's o u r  d uty as an 
Opposition to make them acquainted with those h id
den taxes. They stand u p - s u re they're not prepared to 
l i sten over there - no. L u c k i l y  today the F i rst M i n ister 
stayed in for a l ittle whi le .  I see, M r. Speaker. they're 
scared of the B u dget al ready. They can't defend it. I 
haven't heard one M i n ister over there stand u p  and 
defend this B udget. They'l l  talk about  A l berta. Sas
katchewan, Nova Scotia, Pr ince Edward I sland.  We 
heard the Honourable M i n ister of Northern Affai rs 
today and he went at great length. He never defended 
t h i s  B udget. He attacked us when we were in O pposi
t i o n ,  but I never heard h i m  espouse one word in s u p
port of th is  Budget. Not a word. M r .  Speaker, and h e  
c a n  rise i n  h i s  place again a t  a later date. 

So, I t h i n k ,  M r. Speaker. i t  is  o u r  duty as an O pposi
t i o n  to stand up and let the people of this p rovi n ce -
even if we have to do it by a resolution that was con
ceived by the H o u se Leader of our party - to a lert t h e  
people o f  th is  provi nce. I t's t h a t  b a d ;  i t ' s  i l l-conceived; 
it 's i l l -t i m ed and we don't want n o  part of it. We're 
going to tell the people, even i f  we have to do i t  th is  
way. I t's that  bad. 

M r. Speaker, is  the M e m be r  for St. Boniface trying 
to tel l  me tonight and t h e  members of th is  Legislat u re 
and the people of t h i s  p rovi n ce,  it's not the d uty of the 
O p position to stand up and f ight th is  B udget unt i l  we 
can't breathe n o  more i f  it's t h at bad? I s  that what 
they're trying to tel l  us? Wel l.  we' l l  learn when they 
vote. Now, M r. Speaker, we have that learned w h i p  
that t h e y  g o t  over there n o w  to m a k e  s u re e n o u g h  
bodi es a r e  i n  the Cham ber. He s h o u l d  resig n .  That's 
about the th i rd t i m e  he's been caught with his pants 
down - at l east the t h i rd t i me. I apologize for h i m  
because he's a new member. I don't t h i n k  anybody 
even explai ned to h i m  what the d uties of a w h i p  are. I 
say, M r. Speaker, that he has fai led h i s  party m isera
bly. T h is is  not the f irst occasion,  M r. Speaker; it's the 
t h i rd occasion that member has fai led h i s  party. I don't 
k now if  the F irst M in i ster's going to put h i m  in t h e  
government o r  not. I d o u bt i t  n o w .  He' l l  l i kely go t o  the 
salt  m i nes now or  back home. 
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M r. Speaker. let's go through th is  docu ment agai n  
t o  tel l  the people o f  th is  province what they promised 
and what they pledged and all the t h i ngs that they said 
t h ey were going to do. That's the reason why we're 
standing up and fighting - ( I nterject ion)-

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder p lease. The Honour
able M e m ber for Thompson on a point of order. 

MR. STEVE ASHTON (Thompson): The debate is  on 
the motion with regards to the C o m m ittee of Privi
leges, it's not o n  the B udget or  o n  w h atever w h i ms the 
M e m be r  for R o b l i n - R u ssel l  has. Really, for that mat
ter, it shouldn't  be a matter of havi n g  person a l  i n s ults. 
There is  a substantive motion on the floor and this is  
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not on that. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I thank the honourable 
member for his comments. The Hono u rable M e m ber 
for Robl in-Russel l .  

MR. McKENZIE: Mr.  Deputy Speaker,  there's a clas
sic example of the mental ity of their whi p  over there. 
He doesn't even k now the rules - doesn't u nderstand 
the ru les. How can he be whi p? How can he whi p  that 
party when he doesn't u nderstand the r u les? He j ust 
rose in his place and put certa i n  senti ments in the 
record which you u nderstood, M r. Speaker, and I 
u nderstood but,  he doesn't. 

That's the tragedy of that party: leaderless, weak, 
n o  whi p. L iste n i n g  to the Member for Spr ingfield 
guide them through these difficult t imes and there 
they stand. I t's a tragedy. I would thin k ,  M r. Speaker, if 
this  resol ut ion had been on the Order Paper tonight 
that we're d iscussi ng,  the people of this provi nce 
wouldn't real l y  realize how bad they are over there; 
how really bad they are. 

M r. Speaker, let's go back and look what they said i n  
the Throne Speech. Have you read that o n e  lately? I ' m  
aski ng the M e m ber for Spr ingfield. Has h e  gone 
through that one lately? 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order please. The Honour
able Govern ment House Leader on a point of order. 

POINT OF ORDER 

HON. ROLAND PENNER (Fort Rouge): M r. Speaker, 
I would ask you to rule whether o r  not what the H o n
o u rable M e m ber for R o b l i n-Russell  is doing referring 
to the Throne Speech as he attempted a few moments 
ago, to refer to some p i ece of election l iterature, is i n  
order. I t  seems t o  me that there ought t o  b e  some 
return to sanity in this House at this ti me. I f  members 
want to speak to the motion, then speak to it. Let their 
remarks be relevent to the motion.  I thi n k  we've had 
enough of this k i n d  of i nsane nonsense from either 
side of the H o u se. We're b r i n g i n g  the H ouse i nto d is
repute and it's t i m e  that there was a l itt le bit  of settl i n g  
down. Speak t o  the motion. Let's deal with the motion. 
Let's get on with the business of the H ouse. 

I f  you want to debate the B u dget, then have a vote 
on this; get it out of the way one way or another and 
get back to the Budget. I 'm s u re that the people of 
Man itoba, S i r, who elected a l l  of us d i d  not elect us to 
engage in the k i n d  of circus which has been started by 
that i l l-conceived mot ion .  B ut, if we are to debate it ,  
let's at least debate it ,  not go a l l  the over the map. The 
members o pposite are tak i n g  u p  the t i m e  they clai m is 
so precious to them to debate the Budget. Wel l ,  
debate the Budget, b ut let's not debate everything 
including these r id iculous,  chi ld ish remarks. 

I 'm sitting here - ( I nterject ion)- yes, m i n ute after 
m i n ute wonderi ng if  I ' m  in a H ouse with adults in i t  or a 
H ouse of people who ought to be back in some k i n d  of 
k indergarten or  zoo. Let's restore a sense of decorum. 
I appeal to you, S i r, sitt ing as you are, as Speaker, to 
exert your authority to make sure that is  what happens. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The H o no u rable M e m ber 
for Turtle M ou ntain on the same point of order. 
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MR. RANSOM: M r. Deputy Speaker, on the same 
point of order. I f  the Government House Leader has a 
point of order then he should use it as a point of order 
and not r ise to debate the motion for a second time, 
which is  what the Govern ment H ouse Leader has j ust 
done. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would l ike to thank both 
mem bers for their com ments and I would say that I am 
also concerned by the remarks of the Member for 
Robl in-Russel l. He i n d i cated, I bel ieve although to 
be certain I would have to check H ansard - I bel ieve 
he i n dicated that this was an opportunity to debate the 
B u dget a second t ime. 

Clearly the Mem ber for Thompson had a legit imate 
point of order when he i n d i cated to the H ouse, and to 
all members, that speeches were to be d irectly rele
vant to the q uestion. Any remarks contrary to that 
r u l i n g  would be c learly out of order and I would ask a l l  
members to deal d irectly with the motion and l e t  us 
deal  with i t  forthrightly and d irectly, d ispense with it 
and proceed with the i mportant business that is  
before us. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Hono u rable Mem ber 
for Robl in-Russel l .  

MR. McKENZIE: M r. Speaker,  are those mem bers 
opposite tryin g  to tel l  me that the Throne Speech is  
not related to the B udget or, i n  fact, that the House 
Leader stood u p  and said ,  wel l ,  I 'm waving this  docu
ment i n  front of my hand from this g reat Premier of o u r  
prov i n ce, that it was a chi l d ish message that h e  sent 
out to the people of this province, Mr. Speaker? Is that 
what he said? If I heard h i m  correctly, that's what the 
House Leader said. - ( I nterject ion) -

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order p lease. O rder please. 
The motion before us is the motion that was presented 
by the Honourable M e m be r  for T u rtle M o untain. That 
is the motion that we're debat i n g ,  not the Budget, that 
we would wish we could contin u e  to debate once we 
were f in ished. If the honou rable member could con
fine his remarks to the motion that is  before us. 

The Honourable M e m ber for Robl i n-Russell.  

MR. McKENZIE: Thank you, M r. Deputy Speaker, for 
your g u i dance, but i f  you read the motio n ,  the motion 
i s  related to the B udget, the B udget Debate, and I ' m  
spea k i n g  about the B udget Debate a n d  the way the 
members o pposite, they don't sit in their seats. I 've 
related it back to the Throne Speech and I 've related to 
the B udget, and I've related remarks - if I ' m  out of 
order, M r. Speaker, you rise in your place and I w i l l  s it  
down.  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: For the edificat ion of a l l  
members, the motion before us is ,  moved by the H o n 
o u rable M e m ber f o r  Turtle Mountain,  seconded by the 
Honourable M e m ber for Lakeside; 

THAT the R u les Committee consider the advisabi l
ity of req u i ri n g  that a majority of members of the 
Treasury Bench be present dur ing the B udget Debate. 

