
LEGISLATIVE ASSEM B LY OF MANITOBA 

Tuesday, 15 June, 1982 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: Presenting Peti
t ions  . . .  R e ad i n g  a n d  R eceiv i n g  Petit ions  . . .  
P rese n t i n g  R e p o rts by S ta n d i n g  a n d  S pecia l  
Committees . . .  

M I NISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TABLING OF R EPORTS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General. 

RETURN TO O RDER NO. 7 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. S peaker, I beg leave to f i le  a 
Return to O rder of the House N o .  7, the Member  for 
Turtle Mountain .  

RETURN T O  O RDER N O .  6 

HON. R. PENNER: Thank you, M r. S peaker, I beg 
leave to table Return to O rder of the House N o .  6 ,  the 
Member for Lakeside. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of  Energy 
and Mines. 

HON. W. PARASIUK: Mr .  S peaker, I wish to make a 
statem ent, I have copies here. 

HON. W. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker, earl ier today the 
A l u m i n u m  Company of Canada announced that i t  was 
postpon ing  its long-term i nvestment decision regard
ing the M a nitoba a luminu m  smelter. I wi l l  now read 
that statement i nto the record: "Alcan postpones 
decision in Winn ipeg, Manitoba, 15th of J une,  1982. " 

"The A l u m i n u m  Company of Canada L i mited said 
today it was postp o n i ng a decision o n  the possible 
construction of a 200,000 ton ne a lum inum smelter in 
the province. 

The President of the A l u m i n u m  Company of Can
ada L i mited, David Morton ,  said that the i n formation 
exchange p h ase of the joint  review undertaken by 
Alcan a n d  the Government of Man i toba last January 
wi l l  be com pleted d u ri n g  the next couple of m onths. 
Ongoing d iscussions will also be maintained for the 
d u ration  of the postponement. M r. Morton stressed 
that Man i toba with its hydro potential remains an 
attractive future expansion possibility for the com
pany. He said that the company's decision was m ade 
with regret. 

"He added that the contin u i n g  recession  a n d  its 
many ramifications were the reason why the company 
decided on  the postponement at this t ime.  The deci
sion,  he added, reflects weak markets, lower p rices, 
and u ncertainty as to when and at what rate recovery 
will come. M orton said it was i m possible to forecast 
when m arkets and f inancial resources wil l  permit a 
reassessment of the Alcan p roject i n  Manitoba. 

"The Alcan D i rector of Development for Man i toba, 
Jacques Bougie, said because of these developments 
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i t  was o n ly fair to the people of M a nitoba, who have 
expressed su p port for this smelter p roject, that the 
company p resent the facts as they are and not main
tain expectations of an early beg i n n i n g  of the project. 
Mr .  Bougie also said that the company woul d  n ot be 
renewing its p u rchase options on about 4,000 acres of 
land in the rural M u nicipal ity of R ockwood. He sai d  
that t h e  company woul d  n o t  freeze t h i s  amount o f  land 
for an i ndefin ite period a n d  i m pede any regiona l  p lan
n i n g  process. M r. Bougie said along with the present 
commercial staff, Alcan will reta i n  a l iaison presence 
in the province to enable the company to keep abreast 
of developments in Manitoba, and to keep M a nitobans 
aware of Alcan's p lans and developments in the alum
i n u m  i n dustry. " That is  the end of the Al  can statement. 

I natural ly regret this decision by Alcan, but g iven 
the weak markets faced by the company, I can u n der
stand it. The current recession is  tak ing  a heavy tol l .  
Unemployment across the western world is up,  and 
economic g rowth and rates of capacity uti l ization are 
down. The a lumi n u m  industry in general h as reacted 
to the recessi o n  by retrenching .  The start- u p  of the 
second l i n e  at Alcan's facility in G rande Baie,  Quebec 
has been postponed. Over the last 8 months, 65,000 
tonnes of capacity at two other Alcan faci l it ies in Kit
i m at and A rvida were shut down. Capacity ut i l izat ion 
rates of other major a luminum producers such as 
Reynolds, Alcoa, a n d  Kaiser have fa l len .  Wor ld  i n ven
tory levels have i ncreased sig nificantly. 

In these c i rcumstances i t  is  to be expected that new 
investment decisions wil l  be postponed. Alcan d id  not 
want to u n fairly raise expectations in the l i g ht of cur
rent economic reality. We respect their candor. T h e  
joint review of t h e  project p resently being  conducted 
by the company and the government wi l l  continue so 
that when economic conditions improve the informa
tion necessary for future decisions  will be available. 

On completion of th is process the government a n d  
Alcan will ma inta i n  com munications monitoring eco
nomic condit ions and the health of the a l u m i n u m  
industry, in order that i nvestment i n  a Manitoba 
smelter may be considered i n  better economic 
circumstances. 

We recognize that the current recessio n  is causin g  
deferral a n d  postponement o f  i m mediate i n vestment 
by the a l u m i n u m  industry, but we f irmly bel i eve that, 
as the health of  the world economy i m proves, the 
a lu m i n u m  industry wil l expand i ts  capacity a n d  wi l l  
look favou rably on  Man i toba as a potential  site for  
smelter development. 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o urable Leader of the 
O pposit ion.  

HON. S.  LYON: Mr.  Speaker, th is  is  i ndeed a sad day 
for a l l  Mariitobans. The confidence of M anitobans and 
the possibility of obtaining for o u r  province the first 
off-seaboard a l u m i n u m  smelter had been build ing  
since 1979 when our  g overnment f irst i n vited Al  can  to 
come to Manitoba and to look at the feasibility of such 
a p lant. 

The announcement that we have heard today from 
A lcan is  sad in every respect. W h i l e  acknowledgi n g  
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that i n ternational  and world condit ions p layed a large 
part in the decision by Alcan to postpone i ndefin itely 
any further negotiatons for that p lant in Manitoba, th is 
government of M a nitoba, M r. S peaker, m ust a lso bear 
its fair and full share of responsibility for the manner i n  
which i t  has al lowed t h e  negotiations on  th is matter to 
deteriorate and to deteriorate g reatly s ince assu m i n g  
office o n  t h e  30th o f  N ovember, 1 98 1 .  

Indeed, a s  recently a s  Jan uary, February o f  1 982 
Alcan was sti l l  advertisin g  publ icly its i ntention to 
come i nto Man i toba, advertisements which appar
ently were fou n d  to be offensive by the M in ister of 
M ines and E nergy and he cal led upon  A lcan to stop 
mak ing the advertisements in Manitoba because he 
and his colleagues foun d  that offensive. 

Well, M r. S peaker, we f ind today that the fi rst of 
these large p rojects, for which the previous adm i nis
tration h ad been worki n g  very hard to bring to our 
provi nce, is n ow back to square one, far  from having 
concluded a M e morand u m  of Understanding with 
Alcan, which would h ave at least been an island from 
which future governments cou ld have moved forward. 
Th is  government is  in the very awkward position of 
p utti ng  Man i tobans back r ight  where they started. 
T here is  no land  for the site i n  M a nitoba; the land 
options are being  given up .  T here's no agreement with 
Hydro on  a long-term basis whereby Hydro power 
would have been avai lable and Alcan would have 
become the largest customer in the h istory of Mani
toba Hydro,  tak ing  something  l ike 10 percent of its 
current product ion .  N ow all of that is  lost a n d  gone by 
the wayside a n d  it remains for some government i n  
t h e  future, a n d  it won't b e  a govern ment o f  t h e  pol itical 
stripe of the ones who sit opposite us, Mr. Speaker. 

It remains for a government of vision, understand
ing  and prudence to restructure th is whole agreement 
that h as been lost and d ropped by v i rtue of the 
announcement today. I ,  S i r, make a pledge o n  behalf  
of th is  party that we stand ready to m ake that k ind of 
restructured agreement possible for the benefit of a l l  
Manitobans and not, M r. Speaker, to  permit our  tunnel  
v ision ,  to permit our  ideology as our  honourable 
friends opposite d i d  to preclude them from negotiat
i n g  i n  good faith with a company that was prepared to 
come to Manitoba in good faith, to bargain hard and to 
bargai n fairly for thousands of jobs opportun i ties for 
Manitobans. So, M r. S peaker, we don't welcome this 
announcement by the M i nister at al l .  

We k now, S i r, that th is govern ment has in the f i rst 
six m onths demonstrated its complete i neptitude i n  
tryi n g  t o  carry forward negotiations which were left to 
it to carry through and one can on ly have the gravest 
suspicion, having heard th is annou ncement today, 
that the Western Inter-Tie Agreement is bei n g  faced 
with the same k i nd of recalcitrance by this govern
ment as i ndeed the Alcan negotiations were and that 
the potash negotiation is in the same sorry state. 