The substantive issue here is that this majority of 
the members of the Treasury Bench be present. 

The H o nourable M e m be r  for Robl in-Russel l. Does 
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the honourable mem ber have further comments o n  
t h e  motion? 

MR. McKENZIE: M r. Speaker, I 'd be much happier if  I 
had a copy in my hand.  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Are you ready for the 
q uest ion? 

MR. McKENZIE: M r. Speaker, I 'm waitin g  for the 
Clerk to del ive r  the copy if  I can have that privi lege. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber 
for Robl in-Russel l .  

MR. McKENZIE: Thank you, M r .  Speaker. I r ise again 
and thank you for the considerat ion of presenting me 
with a copy of  the Resolution that's before the House. 

It says here: "THAT t h e  R ules C o m mittee consider 
the advisabi l ity of req u ir ing a majority of the members 
of the Treasury Bench be present dur ing the Budget 
Debate . "  A n d ,  M r. Speaker, I 've related to the Budget 
several t imes in my address and you m ust have heard 
me, M r. Speaker. I 've also related to the T h rone 
Speech. I f  it 's going to embarrass the members o ppo
site that m u c h  I don't want them to be em barrassed 
because of my address, Mr. Speaker. All I want them 
to do is  to sit and l isten to what the Opposition has to 
say i n  t h i s  B udget Debate. I ' l l  not go back and dwel l 
with these g reat documents t h at came out d u ri n g  the 
election campaign l ike this one, w here Conservatives 
w i l l  g ive away anythi ng to be re-elected, in fact, 
they're w i l l i ng to give away Manitoba . . .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder please. Order p lease. 
The Honourable Government House Leader on a 
point of order. 

POINT OF ORDER 

MR. PENNER: M r. Speaker, on a point of order. Time 
and t ime again we have heard from m e m bers opposite 
this eve n i n g  about our g reat parl iamentary system 
-and I t h i nk i t  is a g reat system - and the rules w h i c h  
u nderl ie that system. H e r e  t w i c e  you have r u l ed ,  M r .  
S peaker, sittin g  i n  the Speaker's C h a i r  w h i c h  symbol
izes the authority of the House and the authority of the 
Speaker, that Her Majesty's busi ness be done i n  the 
H ouse, twice you have r u l ed that what that member 
has done is  out of order and now a t h i rd t i me he has 
dared to stand i n  h is seat to defy you r r u l i n g ?  I cal l  
u pon you,  if  he does i t  agai n ,  to name that mem ber, as 
he has named before, and to let h i m  know what the 
authority of the Speaker is .  I f  we don't know tonight  
what the authority of the Speaker is ,  we never wi l l .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I thank the Honourable 
Attorney-General for h i s  advice. I f  the Honourable 
M e m be r  for R o b l i n - R ussel l would c o n c l u de h i s  
remarks on t h e  motion,  p l ease. 

MR. McKENZIE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I regret 
very m uc h  the sentiments of t he House Leader. I don't 
t h i nk i n  a l l  the years I 've been here I 've ever heard 
such arrogance, ever, from a House Leader. This is  a 
Brit ish Parl iam entary system that we're pract is ing i n  

th is  room, Sir ,  a n d  i f  that's the ru les that you're going 
to apply as H o u se Leader i n  th is  p lace I w i l l  s it  down . 
Democracy is gone in this province. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The H o no u rable M e m be r  
f o r  Sturgeon C reek. 

MR. J. FRANK JOHNSTON (Sturgeon Creek): Thank 
you,  M r. Deputy Speaker. I w i l l  stick to the motion, M r. 
Deputy Speaker, because I don't  want to l ive in fear of 
the House Leader. 

I can o n l y  accept, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that if  the 
H ouse Leader can stand u p  and g i ve the House 
i nstructions, such as he j ust did previously,  we are in a 
sorry position. 

M r. Speaker, the motion that has been put before us, 
S i r, has been put before us for a reason that has 
become very obvious s i nce the B udget Debate started 
in th is  H ouse. The motion ,  I might  say, S i r, was 
thought of several days ago but i t  was also thought 
that it would be not the best t h i n g  to do and poss i b l e  
the Treasury B e n c h  w o u l d  c o m e  d o w n  and start t o  
give the O p position the courtesy, and the people that 
elected the Opposition, the courtesy of l istening to 
their  debate. 

M r. Speaker, I l i stened to the F irst M i n ister and he 
talked about people who m issed q u estion period and 
people who m issed debates previously wit h i n  this 
H ouse. I don't presume to do that because I don't 
p resu me to say anyt h i n g  and I won't say anythi n g  
because I don't have t h e  proof o f  who was h e r e  when,  
if  ever before, except in 1 973, Mr.  Speaker, I went to a 
town h a l l  dur ing the election and foun d  somebody 
from the N O P  Party had been keeping my attendance 
up in the H o u se and I hope that never happens again 
and I hope t h at we do not refer to who's in the House 
and who isn't. 

B ut, M r. Speaker, I would say that t h e  reason forth is  
motion is  a request for a majority, I bel ieve, or  a large 
percentage of the Cabinet to be here. 

Now yesterday when the Government of Canada, a 
M i n ister from the Government of Canada took the 
t i m e  to be concerned about the B udget of M a n itoba 
and what i t  may do to M a nitoba, I would say that th is  
has to be one of the i mportant B udgets that  w i l l  ever 
be before us for a long t i m e  and certa in ly  one of the 
most i m portant that we've had i n  a l o n g  t ime.  I would 
suggest that when the mem bers opposite on Treasury 
Board met with the H o n ou rable Mr. Axworthy, there 
m i g h t  have been t h ree or four of them,  there would 
have been no reason why there couldn't have been 
other  M i n isters in the H ouse. S i r, I don't th ink the 
motion would ever have been presented if  we hadn't 
foun d  on many occasions when there were n o n e  and 
many occasions when there was only one. Mr .  Speaker, 
I say on many occasions,  I am not one of the best 
attenders in the House from t i m e  to t i m e  but I a p p re
ciate the B u dget Debate because I t h i nk it's one of the 
most i mportant debates that is  in  th is  Legislat u re. 

Now let's talk about the i mportance of th is  one, M r. 
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Speaker. Here we have a government and t h e  M i n ister 
of F i nance and a Premi e r  who i s  present ing a brand 
new tax i n to the Province of Manitoba. The sales tax 
was presented many years ago. We've had occasions 
w hen there have been i ncreases of taxes. We have had 
many occasions when t here have been decreases i n  
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taxes but u nder t h i s  B u dget Debate. S i r ,  there has 
been a brand new tax i ntroduced i nto the Province of 
Manitoba and the Treasury Bench should be here to 
l isten to the debate that goes on in the H ouse. 

We have now had i ntroduced to us. M r. Speaker, by 
this govern ment. a tax that every person who pays a 
salary in th is  province m ust take 1 .5 percent of that 
payroll and pay it .  - ( I nterjection) - Well. M r. Speaker, 
the M i n i ster of F inance says, I k n ow bette r than that. It 
wasn't me that said it .  I 'm only going by what the 
M i n ister has said in this H ouse. He said, everybody 
who has a payroll in this provi nce . . .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder please. The Honour
able F i rst M i nister on a point of order. 

POINT OF ORDER 

HON. HOWARD R. PAWLEY (Selkirk): The Mem ber 
for Sturgeon C reek had told us but fou r  or  five m i n utes 
ago that he would restrict h i mself to the motion. It has 
taken but a few words for h i m  to enter i nto the s u b
stance of the B udget. M r .  Speaker, I t h i n k  that Manit
obans expect and i ndeed, deserve to have us deal i ng 
with the su bstance of the B u dget and not t h i s  k i n d  of 
u nfortunate waver ing and wanderin g  and reck l ess 
moving about that real ly  is  provid i ng no constructive 
result. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker. if  honourable members can't 
restrict themselves to the motion then I would suggest 
that we have a vote so we can get back to the debate 
that Manitobans are i nterested i n ,  rather than d u c k i n g  
the debate o n  the B udget. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Member 
f o r  S t u r g e o n  C r e e k  on t h e  p o i n t  of  o r d e r .  
- ( I nterjection) -

MR. JOHNSTON: O n  the point of order and with a l l  
due respect. S i r, I don't  k now t hat i t  w a s  . . .  
- ( I n terject ion)-

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order  please. The Honour
able F i rst M i n ister has made some com ments about a 
point of order. I s i m ply ask the mem bers to make t h e i r  
remarks relevant to the motion before us.  Remarks 
that stray towards remarks o n  the B u dget or  other 
matters either being debated or  previously debated 
are clearly out of order and I would ask honourable 
m e m bers to confine their  remarks to the specific 
motion before us. 

MR. JOHNSON: I would l i k e  to speak br iefly to the 
point of order and then I wil l  get bac k ,  S i r. 

I have been speaking,  mentioni n g  the B udget and 
every t ime I 've mentioned the Budget I have referred 
to the reasons why the members should be in the 
House. I f  the i m portant poi nts of the B udget are not 
the reasons for the mem bers to be in the H o u se then,  
real ly,  I don't k now why the resolutions are there 
because they obviously don't bel ieve i n  being i n  it .  So, 
M r .  Speaker. I w i l l  try to stick to the Resolut ion and I ' m  
o n l y  say i n g  w h y  the Reso l ution was presented a n d  
why the m e mbers s h o u l d  be i n  the H o u se f o r  t h e  
B udget. 