So, S i r, that is why, as you are wel l  aware, I wi l l  be 
movin g  at the concl usion of the O rders of the Day a 
motion to adjourn the H ouse on th is m atter of u rgent 
p ubl ic i m portance so that we may have a debate here 
and n ow in this Legislature about th is great body blow 
to the econ o m y  of M a n i toba which h as been 
announced, and about the plans of th is government to 
try to restore some h o pe and some confidence to 
small  business people, to farmers and to other people 

i n  Man i toba that they k now something ,  anything  at al l ,  
about mak ing our  economy g row and expand for the 
benefit of future generations. That's why, S i r, I ' l l  be 
moving that motion as you are wel l aware, your having 
previously had notice of it, and I wil l  resu me further 
remarks on  this black day for Manitoba at that t ime. 

MR. SPEAKER: M in isterial  Statements and Tabl i n g  
o f  Reports . N otices of Motion . . .  Introduction 
of Bills 

I NTRODUCTIO N  O F  GUESTS 

MR. SPEAKER: Before we reach Oral Question Period, 
I should d irect the attention of honourable members 
to the gal lery, where we have 25 students of G rade 6 
stand ing from the Nel l ie  McClung Col legiate, under 
the d i rection of M rs. M uel ler. The school is  i n  the 
constituency of  the Honourable Member  for  Pembi na. 

T here are 23 students of G rade 6 and 7 sta n d i ng of 
the Barrows J unction School. The students are u n der 
the direction of M r. Kustiak and the school is  in the 
constituency of the Honou rable Member for Swan 
R iver. 

There are 25 students of G rade 8 stand ing  of the 
Pinawa Secondary School,  u n der the d irectio n  of M r. 
Bob Rei mer. The school i s  i n  the constituency of the 
Honourable M in ister of Government Services. 

On behalf  of a l l  of the members, I welcome you here 
this afternoon.  

O RAL QUESTIONS 

M R .  SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u rable Leader o f  the 
Opposition. 

HON. S. LYON: Mr.  S peaker, I beg to move, seconded 
by the Honourable Member for Lakeside, that u n der  
R u le 27 ,  the  ordinary business of  the House be set 
aside to d iscuss a matter of urgent publ ic i m portance; 
n a m e l y ,  t h e  a n n o u n c e m e n t  by A l c a n  of t h e  
postponement . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. O rder p lease. 
If the honourable member wi l l  consult R u le 27 ( 1  ) ,  

h e  will f ind that the M otion should b e  made after O ral 
Questions and before the O rders of the Day. 
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HON. S. LYON: M r. S peaker, with respect, I d i d  and I 
am m ov i n g  the M otion after O ra l  Questions has been 
cal led and before the Orders of the Day. 

MR. SPEAKER: It's my reading  of Ru le  27 that the 
M ot ion should be made after O ral Question  Period 
has been completed, not the a nnou ncement of the 
beg inn ing  of Oral Questions. 

HON. S. LYON: With respect, S i r, I th i n k  you wi l l  f ind 
that  the M otion has been moved i n  th is manner on  
other occasions and I dare say i t  has  been m oved in  
the manner to  wh ich  you m ake reference. We are, of  
cou rse, i n  your  h ands and I'l l m ove the M otion now or  
at  the end of q uestion period. I t  wi l l  be  moved, S i r, I 
can guarantee you that, but we're q uite wi l l ing  to 
abide by your judgment in this matter. 



MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable G overnment House 
Leader. 

HON. R. PEN N ER: Just on  the point  of order, your 
ru l i ng,  with respect, is  absolutely correct. The read ing  
of  the  ru le, and our  attention has  been drawn to the 
ru les all too often by the Leader of the Opposit ion, is  
that after Oral Q uestions and the routi ne business, not 
after O ral Questions have been cal led. That was a 
g loss on the part of the Leader of the O pposition,  but 
after O ral Q uestions i n  the rout ine  busi ness, and this 
side certa in ly  supports your ru l ing on  that poi nt. 

MR. SPEAKER: I f  there is  no other member wish ing  
to advise the Chair  o n  th is  m atter - the  Honourable 
Member for Fort Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, I wou ld l ike to say 
that in my experience in this House, and I ' m  sure there 
are col leagues on  both sides of the House who wou ld  
agree, it's been done both  ways. I certai n ly have been 
here when a motion to adjou rn the House on u rgent 
p u bl ic bus iness has been put and that the debate has 
been held prior to Q u estion  Period. I t's s imp ly a mat
ter of your d iscretion, S i r. 

MR. SPEAKER: I bel ieve the honourable member is  
correct that it has been done both ways and there 
seems to h ave been l ittle u n iformi ty in the past. How
ever, my readi n g  of the R ules says that after O ral 
Q uestions, and I wil l  take t hat to mean after O ra l  
Questions is  completed. 

Therefore, the Honourable Leader of the O pposi
tion wi l l  be entit led to m ake his motion upon the com
pletion of the Oral Q uestion Period. 

ORAL QUESTIO N S  

M R .  SPEAKER: The H o n o u rab le  Leader of t h e  
O pposition. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, in anticipation then of 
the debate, which subject to your ru l ing  may take 
p l ace at the conclus ion of O ra l  Q u estions, may I ask a 
q uest ion  to the F i rst M i n ister? G iven the news that we 
have h ad today about the i ndefin ite suspension of 
Alcan's p lans for the establ ish ment of an alu m i n u m  
smelter i n  Man itoba a n d  t h e  consequent loss o f  many 
thousands of job opport u n it ies, can the F irst M i n ister 
give this H ouse and the people of M a n itoba any reas
surance at a l l  as to p rogress that is being m ade with 
respect to (a)  the negotiat ions o n  the Western I nter
Tie, which are the key to res u m i n g  construction on  
L imestone Plant; and ( b) the success or  otherwise of  
negotiations t hat we expect are  ongo ing concerning  
the establ ishment of the f i rst potash m i ne i n  Man itoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F i rst M i n ister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, first in con n ection 
with the potash negotiat ions, the M i n ister will be 
muet ing  with the potash people in the next two or 
three weeks and as the Leader of the O pposit ion 
k n ows from earl ier q uestions posed in  the House, 
we're await ing advice from the M i n ister i n  Saskatche
wan as to the res u m pt ion of negotiations. 
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HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, g iven the fact that the 
M i n ister of M i nes and E nergy was i n  d iscussion with 
A lcan as recently as Apr i l  and M ay of 1 982, and g iven 
the fact that we've h ad the u nfortunate announcement 
today that we have h ad from Al  can, is  the M i n ister not 
beco m i n g  a l ittle worried l i ke some of us; it may be 
that the more negotiations he has the least l i kely we 
are to get the p rojects in Manitoba? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. S peaker, I t h i n k  in response to 
the question from the Leader of the O p position that 
we obviously have to speak about economic real ity. I 
h ave i n  my hand an article which appeared i n  June 
1 1 th, Fri day, G lo be a n d  Mai l :  " 1 ,200 potash workers 
face a two- m o nt h  layoff i n  t h e  P r o v i n c e  o f  
Saskatchewan." 

So, M r. S peaker, honourable members m ay try to 
i gnore the reality of the present in ternational eco
n o m ic recession, but the situation is clear for a l l  to 
review. With headl i nes l ike t his, Mr. S peaker, i nvolvin g  
some 1 ,200 workers being la id off i n  Saskatchewan i n  
t h e  potash industry, any person with any realistic bent 
k n ows that d iscussions at this time are agai nst a 
backg round of economic recession. 

HON. S. LYON: Well, Mr .  S peaker, to get down to 
specifics, coul d  we then ask the F i rst M i n ister if he 
could advise, and i f  h e  doesn't have the i nformation at 
hand,  of cou rse, I would expect he  wou l d  take the 
question as n otice, i f  he  cou l d  advise as to the n u m ber 
of occasions on  which he, o r  h is  responsible M i n ister 
or  M i nisters, have met with the pr incipal officers of 
I M C  since N ovember 30, 1 98 1 ,  with respect to the 
establ ishment of the first potash m i ne in  Man itoba? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: We'l l  accept that question  as 
notice. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u rab le  M e m ber  for L a  
Verendrye. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Thank you, M r. Speaker, I d i rect my 
question to the M i n ister i n  charge of McKenzie Seeds, 
and would ask h i m  i f  he  could i nform the H ouse how 
much money the government wi l l  be g iv ing to McKen
zie Seeds in order to ref inance its debt l oad, which 
occurred over the last ten years because of some fairly 
large losses? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Com
m u n ity Services. 

HON. L. EVANS: M r. Speaker, the honourable member 
asks a pol icy question, and when a pol icy decis ion has 
been f ina l ly  made he  and the rest of  Man itoba wi l l  be 
advised. 
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MR. R. BANMAN: Well, M r. Speaker, i n  l i g ht of the 
M i n ister making remarks that h e  wi l l  be mak ing an 
announcement that h as been reported in the B randon 
S u n ,  I wonder i f  the M i n i ster coul d  advise the  House 
whether or  not they wi l l  be entering the M exican 
m arket? 

HON. L. EVANS: M r  S peaker, I ' l l  take that q u estion  
as n ot ice a n d  c o n s u lt with t h e  m a n agement  of 



the company. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Agai n ,  in l ight  of the statements 
that the M i n ister has made in Brandon,  I wonder i f  he 
could i nform the House whether or  not the company 
wil l  be moving i nto other markets. such as the U.S. 
market, and expand ing  their  operations? 

HON. L. EVANS: M r. S peaker. I u nderstand that the 
Board and the man agement are considering certain 
expansions. but the detai ls  of that wi l l  be revealed i n  
due course I u nderstand. 

MR. R. BANMAN: I wonder i f  the M i n ister cou l d  con
firm that in B randon he  has said that the government 
wi l l  be refi nanc ing the company with in  the m atter of a 
week, and that he wi l l  also be mak ing annou ncements 
that the company wi l l  be expanding its operations i nto 
other areas and employing someth ing  l i ke 50 new 
people? 

HON. L. EVANS: Wel l .  M r. S peaker. either the article 
d i dn't q u ote me p roperly or  the honourable member 
hasn't read the art icle correctly. In a n u m ber of h is  
statements. therefore, that he's just made I reject, 
because I d id  not make those n u m bers that he refers 
to. nor  some of those statements he refers to. The 
Govern ment of M a nitoba h as i nd icated, and we've 
ind icated th is  in Committee, that we're prepared to 
consider ref inancing. Whenever that decision is made, 
a n  announcement wi l l  be made. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. S peaker. a further question to the 
F i rst M i n ister. Cou ld  the First M i n ister advise as to 
whether or  not he  and his government are mak ing  any 
p rogress whatsoever with respect to negotiations with 
other a l u m i n u m  companies for the estab l ishment of 
a l u m i n u m  smeltin g  fac i l ities in Manitoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable F i rst M in ister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. S peaker. the M i nisterof E n ergy 
and M i nes h as h ad some discussion recently and I 
wou l d  ask h i m  to respond to the q uestion. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable M i n ister of E nergy 
and M ines. 

HON. W. PARASIUK: M r. S peaker, we have had d is
c ussions with some other a lumi n u m  companies. They 
have been in forming us that the recession.  the world
wide recession,  is  affect ing  a l l  of them pretty severely, 
that some of them h ave gone down to as l ow as 45 
percent of their p roductive capacity in the United 
States. and that weighs very heavi ly  in terms of any 
short-term i n vestment decision that they m ight be 
able to make anywhere in the world with respect to 
a l u m i n u m  smelt ing.  

We h ave had some i nterest shown by other a l um i
n u m  compan ies and they are prepared to start - one of 
them is prepared to start some work in terms of tak i n g  
a more detai led l o o k  a t  M an itoba. A nother has 
expressed i nterest to probably u n dertake that work i n  
Man itoba with in  the near future. I th ink  a l l  a l u m i n u m  
compa nies realize that Man itoba does have long-term 
potential with respect to future and potentia l  a l u m i-
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n u m  smelters i n  th is province to serve the m idwest. 
Whi le  that is  being p u rsued, M r. Speaker, I th ink  it 

wou l d  be premature at this time to i ndicate the com
pan ies' names, because I certa in ly haven't been i n  
contact with them a s  t o  whether i n  fact they wou l d  l i ke 
their  names released. If i n  fact that's the wish .  I can 
certainly be i n  touch with these companies and i ndi
cate to them that q uestions have been asked. but 
certa in ly  I wou l d  l ike to check with them first. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u rab le  Leader of the 
Opposit ion. 

HON. S. LYON: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker. it 's certa i n ly no  
secret that the previous government had p re l im inary 
d iscussions with Kaiser A l u m i n u m  and with A l umax, 
and those names have been used before in the House. 
With respect to those two companies. can the M i n ister 
of M i nes and Energy g ive us  any f u rther progress 
report on those negotiations. and i n deed if he has 
been ta lk ing to any other a l u m i n u m  companies. and i f  
he doesn't wish to name them without their  approval 
that's u nderstandable, could he  tel l  us if there are any 
other a l u m i n u m  com panies with whom he is  currently 
in either early or med i u m  term negotiations. or what is 
the status of these alternate negotiations? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister of E nergy 
and M ines. 

HON. W. PARASIUK: We certain ly have been in d is
cussion with A lumax. and Kaiser. There are two other 
a lumi n u m  companies that have expressed i nterest 
and have been in touch with us, after we contacted 
them in the or ig ina l  i n stance. I ndeed in respect to 
both A l umax and Kaiser, they were i ndeed contacted 
by the p revious government. I bel ieve one of the meet
ings between the previous govern ment officials and 
one of  the companies took p lace i n  Edmonton some 
t ime i n  September  of 1 98 1 .  So that at that stage, I th ink  
the other compan ies weren't s u re of the ser iousness 
of the government, but I t h i n k  they were contacted by 
the previous a d m i n istration to p u rsue the possib i l ity 
of other companies being interested i n  sett ing up a n  
a l u m i n u m  smelter i n  M an itoba. 
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We i ndeed have had some fol low-u p  sessions to 
that, fol l ow- u p  correspondence. I i n deed have h ad a 
meet ing  with one of the com panies d i rectly  and it is  
hoped that I could be able to provide f u rther informa
t ion i n  t h is respect over the course of the next two or  
three weeks, or  a month or  so .  to the peop le  of  M a n i
toba; but I certain ly would want to be i n  touch with a l l  
the companies f i rst i n  terms of  tal k i ng to  them about 
what they wou l d  l i ke to have released to the p u bl ic  at 
th is t ime. but we certa i n ly are p u rsu ing  d iscussions 
with other a l u m i n u m  companies. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. S peaker, g iven the fact that the 
p revious government and com mon sense had ind i
cated that it was i n  the long-term and short-term 
i nterests of Mani tobans to be on the lookout in nego
tiat ing with power-i ntensive com panies. that is. com
panies whose i ndustr ia l  or  other operations req u i re a 
g ood deal of power i n  M an itoba thereby creat ing  jobs 
from o u r  electrical Hydro source i n  Man itoba for Man
itobans. can the M i n ister i nd icate i f  he  c urrently has 
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u nder negotiation ,  either he or h is  col leaugue, the 
M i n ister of Economic Development, any other negoti
ations with any other power-i ntensive industries in the 
world with the idea i n  m i nd that they cou ld  come to 
Manitoba, establ ish job opport u n ities here and take 
advantage i n  a way fair to Man itoba ratepayers of o u r  
Hydro resource? 

HON. W. PARASIUK: Mr.  Speaker, in th is respect a 
few weeks ago some M i n isters met with the Japanese 
A mbassador to Canada and we raised these specific 
poi nts because the cost of energy in Japan is  very 
h i g h  r ight  now and s ince they rely on  coal or  thermal 
p roduced electricity future costs wi l l  be very h i g h .  We 
ind icated to them that we bel ieve there were some 
very good opportunities here i n  Manitoba for energy
i ntensive i n dustries. We are hop ing  to fol low that u p  
with t h e  Japanese G overnment a n d  with large Japa
nese f irms.  We are hop ing  that may provide one pos
s ib i l ity, especial ly s ince the Japanese companies, 
although they're feel i n g  the i m pact of the worldwide 
recession,  they don't seem to be fee l ing it q u ite as 
deeply as other companies.  We hope that would be an 
area that could be p u rsued over the course of the 
summer and t h rough the fal l .  

llllR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. G. FILl\llON: Thank you , M r. S peaker. My ques
t ion is for the Honourable M i n ister responsible for the 
Env i ro nment. I wonder i f  the M i n ister can i n dicate 
whether or not h i s  department was aware or has 
approved of the p ractice w h ich has apparently been 
carried out d u ring  the past few weeks of d u m p ing  
h u n d reds of l itres of  toxic and radioactive chemicals 
in the Charleswood Sewage Lagoon. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of N orthern 
Affairs. 

HON. J. COWAN: Yes, thank you , M r. S peaker. Wel l ,  
the Envi ronmental M anagement Division h a s  been 
m ade aware of the practice as has many in the p rov
i nce through the media reports and,  as a resu l t  of 
those reports, we h ave contacted the C ity of Winni peg 
to d iscuss this matter with them. 