M r. Speaker, I heard h i m  say that I ' m  afraid to 

debate the B udget. I have debated the B udget and I ' m  
saying that t h e  members o n  the opposite s i d e  a n d  t h e  
Treasury Bench w h o  have p l aced before us a B udget 
w h i c h  they should be in the H ouse to l isten to, and 
that's what the request is ,  because it's probably a t ime 
i n  h istory i n  the Provi nce of Manitoba that  we won't 
see for a long t ime,  that they should be here, M r. 
Speaker, because the Budget i ntroduces a brand new 
tax to this provi nce. I t  i ntroduces a new bu reacracy to 
col lect i t  and it i ntroduces all k inds of m oney to have 
to col lect i t  and everybody that h i res somebody has to 
pay it .  Now. M r. Speaker, if  that does not have an 
effect on the i n d u stry com i n g  to this provi nce, i f  it 
does not have a n  effect o n  everyt h i ng i n  the pro
vince . . .  - ( I nterjecti o n ) -

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder p l ease. The Honour
able F i rst M i n ister. 

MR. PAWLEY: I would ask again whether or not the 
member is  speaking to the Resolution at hand.  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I bel ieve the honourable 
member was making h i s  com ments on the Resolut ion.  
I t  is  very diff icult  i ndeed, for the Speaker to rule o n  
each occasion where a membe r  refers to a budgetary 
matter because it is  my opin ion that the honourable 
m e m be r  has tr ied to relate it to the motion in some 
way. I would ask mem bers to confine their  remarks as 
closely as poss i b l e  to the matter before us so t hat we 
can i ndeed cont inue with the debate on the B udget. 

The H o no u rable M e m ber for Sturgeon Creek.  

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr.  Speaker, I thank you for  your 
rul ing and if the chi ldish request of the F i rst M i n ister is  
such that  he wants me to say,  every t i m e  I mention the 
Budget. that he should be here sol ic it ing to it ,  I wi l l  say 
so. 

The F i rst M i n ister should be l isteni n g  to the B udget 
because it's a brand new type of tax that's in t h e  
Province o f  Manitoba. The F i rst M i n ister should b e  
l isteni n g  to the B udget because i t  is  the f i rst t ime that 
we've had this type of a payro l l  tax in the P rovince of 
Manitoba. The F i rst M i n ister should be here l isteni n g  
to t h e  B udget with t h e  M i n ister o f  F inance because 
everybody i n  this province who pays a salary w i l l  now 
have to s u b m i t  m oney to the P rovin ce of M a nitoba i n  
some way, shape or  form. H e  should b e  l isteni n g  to 
the B udget, Mr. Speaker, because they w i l l  have to 
have a bu reacracy to col lect it ;  t h ey w i l l  have to have 
inspectors for c h u rch's books and everyt h i n g ,  so the 
F irst M i n ister should be l isteni ng to the Budget. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O n  a point of order, t h e  
Honourable Government House Leader. 

POINT OF ORDER 
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MR. PENNER: You have. S i r, this eveni n g  t h ree of 
four ti mes a l ready r u l ed that speeches should be rela
tive to the motion .  The M em be r  for Sturgeon C reek 
has, despite the l i berality of your r u l i n g ,  has chosen -
t h i n k i ng that he's being s mart I s u p pose and that he 
can p u l l  one ove r yo u r eyes - to try and do an end-run 
around your r u l i n g .  I think that i t  should be clear that 
he can't  nor can any member. There is  a motion. 
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debate the motion,  if he's not prepared to debate the 
motion then he should be told to sit  down, not by me 
but by the Speaker. The Speaker m ust rule that we 
have to restore the decorum of this H ouse, we have to 
restore the order in th is  H ouse. I f  we can't do that th is  
evening then I th ink we've lost the game. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The H o n o u rabl e Leader of 
the O p position o n  the same point of order. 

HON. STERLING LYON (Charleswood): O n  the point 
of order,  I d ist i n ctly heard you, S ir ,  less than two or 
three m i n utes ago say that you, in response to the 
F i rst M i n ister, had dete r m ined that the M e m be r  for 
Sturgeon Creek was speaking to the motion.  I 've not 
dete r m ined anyt h i ng from his comments s i nce that 
time that would lead you to bel ieve that the i rrespon
s ib le  comments by the Attorney-General,  and puta
tive Leader of the H ou se,  are in any way deserv i n g  of 
your consideration. 

I would suggest, S i r, with the greatest of respect 
that you tell the Leader of the H ouse that he should 
read t h e  r u l es and become more acq uainted with the 
methods of proced u re in th is  k ind of a Canadian parl i
ament before he stands up and tr ies to i nf l ict his k i n d  
o f  person a l  bias w i t h  respect t o  debate u pon t h i s  
House. 

You, Sir, have made a r u l i n g  with respect to the 
M e m be r  for St James. I suggest, with the g reatest of 
respect, the Mem ber for Sturgeon Creek be a llowed to 
carry o n  as before without the i nterruptions from the 
F i rst M i n ister or  the Attorney-General who don't  seem 
to l i k e  free democratic parl iamentary debate. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would thank both the hon
o u rable mem bers for their  comments. I would say that 
the i n it ial  i ntent of my remarks to the Honourable 
Member for Sturgeon Creek was to i n dicate that an 
occasional  reference to the B udget Debate would be 
acceptable. However, to i nfer from that that prefaci ng 
each statement that he makes that the H o n o u rable 
F i rst M i n i ster should l i sten because, does not consti
tute arg u i n g  to the point 

The Honourable M e mber for Sturgeon C reek. 

MR. JOHNSTON: Thank you, M r. Speaker, and 
might  say that this would not have been necessary if  
we hadn't have had them beco m i ng very touchy of 
why the Resolution is the way it is ,  S i r. 

The Resolution reads that the R ules C o m mittee 
consider the advisab i l ity of req ui r i n g  that a majority of 
the members of Treasury Bench be present dur ing the 
Budget Debate and the debate o n  it is  basical ly the 
reason why they should be here. I have said the reason 
why t h ey s h o u l d  be here is, t h i s  is  a brand new tax i n  
the P rovi n ce o f  Manitoba. This  tax can have an effect 
on everybody i n  M a n itoba and that's why three
q u a rters of the Treasury Bench s h o u l d  be here d u ri n g  
the Budget Debate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I f ind it k i n d  of hard to say t h at 
t h ey s h o u l d  be here d u ri ng the Budget Debate to 
l i sten to somet h i n g  else. I can o n l y  say to them, S i r, 
that the reason for the Resolution is that we want them 
here d u ri n g  the B udget Debate to hear the B udget 
Debate. The reasons for want i n g  to hear the B udget 
Debate is  the B udget an d  I 've tr ied very had to stick to 

that but they're very touchy on the other side. They 
don't l ike wanting to k n ow that the Treasury Bench 
real ly has an obl igation as the people who sat down 
and designed this Budget and brought us a tax in 
Manitoba for the f irst t ime in h i story that we' l l  ever 
have the tax, that that isn't i m portant 
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I f  they do not regard the fact that the Treasu ry 
B ench were t h e  people t h at put th is  B ud get together 
and the Treasury Bench should not be here to l isten to 
it, if  they bel ieve the Treasury Bench shouldn't be here 
to l i sten to it after they've put it together, Sir, they have 
a very h i g h  d isregard for this Legislat u re. - ( I nter
j ection)- That's r ight,  he says hal le lujah when I said 
that They don't have a regard for this Legislature.  

M r. Speaker, in the system that we have i n  M a nitoba 
we have a government,  they have a majority and t h ey 
have an O pposition. The Opposition is there to pres
ent to the government the o p i n ions of the O p position 
s ide when the government presents its B udget, when 
i t  presents its Throne Speech. They m ust tel l  the peo
p l e  of M a nitoba what they i ntend to do and how t h ey 
col lect the money and they m ust do that once a year i n  
the Province o f  Manitoba. 

Now if  we e l i m inate that, Mr. Speaker, and we have a 
situation where there's no O pposition or they're 
speaki ng to a House which is  void of the people that 
basically made the legislation we go to a total itarian 
system, Sir,  because that's the basic reason for O ppo
sit ion and that's the basic reason for the Treasury 
Bench to l isten to the O pposit ion of this H ouse. This  
p i ece of legislat ion real ly says, S ir ,  that  we are aski ng 
the Treasury Bench that has brought a brand new tax 
to t h i s  province, to have the courtesy to l i sten to the 
people from the other side. 

M r. Speaker, the M i n ister of F i nance gets very 
proud of the fact that he hM talked to businessmen 
about this B udget I would be w i l l i ng to say, S i r, that I 
h ave probably talked to m o re than he d i d  s ince the 
B udget 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The honourable m e m be r  is 
clearly debating the Budget? If the honourable member 
has some remarks o n  the motion, he may conclude. 

MR. JOHNSTON: Well ,  M r. Speaker, so I say to the 
honourable member that I th ink he should be here to 
hear the opin ions of the members o n  t h i s  s ide of the 
businesspeop l e  that they have talked to.  But the 
m em bers on the other side choose not to l isten to t h e  
O p position who h a s  taken the t i m e  s ince the B u dget 
came dow n ,  to get o p i n ions from other  people to 
present to the House for the M i n i sters to l i sten to and 
consider  before the vote on th is  Budget M r. Deputy 
Speaker, they have not had the courtesy to be here 
and q u i te fra n k ly, I wil l  be very i nterested to see how 
they do vote. 