As the member is  aware, the transportat ion d isposal 
of radioactive isotopes is a matter that comes u n der 
the responsibi l ity of the Atomic E nergy Control Board, 
so we h ave reviewed the regu l at ions that are in p lace 
and have found that, in this instance, there are no 
regu lations that would in fact prevent this practice. 

The situat ion was such that these radioactive iso
topes were d isposed of previously by incinerat ion but 
in M ay of 1 979, as the former M i n ister of the Env i ron
ment is  aware, the i ncin erator of the City of Winni peg 
was closed down. S i nce that time, they've been stored 
at the N orth E n d  Pol lut ion Control Plant. About sev
eral weeks ago, or  a couple of m o nths ago, workers at 
that p lant became concerned about the storage of 
f lammable radioisotope materials i n  a confined space 
and the City declared that it would no l onger accept 
the storage of those materials at that part icular facil ity. 

Consequently, they in formed the Health Sciences 
Centre and the u niversity of that decision and the 
Health Sciences Centre h as been d u m p i n g  the 

radioisotopes i nto the Charleswood Lagoon d irectly. 
We are in formed that t h is is  perm itted u nder the exist
ing  regu lations. However, the C ity has in formed the 
Health Sciences Centre that they wil l  no  longer be 
able to p u rsue t h is p ractice and that they w i l l  h ave to 
store those radioactive isotopes u nt i l  such a time as 
they can transport them to Chalk  R iver or  u nt i l  such a 
t ime as they can f ind another su itable means of 
d isposal. 

MR. G. FILMON: Thank  you, Mr. Speaker, a supple
mentary q uestion .  S i nce the treated effl uent from the 
lagoon is u lt i mately d ischarged to the Assi n ibo ine 
R iver, is h is  staff concerned about  the possible effects 
of these toxic and radioactive wastes downstream on 
the Ass in iboine and Red R ivers? 

HON. J. COWAN: Well ,  M r. S peaker, we're certain ly 
concerned about any potent ia l  p ro blems wh ich may 
ar ise out of the d isposal and the d u m p i n g  of these 
radi oactive isotopes in any area and we t h i n k  that it is 
a matter which we share concerns with in regard to the 
general populus and the users of those radioactive 
isotopes as wel l .  That is  why we have been q u ick to 
contact the C ity, even a lthough we have no d irect 
responsi b i l ity i n  th is  regard, we have wanted to make 
those concerns wel l-known. 

We are advised by the Atomic  E nergy Control Board 
that those concerns are u nfounded. T hey advise us  
that there is  no  d ifficulty due to the l ow radioactive 
levels of the radioactive isotopes being  d isposed of i n  
th is way. However, notwithstand i n g  their good advice, 
we agree with the City when the City has suggested 
that i t  is n ot a proper procedure to cont i n ue the d ispo
sal of those materials i n  the Charleswood Lagoon and 
we commend them o n  their  action and are work i n g  
w i t h  t h e m  a t  the present t i m e  to ensure that proper 
d isposal means are found. 

We are doing that without any d i rect relat ionship to 
the situation; however, we are doing so because we 
share h is  concern and the concerns of m any that we 
f ind a proper d isposal and transportation method for 
dangerous and hazardous commodities such as the 
ones that are bein g  p resently d isposed of in  th is  way. 

MR. G. FILMON: M r. S peaker, in view of the fact that 
the former New Democratic Government exempted 
the City of Winni peg from com i n g  under  T h e  C lean 
E nv i ronment Act with respect to surface water qua l ity 
water standards, is his government  now considerin g  
placing t h e  C ity under  T h e  Clean Env i ro nment Act 
with respect to the surface water qua l ity stan dards so 
that they can have some d irect i nvolvement in the 
proper handl i ng and d isposal of such dangerous 
chemicals in future? 
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HON. J. COWAN: Well ,  the previous M i n ister of the 
E nv i ronment k n ows ful l  well that h is  govern ment had 
four years to u ndertake that sort of activity and fai led 
to do so for whatever reasons. We wi l l  not fai l  to do so. 
I want to d iscuss this matter with the i nvolved parties. I 
want to see if we can reach a satisfactory conclus ion 
to what  may be some problem areas. I want  to see i f  we 
can, as a government, br ing to bear the responsib i l ity 
w h ich we have to ensure that the water qua l ity of th is  
ent ire province is  wel l  looked after. 



We wi l l  do what is necessary to do that and if that 
involves sitt ing down and talk i ng with the city about 
the current exemption we, u n l i ke them, wi l l  not be 
afraid to u n dertake that activity. 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
Thompson. 

MR. S. ASHTON: Thank you,  M r. Speaker. I have a 

question for the M i n ister of Labour regarding  the 
Career l nternsh ip  Program. The M i n ister has told th is 
House that he  is ma intain ing  an ongoing review of that 
program and that he  is  wi l l ing to look at ways of 
respond ing  to the needs of young people seek ing 
summer employment. 

I n  l i g ht of the contin u i n g  economic problems we're 
faced with because of the worldwide recession,  and i n  
l i g ht o f  t h e  fact that students were facin g  a more 
d i fficu lt t ime i n  f i nd ing  s u mmer j obs th is  year, I was 
wonderi ng  if the M i n ister cou l d  i n dicate whether the 
program is go ing to be changed in  any way to 
accom m odate the needs of these students. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Labour. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you,  M r. Speaker. 
That is  a very good q uest ion.  As the member noted we 
had orig ina l ly  set aside $2.9 m i l l i o n  for th is  program 
and I had i n dicated d u ring  the Est imates that there 
m i g h t  be some c h a nges, a n d  t h ere were. We 
announced later on that there woul d  be a n  addit ional ,  
up to $4 m i l l ion  a l located to th is  program and,  as of 
today, we have approxi mately 2,000 posit ions which 
have been approved u n der the program and j u st a 
l ittle less than two out of three are i n  the private sector. 

We are concerned about the contin u i n g  economic 
d i ff icult ies i n  the province and h igh  i nterest rates, etc., 
therefore, in order to attem pt to open u p  the program 
further and to ensure that a s ignificant portion of that 
$4 m i l l ion  is used, we are going to change the program 
so that any employer who h as less than 50 e m ployees 
wi l l  be entitled to apply for t he program and,  of 
cou rse, they would have to meet the same criteria that 
we had i n dicated i n  the begi n n ing .  We wou l d  n ot have 
been able to do th is  h ad we n ot added the money, so 
the two had to come together. If we d i dn't have the 
m oney, we couldn't have gone up to the 50 employees 
from the 1 0. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. G. FILM ON: M r. S peaker, again a q u estion to the 
M i n ister of the E nv i ronment referr ing to the chemicals 
in the Charleswood Sewage Lagoon. I n  view of the 
fact that two of the chemicals xylene and toluene are 
insoluble in water and are labeled as h i g h ly flam m a
ble,  is there a danger of explosion or f i re at the lagoon 
because of their presence? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Northern 
Affairs. 

HON. J. COWAN: I ' m  i nformed that the Atom ic E nergy 
Control Board, in its review of th is m atter, has sug
gested that th is is an appropriate way, from their  pers
pective and in their  op in ion ,  to dispose of these sub-
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stances. I cou l d  only conjecture from t hat, that they 
have looked at the problem with f lammabi l ity, as they 
are wel l  aware that is  one of the q u al ities associated 
with these particular  wastes. T h at is n ot to say that we 
agree that it is a proper way to d ispose of these partic
u lar  su bstances and that is  why we are now h av ing  the 
d iscussions, which I i nd icated earl ier we are hav ing ,  
with the C ity to assist them i n  f ind ing a way which is  
m o re to their  l ik ing i n  respect to d isposal of these 
substances. 

So to answer h is  q uestion ,  accordi n g  to the AECB, 
perhaps n ot. However, I don't bel ieve that in any way 
should deter us from i n  fact attempt ing to f ind a better 
way of d isposing of these hazardous wastes. 

MR. G. FILMON: M r. S peaker, I have a question for 
the M i n ister of Natural Resources. I n  view of the fact 
that a great m any wild fowl, n amely ducks and geese, 
f ind this a normal h abitat - the C harleswood Sewage 
Lagoon - a normal  place to land,  as their  h abitat, is 
there any concern on h is  part for the welfare of the 
ducks and geese and their existence there? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of N atu ral 
Resou rces. 

HON. A. MACKLING: M r. Speaker, I have often won
dered about the advisabil ity of these birds land ing  o n  
those pol luted waters because they are sewage cel ls, 
but you k now we can't do m uch about that. But we can 
do somethi n g  about what the honourable member is 
con cerned about and I share the concerns of every
one in respect to hazardous waste d isposal and I t h i n k  
my col league has q u ite p roperly identified the con
cerns of th is government with that, and I fu l ly sub
scribe to the posit ion taken by the C ity that these 
wastes should be d isposed of by Atomic Energy of 
Canada. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside. 