I want the people out there to k now t h at the Treas
u ry Bench,  if  they're vot i n g  agai nst it, if  the govern
ment does not bel ieve that at least half of the Treasury 
Bench s h o u l d  be avai lable to hear the m e m bers from 
the Opposition whi le the Budget is  being debated, 
when we have a brand new tax in the P rovin ce of 
Manitoba. Thank you. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The H o n o u rable Member 
for Spr ingfield. 
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MR. ANDY ANSTETT (Springfield): M r. Speaker, 
before I beg i n  my remarks, I would l i ke to comment 
briefly u pon my regret that th is  debate has even taken 
place today. In fact, the Attorney-General is  suggest
i ng that o u r  fi rst q uestion to h i m  tomorrow should be 
whether or not having to l isten to th is  debate not be a 
violation of o u r  Charter of R ig hts in terms of cruel and 
u nusual punish ment. 

Certa i n ly an argu ment can be made because i t  is  
not  a debate which has addressed either  the issues of  
the B udget although an attem pt has been made by 
several mem bers opposite - or real ly a q u estion of 
privi lege as it's defined u nder o u r  R ules. 

M r. Speaker. I have some concern about the M e m be r  
f o r  Robl i n's comments w i t h  regards to myself i n  that 
although he h eaps fai nt praise, I t h i n k  he m i g h t  be i n  
danger o f  protesti n g  too m u c h  because i f  h e  keeps i t  
u p  somebody o n  this side m i g h t  actual ly  bel ieve i t  and 
I 'd j ust as soon they d idn't. 

M r. Speaker, the M e m be r  for Virden talked earl ier  
about  mem bers on th is  side who have some reserva
tions about th is  motion that's been presented by the 
Opposition House Leader chal lenging the Speaker's 
ru l ing .  Mr. Speaker, I 'd l i k e  to address the q uestion of 
t h i s  motion very specifical ly  in terms of what we are 
tal k i ng about in this debate tonight.  

F i rst of a l l ,  M r .  Speaker. the motion that was moved 
was ru led o n  by the Speaker - the m e m be r  is q u ite 
correct, a lthough su bstantively we d i d  not hear a rul
ing from the Acting Speaker this afternoon - by plac
ing the motion before the H ouse. he admitted that the 
motion was correct as to form. M r. Speaker, I 'd  refer 
you and honourable members opposite to Citat ion 80 
on Page 24 of Beauchesne. C itation 80, S ubsection 2.  
"A q uest ion of p rivi lege on the other hand is  a q u es
t ion partly of fact and partly of law: a law of contempt 
to Parliament." That's what we're talk i n g  about here, 
whether or  not as a matter of substance the motion 
and the q u estion raised by the O p position House 
Leader is real ly  a matter of contempt to parl iament 
and is  a matter for the H ouse to determine. 

The Honourable former Speaker of this Chamber 
said that the Speaker ruled.  There was a matter of 
privi lege here.  I t  wasn't a matter of privi lege in terms of 
the rul ing of the Speaker. There was a matter of pr iv i
lege that the Speaker said the House should decide. 
That's the f i rst point. 

Many members over there were q u ite concerned 
and castigated members here when we raised the 
q uestion of su bstance. Mr .  Speaker, that's the essence 
of th is  debate. For those who dou bt it ,  I suggest that 
they should be the ones who should do some research 
in parl iamentary practice, not the Honourable House 
Leader on t h i s  s ide who's demonstrated an amazing 
acu men i n  the short t ime he's been i n  t h is House. 

M r. Speaker, the Honourable the Leader of the 
Opposition is  again on his feet crying out the k inds of 
th ings he cried out earl ier. Oh, he's sitt ing,  I ' m  sorry. 
Wel l ,  the Honourable House Leader is  speaki ng.  H e  
said earlier. he k nows reds w h e n  he sees them. That 
should be on the record, M r. Speaker. That's what he 
said.  He shouted to the Premier of th is  provi nce, if you 
want to hold a M a rxist meet ing,  don't  hold it i n  here, 
hold it in your office. Mr.  Speaker, that's the kind of 
O pposition contri bution we've been puttin g  up with i n  
t h i s  House. M r. Speaker, that's my concern a n d  that's 

why I 've c h osen to speak on t h is motion and speak 
about the p rivi leges of this H o u se and the abuse of 
them and the fact that those privi leges have been 
abused m o re in the l ast five years in this House by the 
Leader of the Opposition than probably any other  
member and I i ntend to document that. 

Mr. Speaker, before I get to that s u bject I suggest to 
h i m  t h at rather than keep his mouth open, he t h i n k  
back t o  December, 1 980 w h e n  he sat i n  the Prem ier's 
chair and lectured the House and the Speaker and 
ordered the H ouse and the Speaker to do certain 
th ings with respect to the pr iv i leges of a m e mber and 
when he's done t h i n k i ng ,  he can open his mouth.  I 
s u g gest t h a t  w o n ' t  be i n  a very s h o rt t i m e .  
- ( l nterject ion)-

M r .  Speaker, the q ual i ty of  t h e  former Premier's 
contri bution in this debate is  at about the same level 
as the qual i ty of the government he offered to th is  
province for  the last four  years. 

Mr. Speaker, I was q uotin g  from Beauchesne before 
the one-term Premier i nterrupted my remarks. The 
decision of the House on a q u estion of pr iv i lege l i ke 
every other matter which the H o u se has to decide, can 
be e l i c ited only by a q uestion put by the C h a i r  by the 
S peaker and resolved either in the affirmative or  the 
negative and this q uestion is  necessarily founded on a 
motion made by the member. I suggest to those 
members opposite who said that the q u estion was 
decided by the Speaker i n  admitt ing the motion ,  that 
that assu m ption is i n correct based on that rule. 

I q uote further, Section 3 of Citation 80. " It  fol l ows 
that t h o u g h  the Speaker can r u l e  on a q u estion of 
order . . .  " -( I nterjection) -

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order p lease. T h e  Honour
able M e m be r  for T u rt le Mounta i n  on a point of order. 

POINT OF ORDER 

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker,  if t h e  M e m be r  for 
Spri ngfield is  i ntendi n g  to chal lenge the r u l i n g  of the 
C h a i r, then h e  should do so. I f  he is  p urport i n g  to 
speak on the motion,  S ir ,  I don't bel ieve t hat he's 
speaking o n  the motion. - ( I nterjection) -

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order please. I ' m  sorry, I 
d i d  not hear the hono u rable member's remarks. O rder 
please. 

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, I say if  the M e m ber for 
Spr ingfield i ntends to chal lenge the Chair, he should 
do so. I f  he is  p urport ing to speak to the motion then I 
suggest he's out of order, S ir ,  on the basis of the r u l i ng 
that you have j ust made. 
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Hono u rable M e m be r  
f o r  S p ri ngfield on the same p o i n t  o f  order. 

MR. ANSTETT: O n  the same point of order, M r. 
Speaker, I wish to assure the Honourable O pposition 
H ouse Leader and you. S i r, and other members of the 
H ouse, that at the beg i n n i n g  of my remarks I said that 
the r u l i n g  made by the Speaker i n  adm itt ing the 
motion was certai n l y  correct and I d id not d ispute it .  I n  
fact, I would commend the member for hav i n g  made 
that decision consideri n g  the length of time he's had 
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to be in th is  House. Certain ly, Sir ,  I do not chal lenge 
either the Acting Speaker's r u l i ng nor do I i ntend to 
challenge you. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order p lease. I bel ieve the 
point of order made by the Honourable Mem ber for 
Turt le M o u ntain is  that the remarks were ·not consist
ent with the motion before us.  Although we thank the 
honourable member by way of explanation h i s  
remarks, coul d  he conti n u e  on t h e  m a i n  motion? 

The Honourable M e m ber for Springfield.  

MR. ANSTETT: M r. Speaker, for the edification of 
members opposite, I would point out that I am describ
ing for those mem bers who had some d o u bt as to 
whether or  not mem bers on this side by reviewi ng the 
ru les, were chal lenging the Speaker's r u l i n g  before 
supper, that that is  exactly what we were not doing.  
What I wish to do is  demonstrate hopefu l ly, to some 
members o pposite who may have qualms again about 
the nature of this moti o n ,  that this motion does not 
have the su bstance w h i c h  would cause mem bers i n  
th is  House t o  vote for it .  I would not chal lenge for one 
m i n ute the Speaker's R u l i n g  which al lowed the s u b
ject to come before t h i s  H o u se for debate; that was 
eminently correct. 

Mr. Speaker, subsection (3) of C itation 80 provides 
and I q uote, "It fol l ows that, though the Speaker can 
rule o n  a q uest ion of order, he cannot rule on a q u es
tion of pr iv i lege." Wel l ,  M r .  Speaker, how are we chal
lenging a Speaker's R u l i n g  on a q u estion of privi lege? 
I commend that Citation to the Leader of the Official 
Opposition who j ust had some concern here about me 
chal l e n g i n g  a Speaker's R u l i n g  when the C itat ion 
says none can exist. M r .  Speaker, I suggest . . .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The motion before us is  
somewhat removed from the comments being made 
by the honourable m e m ber.  I have thanked h i m  for the 
i n dication and for h is e n l i ghtenment and for point ing 
out those sections to us. Could he confine the 
remai nder of h i s  remarks to the motion? 