MR. H. ENNS: Thank  you, M r. Speaker. I d i rect a 
question to the M i n ister responsible for Crown lands. I 
have noticed over the past several months that the 
government is  contin u i n g  to sell  certa in Crown lands,  
among them some agricu ltural leased lands. My ques
t ion to the M i n ister is, has the government come to a 
conclusion with respect to their  future pol icy with 
respect to sale of agricultural leased Crown lands? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister of Natural 
Resou rces. 
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HON. A. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, I ' m  happy to m ake 
further com ment about govern ment pol icy i n  that 
respect. When we came i nto office, M r. Speaker, we 
found that there was a s ignificant expedition i n  the 
sale of Crown lands, a concern to m arket m any many 
more acres of Crown lands, and that erodes wi ld l ife 
h abitat that's a concern for all those who enjoy Crown 
lands for the m u lt ipurposes that are avai lable with 
them. N ow, Mr .  S peaker, I want to confirm 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. Order p lease. Could 
the Honourable Member for Lakeside save h is  poi nt 
of order? 



MR. H. ENNS: I t's o n ly out of the generosity of my 
heart that I don't want the Minister to continue on  in 
error. I specifically referred to agricultural leased 
land.  T his is land that has been vetted through the 
wild life experts of the g overnment and has been 
deemed to be suitable for agricultural p u rposes and is 
currently in light ten u reship with agriculturists, with 
farmers. 

MR. SPEAKER: I ' m  not s u re whether that was a m at
ter of a point of order, but I thank the honourable 
member  for his clarification .  

The Honourable Minister of  Natural Resources. 

HON. A. MACKING: Thank you,  M r. Speaker. The 
honourable member did not have a point of order but 
he  added some information, but the information he 
added is incorrect. N ow you see, Mr .  S peaker, that 
indicates the lack of u n derstan ding of a former Minis
ter as to what Crown lands provide for. 

Agricu ltu ral Crown lands that are u nder lease are 
available to h unters, to berry pickers, to mushroom 
h unters, to naturalists, to anyone who wants to enter 
on  Crown lands. We have not authorized lessees of 
Crown lands to prevent the p u blic from using those 
lands for the m u ltipurposes that are available to them. 

N ow, the honourable member wants to know 
whether there h as been a ny sig nificant change in  pol
icy. I have indicated we were concerned about very 
significant sales of Crown lands,  26 and 30 quarters of 
Crown lands to individual applicants. We are still look
ing at Crown lands sales policy but we have an ongo
ing process and we are dealing with individua l  appli
cations, including residential Crown lands for fu l l-time 
residents, individua l  recreational  Crown lands and 
yes, ag ricu l tura l  C rown lands. We are not h u ng u p  
philosophically about Crown lands. We want Crown 
lands to be used by the people of M anitoba. 

MR. H. ENNS: M r. Speaker, I ' m  t u rning three bul ls  out 
o n  some of my C rown land.  I would hope that they 
don't run  into any mushroom pickers or berry pickers, 
that cou ld cause a conflict of  interest. 

But ,  Mr. Speaker, specifical ly, in the O rders-in
Council passed on  J u ne 9 of this past week ,  there are 
agricultura l  Crown land leases that are being sold in 
the constituency of The Pas. My reason for the q u es
tion is, I want to k now how selective this policy is on 
the part of the government. Wil l agricultural Crown 
lands be sold in N DP-held constituencies o n ly, or  by 
NDP application? -( l nterjection ) - Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, 
I think we have to know. 

We either have a policy or  we don't have a policy. I s  
i t  u p  to the  Minister's discretio n w h e n  Crown lands 
wil l  be sold and when they wil l  not be sold and to 
whom? We either have a policy or  we don't h ave a 
policy. N ow if their policy is, n o  Crown land sales, I 
can respect that; that's a wel l -known position of my 
friends opposite. But if I see weekly and monthly sales 
of Crown lands taking p lace in the absence of any 
stated policy, then they are open to charges of favour
itism and political patronage. 

HON. A. MACKLING: Mr. S peaker, to begin with I 
don't know what the honoura ble mem ber has against 
m u s h rooms or  m u s h room pickers. I don't k now what 
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he's got against berry pickers. I don't know what he's 
g ot against people who love the environment for the 
e n viro n ment  sake ,  b u t  what I do k n ow, M r .  
Speaker . . .  -( In terjection ) -

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. The Honourable Minis
ter of Natu ral Resou rces. 

HON. A. MACKLING: What I do k now, M r. S peaker, is 
that the honourable member and some of the rest of 
the honou rable members o pposite h ave a g uilty con
science about Crown land,  and when an N D P  gov
ernment is dealing with Crown land then they suspect 
that we are going to look at the sales of Crown land the 
way they wou ld l ook,  in a partisan political way. T hat 
is n ot o u r  approach to fair dealing in government  and 
that's not  a lot  of bu l l .  
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank  you, M r. S peaker. My 
question is for the Minister responsible for the M ani
toba Telephone System .  Did the Minister authorize 
t he hiring by MTS of the former p resident of I nterdis
com Systems Limited, and does that hiring in any way 
constitute an u ndertaking by Manitoba Telephone 
System to further advance Project I da in  the City of 
Winnipeg at considerable cost? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Com
m unity Services. 

HON. L. EVANS: M r. Speaker, the honourable member 
asked me a question related to a story that appeared in  
today's newspaper a n d  as  I read i t ,  I first became 
aware of this particular hiring. Of course, the honour
able member refers to a company who is involved in  
the MTS in a loan that was transacted while he  was 
Minister, or at least when he and his col leagues were 
in government. 

At any rate, u po n  reading the article I enquired, and 
I u nderstand that the position became vacant as a 
result of an internal promotion within the M anitoba 
Telephone System. The position was advertised within 
MTS and outside in the newspapers and the individ
ua l ,  M r. J o h n  Coyne, was chosen by a selection board 
as the most q u alified candidate. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Well ,  M r. S peaker, can the Minis
ter provide the assurance to a l l  M anitobans that this 
does not represent a f u rtherance by MTS on their own 
of further expenditures of funds on Project I d a  in  the 
City of Winnipeg, a point of particular  concern at  this 
time when MTS is going before the Public Utility 
Board for a substantial rate increase? 

HON. L. EVANS: Well ,  I would imagine and my advice 
is t h at this is a very competent individu a l  with a l ot of 
techn ical q ualifications and woul d  be a usefu l  member  
of a n  MTS staff regardless of what project the MTS 
h ap pen to be involved in a n d  I wou ld  trust t h at there is 
no connection whatsoever between the hiring of this 
individua l ,  who happened to be involved in  that pro
j ect a year or  so ago, and any expansion of Project I da 
or,  indeed, any other similar expansion. 
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MR. D. ORCHARD: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, si nce the M i n
ister can't offer the assurance that th is  does n ot 
represent a f u rtherance of Project Ida ,  woul d  he con
sider reca l l i ng  the Pub l ic Uti l ities Comm ittee and h av
i n g  the Man itoba Telephone System appear before 
that Comm ittee to answer those questions d i rectly? 

HON. L. EVANS: M r. S peaker, f i rst of a l l ,  I ' m  not sure 
whether I have the power to recal l  or reconstitute a 

Committee of the Legislature myself or not. But at any 
rate, in l i g ht of the honourable member's enqui ries, I 
sha l l  certain ly u ndertake to obtain that assurance 
from the Man itoba Telephone System. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for l nkster. 

MR. D. SCOTT: Thank you, M r. Speaker. I have a 
question for the M i n ister of Labour. I n  th is  morn i ng's 
paper and early morning's news we had recognit ion of 
what we had feared may be just a start some m onth 
ago when Canadian National announced the layoff of  
some 1 ,200 workers. That l ayoff h as now been 
extended a n  addit ional  two weeks to a 1 0-week layoff, 
wh ich w i l l  inc lude a four-week shutdown, p lus the 
fou r weeks they had p reviously a n nounced, p lus  a n  
additional two weeks. 

Previous to that ,  Mr. Speaker, we had u nderstood 
that there wou ld  be p ro bably close to 80 percent, I 
bel ieve, of their  salaries w i l l  be paid over the fu l l  term. 
Has the M i n ister any i nd icatio n  from the Federal G ov
ern ment whether the provisions u nder The Unem
ployment I ns u rance Act, wh ich were enacted pre
viously,  w i l l  carry forth to the addit ional two-week 
period layoff? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Labour .  

HON. V.  SCHROEDER: Mr.  S peaker, there was q u ite 
a bit of noise dur ing  that q u estion and I d i dn't get the 
whole th ing.  Cou ld  I ask the member to repeat i t ,  
p lease? 

MR. D. SCOTT: Thank  you,  Mr. Speaker. I ' l l  try and 
make i t  a l i t t le  m ore concise .  We j u st h ad a n  
announcement b y  C.N . ,  Mr .  S peaker, that the l ayoff 
that they had previously announced as e ight weeks 
w i l l  now be 1 0  weeks. What I ' m  wondering,  is  the 
M in ister aware whether or  not the Unempl oyment 
I nsurance Commiss ion ,  the Federal Agency, wi l l  be 
able to extend the coverage to these workers for the 
new two-week l ayoff, as t hey did for the previous 
four-week layoff? 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: M r. S peaker, as I understand 
The Unemployment I nsurance Act, the workers would  
be  entitled to more leave than the e ight  weeks provid
ing they had worked for more than one year. Of cou rse 
there was an arrangement made with respect to the 
f i rst eight weeks because of the contract between the 
union and the rai lways w h ich provides for an addi
tional sum to the workers above that being paid by 
UIC. I have not been in com m u nicat ion with UIC or 
the rai lways with respect to whether that same provi
sion app l ies to the next two weeks, but I have no 
reason to bel ieve that it does not. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for T u rt le 
M o u ntain .  

MR. B. RANSOM: M r. S peaker, my question is  for the 
M in ister of F i n ance. When the g overnment  f i rst cal led 
u pon the Federal Govern ment to a l low the value of the 
Canadian dol lar to d rop against the A merican do l lar, 
the Canadian dol lar  stood in the range of 83 point  
some cents. S ince that t ime the value of the Canadian 
dollar h as d ropped to the range of 78 cents. Has the 
M in ister of F i nance been i n  touch with the Federal 
Government to commend t hem and support them i n  
their  efforts which h ave l e d  t o  that deval u at ion o f  the 
dollar? 

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

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Mr.  S peaker, when we were 
i n  Ottawa at the F i rst M in isters' Conference, we were 
callin g  for lower i nterest rates; that's what we were 
calli ng for. There was a suggestion at that time that 
with l ower i nterest rates the dol lar  woul d  fa l l  several 
cents. The Government of Canada has for the l ast 
long period of t ime, artifica l ly p ro pped u p  the val ue of 
the Canadian dol lar  with the use of h igh  in terest rates 
and the p u rchase of l arge n um bers of Canadian dol
lars and certa i n ly that has cost a n  awfu l  l ot of m oney 
in the last whi le .  

We have n ot com mended the government for n ot 
fol lowing what we requested, a long with a l l  of the 
other provi nces i n  th is  cou ntry at that t ime.  We were 
requesti n g  lower i nterest rates, which we recogn ized 
m i g ht l ead to a somewhat lower do l lar .  N ow what we 
have now experienced is  h i gher i nterest rates and 
therefore a d ro p  i n  the dol lar, wh ich is  specifica l ly  
what we were predict ing i n  the long run .  
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II you k i l l  the economy we are eventua l ly  go ing  to 
have a l ower dol lar  and that's what has been happen
i ng .  We have fol l owed, u nfortunately, the advice of the 
people opposite and the Federal Government. They 
had bel ieved a l l  a long that po l icy wou ld  strengthen 
the do l lar; i t  is  now proof and i t 's  bei ng  proven that 
their  po l icy is i n  fact g iv ing us the worst of a l l  worlds. 
We're gett ing  a weaker dol lar; we're gett ing  h i g h  
i nterest rates; and w e  have an economy that is n ot 
mov ing  forward i n  th is  ent ire cou ntry, so th is  is again 
proof positive that their pol icy isn't work ing .  

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr.  S peaker, a supp lementary 
question to the M i n ister of F inance. Has the M in ister 
of F inance com m u nicated to Ottawa the range of the 
value of the Canadian dol lar ,  wh ich they would be 
p repared to see in return for say a drop of one percen
tage point in the pr ime interest rate? 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Wel l ,  M r. S peaker, members 
on  that side and the Federal Government - both the 
Tories in  Manitoba and the Federal L i berals - were 
saying back in February that what we want is a h i g h  
do l l ar; w e  want to leave t h e  dol lar ,  p ro p  the d o l l a r  u p  
where i t  i s ;  a n d  t o  do that w e  w i l l  have to have h igh  
i nterest rates. We were saying on  th is  s ide  that we 
want lower rates. That is someth ing that was being 
said by everyone else i n  the cou ntry, inc lud ing  Tory 
Governments in other provi nces, who were in fair ly 
s imi lar  c ircumstances to us;  some in better circu m-



stances, some in worse circumstances. They were a l l  
saying the same thing,  except these people who, with 
the Federal Government, believed that they are the 
o n ly peo p le in  step in  the march.  Everybody else is 
wrong ,  j ust the Manitoba Tories and the Federal Min
ister of Finance are in  step. We believe they're wrong.  

MR. B. RANSOM: M r. S peaker, a supplementary 
question to the First Minister, in view of the fact that 
the Minister of Finance fails to answer the questions 
p laced to him. If the Prime Minister of the cou ntry 
responds to the First Minister's call for a conference 
on  the econ o my, wil l  the Provincial G over nment be 
putting forward concrete proposals to the Federal 
Governmen t, which wil l  set out such things as the 
value of the Canadian dol lar, that wou ld  be acceptable 
to the M anitoba Government, in return for a d rop of 
one percentage point in  the interest rate. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. S peaker, we've already pres
ented a s u bmission to the Federal G overnment Feb
ruary 2 n d  to the 4th of this year and that submission 
was very clear as to the position of the Government of 
the Province of M anitoba. 

M r. S peaker, it's regrettable that the contents of that 
submission ,  p lus  some excellent submissions from 
other provinces, were not heeded by the Federal 
Govern ment.  It's my view that if there had been a 
determined examination of the various proposals that 
were o utlined February 2nd to February 4th this year 
to the Federal Govern ment ,  we'd be in a m uch health
ier situation economical ly now throughout the cou ntry. 

MR. SPEAKER: The time for oral questioning having 
expired, the Honourable Leader of the Opposition .  

MATTER O F  U R G ENCY 

HON. S. LYON: Mr.  S peaker, I beg to move, seconded 
by the Honourable Member for Lakeside, THAT under 
R u le 27 the ordinary business of the House be set 
aside to discuss a m atter of u rgent p ublic importance, 
n amely: 

the announcement by Alcan of the postponement 
for an indefinite period of the establishment of an $800 
mil lion smelter in Manitoba's I nterlake, a n d  the con
sequent l oss of thousands of job opportun ities for 
M an itobans, and the adverse effect on  M anitoba 
Hydro and the whole economy of o u r  province. 

MR. SPEAKER: I n  accordance with o u r  Ru le  27 the 
honourable member has five minutes to explain  the 
u rgency of the matter to the House. 

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.  

HON. S. LYON: Mr.  S peaker, as has already been 
a l l uded to in the cou rse of com ments m a de by the 
Minister of Mines and Energy and the brief response 
that I made thereto, this is a serious and a black day for 
the economy of Manitoba, and it is one of those days 
which requires that this House, Sir, u nder you r  g ui
dance, absents itself from its regular  line of business 
and starts to deal with an announcement that was 
made this morning. 
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I realize that the p u rpose of these few remarks at 
this time is to reflect upon the u rgency of the debate 
and,  Sir, I can think of nothing m ore u rgent in the 
minds of thousands of M anitobans who are out of  
work today; I can thin k of nothing more u rgent in  the 
minds of smal l  business people in M anitoba than the 
fact that the hope that they had for the establishment 
of this industry in  our province h as now been frus
trated; I can think of nothing more u rgent, M r. Speaker, 
than the need in  this province at this time to have o u r  
h o p e  bolstered by the establishment o f  some major 
industry of this kind in  order that we can see down the 
road some beacon of hope for the future development 
and g rowth of our economy in this province. 

So I think, Sir, if I may say so, that the u rgency of the 
q u estion is a lmost without debate, because this is a 
body blow to o u r  economy.  It is something that 
deserves the attention of this House. 