MR. ANSTETT: M r. Speaker, I w i l l  do my best to con
fine my remarks to the matter of privi lege before the 
H ouse. I thought  that with a s i n g ular  exception I was 
address i n g  matters of privi lege, in pr inciple ,  as an 
i ntroduction to very specific com ments and I thought 
with a very s i n g u l a r  exception the last h o u r  or so I was 
one of the few mem bers who was doing so, but I w i l l  
do my best to be m u c h  m o re d i rect to t h e  c urrent 
q uestion before the H ouse. 

M r. Speaker, the q uestion before the H ouse is  the 
q u estion of substance, the q uestion of whether or  not 
the R u l es Committee should,  as a matter of privi lege 
in this H o u se, s h o u l d  as a matter of privi lege consider 
the advisabi l ity of a majority of the m e m bers of the 
Treasury Bench bein g  present dur ing the Budget 
Debate, being req u i red to be present. I don't t h i n k  the 
word, "requ i red," is  in the motion. 

MR. ADAM: Does it say that there, i n  Beauchesne? 

MR. ANSTETT: " R e q u i r i n g  that a majority of the 
members of the Treasury Bench be present d u ri ng the 
B udget Debate." M r .  Speaker, that's the substance of 

the q uestion of privi lege; that's the matter which m ust 
be decided in th is  H ouse. Beauchesne, on that q ues
t i o n ,  i n  terms of the r u l es to w h i c h  we m ust address 
ou rselves to determine whether we'd even consider 
vot ing for this motion,  provides also i n  the same s u b
section I q uoted earl ier, Citation 80(3) , "his function, 
when a q uestion of pr iv i lege is  raised, is  l i mit ing to 
deci d i ng whether the matter is  of such a character as 
to entitle the motion, which the mem ber who has 
raised the q uestion desi res, to move i t  over priority of 
O rders of the Day." That's been done, M r. Speaker, 
and members o pposite, who suddenly assu med that 
meant that the Speaker had said that for some reason 
there was an attendance problem on t h i s  s ide of the 
House,  were sorely m istaken. 

M r. Speaker, the q uest ion before us is  not a q ues
t ion of form; the form has been decided. The motion is 
in order, it's a legiti mate matter to raise. The q uestion 
before us,  provided for in Citation 84(2) extends to 
decid i ng the q uestion of su bstance whether a breach 
of pr ivi lege has, in fact, been committed. And that's 
what th is  debate is  all about. Has a breach of privi lege 
in this House been committed? The Speaker has said 
only that the motion is  correct. 

M r. Speaker, let's turn to ou r own r u l es to address 
the q uestion of whether or  not, in su bstance, there's 
been a breach of privi lege. Page 59, second paragraph 
provides: "There are privi leges of the H ouse as well 
as members individually. Willful disobedience to orders 
and R u les of Parl iament in the exercise of constitu
tional functions, i nsults and obstructions d u r i n g  
debate, l i bels u pon members, i nterference o f  a n y  k i n d  
i n  official  duties." 

The o n l y  one that could,  by t h e  f u rthest stretch of 
the i magination of the Government O pposition H ouse 
Leader, might  poss i bly  be construed to relate to w i l lfu l  
d isobedience of orders and ru les of parl iament,  m i g ht 
relate to o u r  R u le No.  1 1 .  I ' m  going to try to g i ve the 
mem bers opposite the g reatest benefit of the d o u bt i n  
determi n i n g  whether or  not there's a matter o f  s u b
stance here that is a matter of pr iv i lege. O u r  R u l e  1 1  
p rovides that "every mem ber shal l  attend the service 
of the H ouse and of each Committee thereof of which 
he is  a m e m ber,  u n less leave of absence has been 
given h im by the House." What does that  rule mean? 
We don't have any r u l i n gs on it .  I t  hasn't been raised 
before because most members have enough respect 
for their  fel lows that they accept the fact that a l l  
members can't be i n  here a t  al l  t i mes. 
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But,  M r. Speaker, we then turn to Beauchesne 
w here this matter has been raised and we turn to 
Citation 1 03. Citation 1 03 is  o n  page 34, Mr. Speaker, 
and i t  refers to the equivalent rule in Ottawa, Sta n d i n g  
Order No. 5 which addresses the s a m e  q u estion that 
our R u l e  No.  1 1  addresses with respect to the attend
ance of members. Mr. Speaker, I ' m  q uoting Speaker 
Lamou reux in th is  C itat ion and he says, o n  page 35; "I  
have suggested that before, but for some reason the 
members of the Committee have thought that the 
Sta n d i n g  O rder should not be i nterfered with and that 
i t  should be al lowed to stay. Accordi n g  to my i nforma
tion the last t i m e  the Standing O rder was appl ied was 
back in 1 877. I would t h i n k  after all these years that 
this Stand i n g  Order should be referred to signal the 
absence of any i ndividual mem be r  of the H o use." 

M r. Speaker, what we're tal k i n g  about here is  a r u l e  
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which the Speaker, the Federal H ouse, has said has 
not been appl ied s i nce 1 877 and,  M r. Speaker, with all  
respect, those o n  this side who t h i n k  those in the 
Opposition are l iv ing in the last century have j u st had 
thei r o p i n ion strongly reinforced. They have not rec
ognized the growth i n  government, the compl ication 
and development of Executive Branch responsibi l i t ies 
which prevent Cabinet M i n isters from being in the 
House to the same degree of attendance as was avai l
able pr ior to 1 877.  M r .  Speaker, that's the last t ime it 
was appl ied. So when we ask the q uestion,  is  this a 
matter of su bstance? Mr .  Speaker, if the date on the 
calendar watch on the wrist of the Honourable M e m ber 
for Turt le M ou ntai n predates 1 877, I might  give h i m  
t h e  case, b u t  not today, not i n  t h e  20th Century. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the next q uestio n ,  if  there's a 
q uestion of substance to be addressed, is whether or  
not i n  this H ouse, i n  o u r  experience i n  this H ouse, the 
situation i n  the last  six days has been particularly 
better or  worse than the experience because it 's only 
an affront to th is  H ouse, only a conte m pt to th is  Parl i
ament if  the behaviour  of th is  Executive Counci l  is 
exceptional ly d ifferent from that of Executive Coun
ci ls  i n  recent memory. 

M r. Speaker,  the Honourable M e m be r  for Sturgeon 
C reek, who w i l l  hear better with his mouth closed, w i l l  
f ind that he admitted less t h a n  1 5, 20 m i n utes a g o  that 
his attendance record in this House has not always 
been what he would have l iked i t  to have bee n .  Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I don't comment on that. The Honour
able M e m ber for Sturgeon C reek now wants to debate 
the B udget. Well, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member 
for Sturgeon C reek should exercise m o re control over 
the f lagrant m isuse of B udget t i m e  by his House 
Leader and not suggest that when I wish to speak, I 
m ust then c u rtail  my remarks. 

M r. Speaker, the q uestion is: is  the attendance of 
Executive C o u n c i l  members on t h i s  s ide over the last 
six days substantial ly worse than it was u nder the 
previous a d m i n istrat i o n ,  or  u n d er t h e  S c h reyer 
adm i nistrat ion,  or  the R o b l i n  adm i nistration? M r. 
Speaker, I haven't been in this H ouse that long but 
fortunately I had an opport u nity to be i n  this H ouse 
with a lot m o re regularity than the Leader of the 
O pposition.  I was compel led ,  and let me tel l  you, 
sometimes it's not the most pleasant experience to sit 
with the Clerk, and that's not a reference to the Clerk ,  
but rather someti mes to the debate, f o r  a n u m be r  of 
years. M r. Speaker, I was used to observing,  whi le  I sat 
i n  that chair ,  the n u m be r  of members who were i n  the 
H o u se and let me tel l you it's not only my opin ion but 
the o p i n ion of others whose o p i n i o n  I respect, that the 
experience in the last s ix days has been basical ly,  n o  
better and n o  worse t h a n  it was i n  t h e  last two adm in is
trations of th is  province. 

M r. Speaker, I would submit on the second criteria 
that there i s  n o  j u stificat ion,  n o  su bstance to the 
motion proposed. When the member d i d  propose the 
motion I noted that he d i d  name a part icu lar  M i n ister 
and I would point out  to h i m  that he gave that M i n ister 
cause for a q uestion of privi lege i n  n a m i ng that M i n is
ter and mak i ng reference to h i s  lack of attendance i n  
the H ouse. I expect a l itt le more from someone who 
p u r ports to be that  k nowledgeable i n  t h e  R u les that  he 
can make those k inds of contributions i n  debate and 
move these motions. 

Mr. Speaker, I would expect t h i ngs to be worse right 
now in this H ouse, in terms of attendance because the 
problems we are left are far worse. I would point out to 
honourable m e m bers opposite that there are four 
fewer mem bers in th is  Executive C o u n c i l ,  saddl ed 
with m u c h  g reater responsib i l i t ies because of the 
mess t hey've had to c lean u p .  I would point  out t hat 
the last government had one m em ber in its Executive 
C o u n c i l  whose sole resp o n s i b i l ity was to be in the 
H o u se as House Leader; another m e m be r  was 
responsib le  for Fitness; another M i n ister was respon
sible for C u lt u ral Affai rs .  M r. Speaker, with those 
k inds of portfol io  respo n s i b i l it ies, it's very easy to 
keep two or  t h ree in the H o u se at all t i m es but with the 
load these M i n isters are carrying and the problems 
they were left,  I can u nderstand why it's possible some 
members might m istakenly perceive them to be i n  the 
H ouse a l ittle less than they t h i n k  they should.  