We had been proceeding u nder the expectation 
from the Minister of Mines and E nergy, questions t h at 
have been asked on n u merous occasions  in this 
House, that all of the negotiations  were proceeding 
satisfactorily, were proceeding very wel l  and it was 
upon that ,  that people in the I nterlake had sent peti
tions into the government,  and they were assured that 
everything was p roceeding wel l ,  that the Joint Review 
was u nder way and a l l  of this was going a long quite 
swim mingly.  I believe the Minister said at one stage -
and I have his direct q uote here, I ' l l  save it for another 
occasion - that h e  was h o peful that some sort of reso
lution of these discussions cou l d  take p lace later o n  
this year. Then t h e  hope was h e l d  o u t  that Manitobans 
would be able to begin to taste some of the benefits of 
this h u ge industrial enterprise which could come to 
our province and add that new dimension to o u r  
economy that h a d  never been here before. B u t ,  M r. 
Speaker, that was a l l  shattered this morning when 
Alcan announced that they were not proceeding. N ot 
on ly t h at they were not proceeding, Mr .  S peaker, but  
that the options on  land for the site t hat they had 
selected had been given up;  that thereby the negotia
tions which were well advanced with Hydro,  those 
negotiations were back to square one, and that all of 
the work of two-and-a-half to three years had gone 
down the t u be - to use the street expression - a n d  that 
this particular  project is regrettably, Sir, dead in the 
water. 
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Now, Sir, I suggest that this requires this House to 
give some attention to it on this day in order that we 
may hear from the government ,  their side of the story 
with respect to the Alcan announcement t his m o rn
ing ;  hear from the government hopef u l ly some idea of 
h ope or  confidence that they can hold out for the tens 
of thousands of people in M anitoba who are counting 
u pon this development to take place in our province, 
to provide jobs for young people, to provide that kind 
of economic buttressing that our economy so badly 
needs at this time. 

It might  be said, Sir, that the statement made by the 
Minister afforded debate. You k now and I k now, Sir, 
t hat is n ot the case because it can on ly be responded 
to and then on ly  briefly by one member  of the O pposi
tion .  It might be said, Sir, that because the S u pp ly  
M otion is  still o n  the O rder Paper, that is  the t ime to  
debate it. I say  that is  not  good enough,  Sir, because 
we have no guarantee that the government will call the 



S upply Motion today. I say it's a clear case of overrid
i n g  i mportance to the people of Manitoba which 
req u i res th is  H ouse to set as ide i ts  regular  order  of 
business and get on with d iscussing  one of the most 
severe body b lows to our economy that has been 
announced for some years in this province. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General 
will also have five mi n utes. 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. Speaker. th is is a motion to set 
aside the ord i n ary business of the H ouse on a m atter 
of u rgent p u bl ic  i m portance. N ow, no  one woul d  d is
agree with the n ot ion that it is  a m atter of pub l ic  
i m portance. I n deed, I wou ld  l ike to t h i n k  that most of  
the  matters brought before th is  House d u ring  the bus
i ness of the House, the busi ness that we have to cal l  
th is afternoon, is  o n  matters of publ ic i mportance. The 
question is that of u rgency and I turn very briefly to the 
q uest ion of u rgency as it h as been traditional ly 
addressed on  mot ions of th is  k ind  and I w i l l  cite 
authority. 

Look at the question of u rgency in two ways. F i rst of 
a l l ,  if I may descr ibe it that way, i nj unctively, that is, is 
there someth ing which the government can do? The 
answer is clearly, no, we are faced with a fait accompl i .  
The citation which I w i l l  g ive in a moment  f rom Beau
chesne addresses that q uestio n .  There m ust be some
th ing with i n  the com petence of the government which 
it can do to add ress the situation which is  deemed to 
be a m atter of u rgent pub l ic  i mportance. That is clear 
in the citations in Beauchesne and i ndeed we were 
met with a fait accompl i .  

A l  can not o n ly sa id  that th is is  what i t  is  go ing  to do ,  
A lcan  i n  the reply to a question by the President of 
Alcan,  M r. Morton ,  said that i ndeed there was noth ing  
it could do .  A nswer by  David M o rton,  "There is  no  
specific act ion seen i n  Canada which can change a 
situation for the a l u m i n u m  i ndustry w hich is i nf lu
enced by the worldwide recession .  Alcan,  particu
larly, which depends on  the U.S. m arket, is  in f luenced 
by U.S. economic condit ions.  Basically, noth i n g  can 
be done i n  Canada to alter postponement decisions." 
That was a statement made today by the President of 
A lcan. I f  Alcan can do noth i ng ,  there is  n ot h i n g  wh ich  
th is  government can do .  

Secondly, with respect to  the question of u rgency, 
M r. S peaker. On the q u estion  of whether or  not there 
is  an opport u n ity to debate the q uest ion,  clearly there 
is. G iven the very stage we're at in the proceedings i n  
th is  House with in  a very short period o f  t i me, with i n  
days, the S upply  M ot ion m ust b e  cal led, the members 
k now that. It was adverted to by the Leader of the 
O pposit ion.  

The nature of the Su pply Motion,  when Main Supply 
m u st be debated, is  across-the-waterfront k i nd of 
debate which will g ive the O pposition every opportu
n ity to debate the question. So the opportunity is there 
and there is  no  u rgency as it has been defined in  the 
sense of someth ing that can be done result ing from 
the debate, other than satisfy the paltry ego of the 
Leader of the O pposition. 

The Leader of the Opposition has talked about 
d reams being  shattered; that kind of language we do 
not use. The d ream h as not been shattered; the matter 
has been postponed .  A lcan h as said they are continu-
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i ng to d iscuss with us. Alcan has said that they realize 
this is sti l l  a pr ime area for an al u m i n u m  smelter. They 
have not given up that d ream; we have not g iven u p  
that d ream. 

F ina l ly, the citat ions. On page 91 of Beauchesne, 
Citation 285, i n  brief: " I t  m ust deal with a matter 
within the a d m i n istrative competence of the govern
ment and there m ust be no other reasonable opportu
n ity for debate." I t's there in Beauschesne. There's a 
tradit ion with respect to th is k i nd of motion .  

Citation 286: "The specific and important matters 
requ i r ing  u rgent consideration for the d iscussion 
m u st be so press ing that p u bl ic in terest wil l  suffer if it 
is  n ot given i mmediate attention." 

O n  these two criteria, the motion fails and if I 
needed n o  other authority, the statement of the Presi
dent of A lcan, that i ndeed there is noth i n g  which it can 
do. What woul d  they have us  do, expropriate Alcan? 
They' l l  not move that,  nor  woul d  we. What would they 
have us  do, say "boo" to Alcan? We are sti l l  in very 
good relationsh i p  with Alcan ;  that relat ionshi p  wi l l  
contin u e  despite the attempts of the O pposition  to  
frustrate that  dream; despite the attempts of  the 
O pposition to make it appear as i f  there is  some adver
sarial posit ion between the govern ment and Alcan 
when there is none. That is  what this motion seems to 
do.  

I t  is  n ot a matter of u rgent p u bl ic  importance. I t  is ,  
l ike the state of economy generally, a m atter of pub l ic  
i mportance; so are  the th ings we have yet to debate in  
th is House and I ask  you to  ru le  accordi ng ly. 

SPEAKER'S RULING 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease. I thank both  honour
able members for speaki n g  on this motion .  I have read 
i t  over and f ind i ndeed that Beauchesne does refer, 
u nder 285, to the matter being with in the adm i n istra
tive competence of the government. 

I suspect that i f  there shou ld  be u nan i mi ty of the 
House, the House would very soon proceed with the 
debate. I f  there is  a d ifference of op in ion ,  as there 
obviously is ,  the matter will soon come to a vote; i n  
any case then t h e  House w i l l  decide. 

Therefore, I w i l l  rule that the motion is out of order. 
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O RDERS OF THE DAY 

ADJOURNED DEBATE O N  
SECOND R EADIN G  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Govern ment House 
Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. S peaker, w i l l  you p lease cal l  
the adjourned debate on  B i l l  No. 2 1 .  

BILL 2 1  - THE COMMUNITY C H I LD 
DAY CARE STANDARDS ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Hon
ourable M i n ister of Com m u n ity Services, Bi l l  No. 21,  
stand ing i n  the name of the Honourable Member for 
Tuxedo. 

MR. G. FILMON: Thank you, M r. S peaker, I wish to 
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thank the members on the other side and th is  side, for 
their s u p port in r isi ng  to speak on  B i l l  No. 2 1 ,  The 
Com m u n ity Ch i ld  Day Care Standards Act. 

To beg i n  with, I would l i ke to commend the Member 
for Wolseley for the remarks which she made a week 
ago last F riday in speak ing to this legislation, and 
i ndeed, I bel ieve, for the many hours that she had 
spent in he lp ing to put  together th is legislation .  I k now 
that th is has been a very great personal interest of hers 
and I ' m  aware, from many friends who are actively 
i nvolved in the day care com m u nity, j ust how m uch 
time she has spent in meet ing with various i nterested 
groups a n d  constituent g roups of the day care com
m u n ity of Manitoba in an effort to br ing  to fruit ion th is  
day care Act for  Manitoba. I bel ieve that many of  the 
remarks that she m ade in  addressing  the whys and the 
wherefores of the need for  stan dards for  e n u nciating  
what we bel ieve in ,  i n  terms of qua l ity day care i n  th is  
provi nce and how we ought  to go about achievin g  it, 
are all val id and I t h i n k  that she made an excel lent 
s u mmary in her address to t he Chamber. 