M r. Speaker, let's exami n e  why,  not why the motion 
was moved,  but why the m e m bers opposite are so 
frustrated, why there is  no substance to the motion .  
Let's examine why. I 've given you two reasons b u t  I 
t h i n k  there's another reason which u nderl ies the 
mood opposite, which makes them so c h ippy th is  
eve n i n g .  M r .  Speaker, when we address th is  q u estion 
of substance in the matter of pr iv i lege we say, why? 
Why d i d  they want to d isrupt the B udget debate? I can 
see t hree people s m i l i ng i n  the Press G a l l e ry who 
k now the reaso n .  They k n ow the reason. For the last 
six days the O p position got n o  i n k  and Jack K u c h  
didn't say a darn th ing n ice about t h e m  - I mean, I 
d idn't  hear anythi n g  n ice on C B C  radio.  Excuse m e, 
M r. Speaker. I apologize for mak i n g  an i ndividual  ref
erence to a member of the gal lery. 

M r. Speaker, I trust the Honourable Leader of the 
Opposit ion is not t h reatening me but is  suggesting 
that the C B C  wi l l  do me in .  The H o n o u rable Leader of 
the Opposition suggests that one cannot make si lk  
p u rses out of sows' ears. M r .  Speaker, I suggest to the 
Honou rable Leader of the O p position that he should 
not q uote the u ni nformed source in the W i n n i peg S u n ,  
w h e n  that u n i nformed source last m a d e  reference t o  
h i s  M e m be r  f o r  Pembi na. I ,  too, recall the colu m n s  
a n d  t h e  reference t o  the Mem ber f o r  Pem b i n a  a n d  I 
consider it u nfortunate. If anythi n g ,  I t h i n k  the M e m ber 
for Pembina had a point of pr iv i l ege with regard to that 
k i n d  of commentary. 
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M r. Speaker, the real problem here and the essence 
of this q uest ion of privi lege is  that there is  n o  s u b
stance to it and the Opposit ion has had to raise i t  
because there was n o  substance to their  cr it ic ism in  
the B u dget debate. I don't  pu rport to enter  the B u dget 
debate at this point ,  but what I want to do is point  out 
that this motion arose j ust l i k e  a m us h room, j ust l i ke 
their  debate, but a m u s h room that I part icularly l i ke, 
m u sh rooms cal led shaggy manes.  They're also cal led 
i n ky caps and t hat's what t h i s  reso l ut ion was; a m ush
room attem pt o n  a rai n y  day when they could spr ing 
out of t h e  g rass to try to get them some ink in  t h e  local  
newspapers. M r. Speaker, the shaggy mane is  a m ush
room ;  I do not pu rport to describe mem bers opposite 
that way but I do compare their behaviour as s u c h ,  
and certain ly ,  their  attem pt to g e t  p u b l icity f o r  t h e i r  
i n a b i l ity to contribute constructively to the Budget 
debate is a charade of the worst order. 

M r. Speaker, why did they not get that p u b l icity? 



Tuesday, 1 8  May, 1982 

Why is  this motion ahead of us? Why did we have to 
have t h i s  vehicle t h r ust o n  th is  H ouse d u ri n g  a debate 
that could have been meaningful ,  could have provided 
some constructive cr it ic ism, cou l d  have offered in the 
true parl iamentary tradition what the Opposition, as 
her Majesty's Loyal Opposit ion,  p urports to offer? 

Mr. Speaker, I rem in d  the Leader of the Official  
Opposition once again to t h i n k  back to December, 
1 980, when he chal lenges others about their k n owl
edge about the parl iamentary system. The Honour
able Leader of the Opposition has a problem. There's 
no su bstance to the motion;  there's no substance to 
their  constr ibution to the Budget debate. Now, sud
denly we're faced with i nsults on the other side 
because they cannot make mea n i ngful contributions.  
Their  problem is  that they're going to have to clean 
house. The Honourable Attorney-General said yes
terday there were o n l y  half  a dozen on the other side 
who were i ntel l igent and they were a l l  s m i l i ng because 
each of them thought that they were part of that half 
dozen. M r .  Speaker, I wi l l  s u b m it t h at they've got half 
of a baker's dozen;  they've got six-and-one-half. I 
would suggest that the Leader of the O p posit ion,  i n  
addition t o  the six who are i ntel l igent, is  the one w h o  i s  
half smart. 

Mr. Speaker, their  debate tonight . . .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder p l ease. The Honour
able M e m ber for Stu rgeon Creek on a point of order. 

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr.  S peaker, o n  a Point of O rder. I 
k n ow that the m e m be r  was speaking towards the 
Reso l ut ion when h e  was d iscussing with the House or  
explain i n g  to the H o u se the su bstantives, etc . ,  and 
what have you, but basically forgett i n g  there's a Reso
l ut ion before us for a vote and that's all past, and he 
should be talk i n g  to the Resolut ion or  voti n g  on it .  B ut 
when he starts to tal k about the personal i ties on both 
sides of the H ouse, S i r, I don't t h i n k  that he is  ta lk ing to 
the Resolut ion.  I t h i n k  he should be checked u p .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: T h e  Honourable Mem ber 
for Spr ingfield.  

MR. ANSTETT: Mr.  Speaker, I accept the adm o n it ion 
of the M e m ber for Sturgeon C reek, I concede that the 
comments by h i s  Leader certa in ly  drew me aside and 
distracted me and I apologize for payin g  any attention 
to h i m  w h atsoever, and I promise you I w i l l  do my best 
never do to so again .  

Mr .  Speaker, what we're talk i n g  about is  whether 
there is  any substance to the motion moved . M r .  
Speaker, what we're talk i n g  about is  denyin g  members 
of the Treasury Bench,  mem bers of th is  Cabinet, the 
r ight  to attend in their  offices, the r ight to attend to 
constituency busi ness o n  behalf  of mem bers oppo
site, as well as m e mbers of this side l i k e  myself. A n d ,  
M r. Speaker, the proof of the fact that m e mbers were 
there, attend i n g  to government business, the proof of 
the p u d d i n g ,  the proof that the motion lacks s u b
stance, is that with i n  five m i nutes after it was moved 
more than half of the Executive Counci l  of th is  prov
i nce was in t h i s  C ha m ber,  t h ey were in t h i s  b u i l d i n g  
attending t o  government business, doing t h e i r  job.  

So we now have three basic points which document 
the total  absence of substance in the motion and,  Mr.  

Speaker,  although I suspect there are many more I wi l l  
l eave it at that .  I w i l l  l eave i t  at three poi nts because 
that's th ree good reasons to stri ke out the motion of 
the H on o u r a b l e  Opposit ion H o u se Leader.  M r .  
Speaker, I appreciate their  frustrat ion,  it is  not m y  
i ntent t o  i n  a n y  way avoid t h e  B udget debate, I want i t  
t o  con t i n u e  but,  M r .  Speaker, I offer several thoughts 
about how we can i m p rove the level of the debate and 
avoid the k i n d  of rancor and obvious t i m e  wast i n g  
that's occurred i n  t h e  last several hours.  

M r .  Speaker, I t h i n k  that's of substance to th is  
mot ion because I would l i k e  to avoid th is  k i n d  of abuse 
of the Legislat u re's t ime in the future. M r .  Speaker, the 
Member for Sturgeon Creek is  obviously d isappointed 
that six months yesterday he got some bad news but 
t h at's no reason to raise a matter of p riv i lege and 
demand that h is successors m ust sit in their  chairs 50 
percent of the t ime.  - ( I nterject ion)- Well it's one
half, 50 percent of his successors m ust be here dur ing 
the B udget debate. M r. Speaker, there's no grounds 
for that.  I expect the M e m ber for Sturgeon Creek and 
the M e m be r  for Turt le Mountain to take a broader 
road; I expect those mem bers to deal with the Budget 
Debate, with the economic diff icult ies that are facing 
t h i s  province, to make constructive suggestions.  Mr .  
Speaker, if  that  were happening you'd f ind 95 percent 
of the Executive Counci l  i n  this H ouse but the contri
butions, and I dare say, M r. Speaker, an u n k nown 
mem ber who spoke a couple of weeks ago about the 
q u estion of constructive criticism and valuable addi
tions to debate and the Attorney-General's comments 
yesterday about the same matter, about the level of 
contribution,  h it  the mark.  
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So, M r. Speaker, the q u estion before the H o u se o n  
t h i s  matter o f  pr iv i l ege and t h e  substance o f  t h i s  mat
ter of privi lege that caused i t  to be raised is not the 
attendance of the Executive Coun c i l ,  the substance of 
th is  matter of privilege is the inabi l ity of the opposition 
to do its job, get p roper attent ion in t h e  media for 
doing an adequ ate job and the fact that m e m bers here 
were not receiv ing the k i n d  of constructive crit ic ism,  
debate o n  issues, suggestions of alternatives, the k ind 
of h i g h  road contributions that  I used to expect from 
the M e m be r  for Lakeside when I sat at the table, the 
k i n d  of policy debates, the k i n d  of alternative option 
debates, that th is  House has witnessed for most of the 
last few Sessions. That's absent th is  Session,  Mr .  
Speaker, and that's a sorry comment o n  the q u a lity of  
the opposition that  faces this gover n m ent. A n d ,  M r .  
Speaker, I wish them wel l  i n  c lea n i ng h o u s e  because I 
bel ieve that a good opposition makes for a better 
government. I ' m  hoping to see it, I hope I see it sooner 
rather than later. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of 
the Opposition. 

MR. LYON: M r. Speaker, many who begi n  debates i n  
t h i s  H o u se,  S i r ,  say t h at they d id n't i ntend t o  speak o n  
t h e  part icu lar topic but I ' m  persuaded, after l isteni n g  
to a c o u p l e  o f  t h e  contributions from the other side 
tonight,  if  they may be g raced with that e x p ression,  to 
say a few words in support of the motion t h at is before 
the House because i t  has to do with the heart of parl i
ament.  I 've long s ince, S i r, come to u n d erstand that if  
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one wants to d iscuss and debate the essence a n d  the 
heart of the parl iamentary system of this country one 
doesn't l isten too long to social ists because social ists 
don't u nderstand and don't want a democracy in this 
country, they want t h i ngs their own way. 

The reason, M r. Speaker, we have th is  motion 
before the House today, no one i n  M a n itoba needs 
any i mp rovident k i n d  of u nsol icited advice from the 
current and temporary Attorney-General of this prov
i nce o n  free democratic society, ever. - ( I nterjec
t ion)- No, my honourable friend w i l l  do well to take 
that advice k i ndly because it's meant in a k i n d l y  way, 
worse coul d  be said. 

Now, M r. Speaker, as I said,  I was moved to speak 
tonight because I 'd  heard t h e  a l leged contributions to 
the debate from the M e m be r  for St. Bon iface who,  
over 20-some-odd years in  th is  House has never 
learned that buffoonery is  n o  substitute for i ntel lec
tual debate. So, of course, we're treated on a constant 
basis to his idea of what parl i a ment is  about which,  
thank God, is  not  what the system is  a l l  about. I l is
tened, as wel l ,  to the recent contri bution from the 
temporary Mem ber for Spr ingfield who, for a n u m be r  
o f  years, sat a t  th  is  table a s  one o f  the Assistant Clerks 
of this House and was p l eased to tel l  us  about some of 
h i s  i m p ressions as an Assistant Clerk. M r .  Speaker, 
the only t h i n g  I can say to the H o n o u rable Member for 
Spri ngfield, w h i le he's i n  that temporary position, is  
that he was not a great success as an Assistant C l e rk 
and he's even l ess of a success as the M e m ber for 
Spr ingfield, from which position, we expect he will  be 
vacated when the next election is called. 

So, Mr .  Speaker, hav i n g  heard from those two 
mother-loads of parl iamentary democracy I suppose 
we can proceed on with the debate. The purpose of 
the motion, M r .  Speaker, very s i m ply is  th is  and the 
motion should be passed because it 's  succeeded i n  i ts 
purpose. 

As I sat here j u st before I stood up tonight,  I counted 
1 0  m e mbers of the Treasury Bench sitt i n g  in their  
place where they should be d u ri n g  the course of a 
Budget Debate. Even the M e m be r  for St. Boniface 
who usual ly is  tucked i nto bed by th is  hour  was here 
tonight. So, M r. Speaker, I suggest that the motion has 
served its p urpose already because i t  has succeeded 
in gett i n g  the Treasury Bench back i nto the House. 

M r. Speaker, we're wel l  aware of the fact that there 
are a n u m be r  in the bac kbench who are preach i n g  for 
a call because t he First M i n ister has made i t  known 
that he's going to expand h is Cabinet. I s u p pose, Mr.  
Speaker,  the Mem ber for S p ri ngfield was preac h i ng 
for that part icular  cal l  tonight.  M r. Speaker, as I hear 
those vacant voices on the outer rim - if I may use it 
that way - of the governm e nt's bac k bench,  I may 
suggest that they would have as m u c h ,  I would hope 
given the i ntel l i gence of the F i rst M i n ister, that they 
would have as m uc h  chance of being in the Cabinet of 
this prov i n ce as would a b u n c h  of bay i n g  coyotes on 
the outer r im of some forest on the edge of W i n n i peg, 
because that's about the l evel of i ntel l igence that they 
add to the debate in this H ouse. 

Why is  this motion bei ng debated, Mr. Speaker? I t's 
being debated because the Executive B ranch of th is  
gover n m ent is  showing i ts  d isabuse, i ts  dis i nterest in  
parl i a ment debat i n g  i ts  purpose i n  l ife. The purpose i n  
l ife o f  parl iament,  M r .  Speaker, for t h e  benefit o f  many 

on the other  side who wil l  be u n aware of th is, the 
purpose of l ife of parl iament is  to vote Supply and then 
to vote Ways and Means for the p urpose of rais i n g  that 
S upply.  That's why we have such a debate. That's why 
we have a debate in Supply  that is  ongoing at the 
present t ime,  w h i c h  has been suspended in order that 
the government may move o n  its motion of Ways and 
Means to i n dicate how it intends to raise t h e  money by 
which its s upply,  by which its expenses w i l l  be paid.  
That's what parl iament's a l l  about ;  it was never 
i ntended to be terribly comp l i cated. I ' m  s u re that even 
the Mem ber for Spr ingfield and the M e m ber for St. 
Bon iface m i g h t  be able to col lect that thought if  they 
t h i n k  about it for awhi le. 

M r. Speaker, t here he goes home to bed; the 
M e m be r  for St. Boniface. We are sorry to have kept 
h i m  up. Before he leaves, Mr. Speaker, may I ask h i m  
to raise t h e  same voice i n  t h i s  H o u se o n  behalf o f  the 
i ndependent schools that he used to raise 20 years 
ago when he was so vociferous on t h i s  s ide of the 
H ouse decry i n g  the lack of action on behalf of the 
government of that day with respect to i n dependent 
schools? Why is  i t  that voice of the M em ber for St. 
Boniface has been m uzzled with respect to aid to 
i ndependent schools as he now sits among h i s  social
ist and other friends i n  the Cabi net having,  M r .  
Speaker, disowned whatever pol itical p r i n c i p l e  he 
m i g h t  have been thought to have had before he jo i ned 
that rather m ixed g roup? 

Well ,  M r. Speaker - ( I nterject ion)-

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder please. The Honour
able M i n ister of Natural Resources on a point of order. 

POINT OF ORDER 

HON. AL MACKLING (St. James): Yes, M r. Speaker, I 
thought that after a good deal of d i ff iculty we had 
establ ished the fact that members of th is  H ouse 
should be speaking to the motion that's before us.  For 
the last f ive m i n utes the Leader of the Opposition has 
done nothi n g  of that k ind.  I suggest that he be brought 
to order. 
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would indicate once aga i n  
that the motion before us i s  a serious one and ask a l l  
members t o  speak d irectly to the motion. 

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 

MR. LYON: Thank you, M r. Speaker, and as you are 
well  aware, that's precisely what I was doing.  

M r .  Speaker, neither you,  S ir ,  nor anyone else i n  a 
free parl iamentary democracy needs any lectur ing on 
the rules of a free democratic parl iament by the k i nds 
of M a rxist i nterlopers who from t ime to time f ind their  
way i nto t his House. I f  t he previous m e m be r  w i s hes to 
be i nc luded i n  that group,  he's welcome because he 
makes statements that  make h im a part of that g ro u p .  
I ' m  speak i n g ,  S i r, to those who u nderstand the system 
and who want to s u pport it ,  not, S ir ,  to those who want 
to su bvert it .  

M r .  Speaker, the very s i m p l e  p urpose of this motion 
was that on a n u m ber of occasions during the cou rse 
of the B u dget Debate which lasts about eight days 
accordi n g  to o u r  R u l es,  there have been more than a 
n u m be r  of occasions on which the representation 
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from the Treasury Bench,  after al l whose B ud get is  
bein g  discussed, has been down to one or  practical ly 
n i l .  Now, if  my honourable friends want me to be m o re 
specific and describe what practical ly n i l  is ,  I could 
make a personal description of what that means. 

But,  Mr. Speaker, the point is that the Executive 
Branch of this c urrent govern ment is display i n g  a 
disdain for parl iament and is displaying a devil-may
care attitude toward the debate that goes on i n  th is  
parl iament with respect to i ts  woebegone B udget. We 
fu l ly  i ntend to debate th is  B u dget u nt i l  the f inal  vote i s  
taken on t h e  eighth day. 

Mr. Speaker, that does not prevent us in any way, 
shape or  form from cal l i ng the attention not o n l y  of 
th is  H o use but to the people of M a nitoba to the fact 
that the Executive B ranch of this social ist government 
doesn't care enough about parl iament, doesn't care 
enoug h about the debate that's going on here to be 
here. B u t  when they're cal led to accou nt on a motion 
such as has been presented and w h ich we're now 
debat i n g  by the H ouse Leader of o u r  party, which says 
that the R ules C o m mittee should be called in order 
that a rule may be i n serted which would requ i re the 
attendance of a majority of the Treasury Bench dur ing 
the d iscussion of  the Budget Debate, then we f ind a l l  
o f  a s u d d e n  that t h ey're able to m u ster a majority i n  
t h e  H o u se because they feel t h e  heat on their  but
tocks. That's why they're in the House tonight .  There's 
a l ittle bit  of heat o n  their  behinds.  They k n ow very 
wel l ,  M r. S peaker, what their  p u b l i c  reputat ion is  i n  
th is  prov ince with respect t o  the sanctity with w h i c h  
t h e y  regard parl iament .  T h e y  d o n ' t  give a d a m n  about 
parl iament. 

One of t h e  reasons for this motion, Mr .  Speaker, is 
to make s u re that the c urrent socia l ist government of 
th is  prov i n ce w h i l e  it's short ly in office, does beg i n  to 
give a d a m n  about parl iament because that's o u r  job 
as an O ppositio n ,  to make sure that  we cal l  to the 
attention of the people of M a nitoba the k i n d  of disdai n 
that these left-wingers, whi le  they're temporari ly i n  
office, show t o  the parl iamentary system o f  th is  
country. 

Mr. S peaker, we all k now and you k now, S i r, that the 
n u m ber who s u p port them in a doctrin a i re way is  very 
very small and it's i n c u m bent, I t h i n k ,  u pon an O pposi
tion which bel i eves in the parl iamentary system to 
point out from t i m e  to time how these peop l e, whi le  
they are temporarily i n  office, are br inging i nto rack 
and r u i n  those fundamental traditional forms of parl i
amentary debate which most people in this country 
excl u sive of them, most people in t h i s  country hold 
rather dear; many people i n  th is  country have had to 
f ight for ;  and many people i n  th is  country are sti l l  
prepared to fight for i f  the need arise. 

So,  M r. Speaker, we br ing t h i s  motion to the H ouse 
not necessari ly ex pect i n g  that it's goi n g  to carry the 
majority of the mem bers o n  the opposite side because 
they're too narrowly partisan to understand that what 
is at stake is m u c h  more i m portant than the New 
Democratic Party or  whatever euphemism the social
ists i n  Manitoba c urrently apply to themselves o r  of 
the Conservative Party; it's m u c h  m o re i mportant than 
that .  I t  goes to t h e  taproots of Parl iament and,  Mr.  
Speaker,  when an Executive br ings in a b udget, and 
don't let th is  Executive try to te l l  me or  try to tel l  
anyone else that they consulted with the backbench 

about the B udget because, accord i ng to their  tempor
ary M i n ister of F i n ance, they woul dn't consult with the 
Federal Govern ment out of whose hip pocket they 
were procl a i m i n g  as they rapped their chests they 
were taking m o n ey - at least that's w hat they said the 
fi rst t ime around.  

The F i rst M i n ister now is  sayi ng,  no, no, no, we 
d i d n't do i t  for that p urpose, we did it for sheer reven u e  
p u r poses. Nobody here but us social ist ch ickens a n d  
w e  weren't t ry i n g  to rob m o n e y  out o f  the federal 
pocket at a l l .  Wel l ,  I wish that he, M r. Speaker, and the 
M i n ister of F i nance would get their  act together. God 
k n ows if  they ever do get their  act together,  the p rov
i nce may not be i n  any better shape,  but God k n ows 
it's in bad enough shape when the act isn't together. 

So we, Mr. S peaker, are happy to debate t h e  
B u dget; we're happy to h e a r  the contributions t h a t  are 
made from honourable members opposite with respect 
to the B u dget even t h o u g h  we don't agree with them;  
we're happy to hear even such pueri le  com ments and 
contributions as were made by the Attorney-General 
who is  real ly  not accustomed yet to the parl iamentary 
system. God k now w h at system he'll  ever become 
accustomed to,  but he certain ly isn 't accustomed to 
th is  system and he's certain ly not one whose voice 
would ever stand up in support of the parl iamentary 
system. I need say n o  more on that count, M r. 
Speaker, except th is ,  S ir ,  that we do not on th is  side of 
the H o u se and we w i l l  never take on th is  side of the 
H ouse, any i nstruction from a good n um be r  of the 
honourable mem bers opposite with respect to the 
r ights and the duties and the responsi b i l i ties and the 
democratic freedoms of Parl iament.  Some people 
happen to k now intu itively what those are. There are 
very few o n  the o pposite side who have even the most 
base understanding of what they're all about. 

The p u r pose of this motion is  to demonstrate to the 
hono u rable members opposite that the Executive has 
an accountabi l i ty to Parl iament and that the Executive 
should be - ( I n terject io n ) - M r .  Speaker, I hear some 
odd female voices off i n  the left corner. I don't know, 
M r. Speaker, if  that person is  preach i n g  for a cal l ,  may 
I s uggest that perhaps she should take voice lesson s  
f i rst. M r .  Speaker, t h e  p urpose is  t o  make s u re t h at the 
Executive Branch of government in o u r  parl iamentary 
system w h i c h  is  part and parcel of the Legislative 
Branch. There is  only a Cabinet here because members 
of that Cabinet are elected f i rst to their  seats in th is  
Provincial  Legis lature.  They have a dual  responsibi l
ity; n u m be r  one,  to s i t  in  t h i s  House as m e mbers for 
their  own contituencies; n u m be r  two, i f  t h ey are 
appointed to the Executive Counci l ,  to be responsib le  
to th is  Parl i a ment and I k now that  t h i s  comes as a 
wave of new i nformation to people s u c h  as t h e  M i n is
ter of F i nance and others who have been b l oc k i n g  
t h e i r  w a y  a l o n g  i n  l ife f o r  a long t ime.  B ut, M r. S peaker, 
I k now that they m ust u nderstand the dual responsib i l 
i ty ,  f i rst as a legislator and secondly as a m e m be r  of 
the Executive C o u n c i l .  And all this motion seeks to 
i n d i cate i s  that the Executive B ranch of this particu lar 
social ist government is  not payin g  enough attention 
to the Legislative Branch .  M r .  Speaker, we are not 
spea k i ng j u st on behalf of the O pposition ,  we' re 
speaking o n  behalf of the voiceless backbenchers 
over there who are expected, M r. S peaker, by the 
ru lers down i n  the front row, by the Penners and t h e  
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Schroeders and the Paras i u k s  and a l l  of that crowd 
who are expected by that,  M r. Speaker, expected 
by t h at b u n c h ,  t h e  a u to m at o n s  to s t a n d  u p  
- ( I n terjection) -

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder p l ease. I t  is  clearly 
out of o rder to refer to i nd iv idual  m e mbers by their  
names. 

The Hono u rable Leader of the O pposition. 

A MEMBER: A lecture o n  parl iamentary procedure 
from a turkey who can't even recogn ize parl iamentary 
procedure. 

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker, the bac k benchers of the 
c u rrent, temporary, socia l ist  government,  to be 
i n structed o n  their parl iamentary d uties by the l ikes of 
the M e m be r  for Fort Rouge, the M e m be r  for East K i l 
d o n a n ,  the Member f o r  Rossmere, the M e m ber f o r  
Transcona, the M e m ber f o r  S t .  B o n i face of a l l  peop l e  
to i nstruct anybody on parl iamentary usage - really. 
So I'm say i n g  ton i g ht,  M r. Speaker, o n  behalf of the 
Legislat u re as m u c h  as o n  behalf of the Opposition 
that they don't have to put u p  with the k i n d  of obvious 
disdain that has been shown by their front bench 
which I suggest, S i r, even though th is  motion may be 
defeated w i l l  have served i ts  p urpose because I can 
guarantee you, S i r, that notwithstanding the cater
wau l i ng comi n g  from the backbenches, notwithstand
i ng the rudeness that is  customari ly d isplayed by the 
backbench of the N O P, I can assure you, Sir, that 
there w i l l  be, as a resu l t  of this motion ,  a m u c h  better 
representation of th is  Executive in th is  Session,  in th is  
B udget debate and i n  s u bsequent ones because they 
k now that even though they can use their temporary 
majority to defeat t h i s  mot i o n ;  even though they may 
attem pt to do that, we can raise the motion again and 
br ing to the attention of their  backbenchers who get 
precious l ittle attention from them that they are abus
i n g  Parl iament and that even if they are struck du m b, 
the Opposition w i l l  stand u p  and speak for the r ights 
of Parl i a ment at any ti me. That's why we have th is  
mot ion before the House. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n i ster of 
Energy and M i nes. 

HON. WILSON PARASIUK (Transcona): M r. Speaker, 
we've j ust heard a rather hysterical attempt by the 
Conservative O p position to deflect attention away 
from, I t h i n k ,  a well thought out B udget. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder p l ease. The h o u r  is 
10 o'clock. The H on ourable M e m ber for Springfield. 

POINT OF ORDER 

MR. ANSTETT: M r. Speaker, j ust on a point of order 
to clarify the status of the motion, I would refer you to 
our R u l e  2 1 ,  S ubsection 3, w h i c h  provides "That 
where b u s i n ess other than motion o n  the O rder Pap
ers u nder consideration when the House adjourns the 
business is  terminated when the H o u se adjourns and 
shal l not be conti n ued the next day or  at any su bse
q uent sitt ing."  So, Mr. Speaker, s i n ce we've exhausted 
our t ime it would appear we're not going to have an 

opportun i ty to vote o n  th is  matter. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Accord i n g l y  the h o u r  being 
10 o'clock the H o u se is  adjourned and wi l l  stand 
adjourned unt i l  2:00 p . m .  tomorrow 
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