On the other hand, M r. Speaker, I have one major 
area of d i sagreement with her in that I bel ieve that she 
attem pted, by s l ipp ing  i nto a g reat deal of rhetoric, to 
make day care a partisan issue and I do not see day 
care as a partisan issue. I bel ieve that a l l  of us, on  both 
s ides of the House, recognize the need for q ual ity day 
care, the need to provide th is  type of opportu n ity so 
that women and men can n ot be prevented from 
achiev i n g  thei r career g oals, from ach ieving a l l  of the 
opportunit ies that are avai lable to them, fu lf i l l i n g  a l l  of  
the opportun i ties that are avai lable to them i n  society 
today because of the need to h ave their  ch i ld ren  wel l  
looked after, g iven t h e  k i nd of care, attent ion and 
considerat ion that they deserve, and wou l d  i ndeed 
have from their  parents and fami ly at home, were i t  not 
for the necessity on  the part of many to seek and 
ut i l ize the services of day care. 

I bel ieve that we a l l  agree on t h at and that's not 
someth ing  that's i n  question on  either s ide of the 
House. I bel ieve that we a l l  agree that it is absolutely 
essent ial to a society such as o u rs in Canada to h ave 
h i g h  standards of qua l ity for day care so that we k n ow 
that we are prov id ing the opport u n ity for a l l  of those 
men and women, and I recogn ize that the vast m ajor
ity who wi l l  be ut i l iz ing the services, who wi l l  of neces
sity seek out the services of day care are women, but I 
bel ieve that a l l  of us recognize that these opport u n i
ties m ust be provided so that they may fu lf i l !  their  
legit i m ate objectives, goals and desires as p roductive 
members of society. As I say, this is not a partisan 
issue and the only reg ret I h ave about the remarks of 
the Member for Wolseley is that I bel ieve that s he, i n  
t h e  latter stages o f  h e r  speech, defi n itely attempted to 
fall i nto the rhetoric of m ak i ng day care a part isan 
issue, saying  that on ly those on  the N ew Democratic 
side of the House were really i nterested in q ual ity day 
care; I k n ow that n ot to be the case and I was d isap
poi nted that she fel l  i nto that. 

However, because she d id,  I 'd j ust l i ke to point  out a 
few of the statements she made a n d  show how easi ly 
they can m islead people and how easily, by s l ipp ing 
i nto that sort of rhetoric, she can take away the major 
focus of the major objectives of this legislation and the 
opport u nities that it wi l l  provide for thousands of M an
itobans who wi l l  ut i l ize day care in the future and I 

t h i n k  to the detr iment of the objectives of the legis la
tion and to the real value of hav ing  legislation of th is  
nature in  Manitoba. The remarks that  I m ake are sa id 
i n  the context of one who has ut i l ized the services of 
day care in th is  p rovince for, I bel ieve, i n  one form or  
another, a l l  fou r of  our  ch i ldren and a lso  as one who, 
bPcause of having a n u m ber of close friends and, i n  
fact fami ly, who are invo lved i n  the provision of day 
care in th is  p rovi nce and others, I am wel l  wel l  aware 
of the o bjectives of those who are in the i n dustry and 
of parents seeki n g  to p lace their  ch i ldren i n  q ual ity 
day care faci l ities in t h is province. The member  
referred to ,  of course, f igu res i n  the B udget saying  
that the previous govern ment wasn't very i nterested in  
day care, and for  the fi rst year o r  two of i ts  term of 
office it d i dn't g ive sufficient i ncreases to day care and 
so forth .  Well ,  of course, those were d ifficu lt ti mes and 
l ike  any govern ment faced with  m assive deficits we 
were faced with the prospect of not being able to g ive 
many sectors of society the i ncreases which they 
would prefer to have had. 
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The fact of the matter is  that  u nder o u r  j urisdict ion,  
day care rose from a budgetary f igure of s l ightly over 3 
m i l l ion,  r ight  u p  to 9 m i l l i o n  i n  four short years. Cer
ta in ly all of the former N ew Democratic adm i nistra
tion d i d  not produce anywhere near that k i nd of 
i ncrease i n  day care f u n d i n g .  So we were aware of the 
monetary needs, the fiscal needs of the day care 
com m u n ity. We increased the n u m bers of spaces that 
were avai lable d ramatically so that we coul d  i n deed 
p rovide the spaces for the b u rgeoni n g  demand out 
there. I t h i n k  that the Member for Wolseley wi l l  proba
bly reco g n ize and admit  to the fact that the demand 
has cont inued to g row more and m o re d ramatical ly in 
recent years than ever before. In  fact, the need for day 
care and the provis ion of day care in genera l  has 
g rown d ramatical ly over the last n um ber  of years, and 
the fact of the matter is  that  o u r  government u nder
took to increase the spaces to p rovide the opportun i 
ties i n  t h e  d a y  care com m u n ity a n d ,  I t h i n k, fu l f i l led 
that aspect of th ings very wel l .  

I was a l ittle troubled w i t h  s o m e  of the rhetoric that 
the members s l ipped i nto i n  attem pt ing to sort of 
create that atmosphere of t hose who want day care 
and those who don't and trying  to separate out classes 
of people or g roups of people. S h e  told a story which I 
d i d n't see any particular  relevance to th is  particular  
Act and th is  d i scussion about a chairman of a board 
who was mak ing $800,000, and when asked how he 
can j u st i fy that salary responded, wel l ,  I have a wife at 
home too, you k n ow. Well ,  it seems to me that it's 
exactly that type of debate that downgrades the 
i mportance a n d  the s ign ificance of br ing i ng i n  q ua l ity 
day care legislation. There's no p lace in th is  House or  
i n  t h is debate for obtuse references that k i n d  of try 
and set the stage for class warfare in d iscussing day 
care. Day care is a necessity to people of all wal ks of 
l ife, to people of a l l  economic c i rcu mstances. 

The question is, of cou rse, whether or  not people 
can afford to pay for the q ual ity day care, and that's a l.I 
that d i fferentiates. Therefore, it's i ncu m bent upon 
gover nment to have i n  addit ion to standards, i n  addi
t ion to a network and a del ivery system for qua l ity of 
day care, a system for f inanci n g  day care for those 
who cann ot themselves afford to pay for it .  That's a l l  
part of the total package, but i t  doesn't break down 



i nto th is class needs day care, and this class doesn't 
People of al l  walks of l ife and i n  al l  economic circum
stances need and desire and are anxious to support 
qua l ity day care in the p rovi nce. So, I was d isap
poi nted that the member took away from the th rust 
and the real value of her remarks by s l ipp ing  i nto that 
k ind  of rhetorical reference that I th ink  has no p lace i n  
th is whole d iscussion. 

I n  any case, referri ng  to the Act and what it repres
ents, I say that the member, I k now, was a great deal 
i nvolved in gathering  together the material and the 
references and the i nformation that led to th is  Act. I 
k now that she has met on many occasions; I k now that 
she h as attempted to consult  widely; I know that she's 
been g iven many d ifferent o p i n ions and I hope that 
those op in ions w i l l  n ot be ignored and I hope that she 
wi l l  not narrow her focus so that she is  responsive to 
only certain parts of the overal l  day care com m u n ity. I 
wou l d n't probably have even said that except for the 
kind of rhetoric that she used l ast week, because it 
appeared as though she was attempt ing to hive off 
certain groups as h av ing  m ore concern and m ore 
interest and therefore bein g  more acceptable to th is  
government in  terms of their  views on  day care, and 
leave off  a l l  of  those others who maybe by v i rtue of 
economic circu mstances are not as crucia l ly  i n  need 
of government support in the obtain i n g  of qua l ity day 
care for their ch i ldren  but, i n  fact, stil l  need qua l ity day 
care but by v irtue of the fact that maybe they aren't i n  
lower economic c i rcumstances or i n  amongst the 
g ro u p  of ,  sha l l  we say, "professional ly qua l ified peo
p l e" for whom t h is Act and aro u n d  whom th is  Act is 
go ing to be structured, that perhaps they shou ldn't be 
l istened to. I wou l d  t h i n k  that wou l d  be . very sad 
i n deed, because that has the prospect of t h rowing out 
the baby with the bath water when we look at provid
ing a n  Act that wi l l  serve the needs of M a n itobans for 
al l  t ime i n  future with respect to day care. 

I NTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: May I i nterrupt for a second. 
I f  the members wou l d  d i rect their attent ion to the 
g a l lery on my left, we have a g rou p of 25 students ,  of 
G rade 7 stand ing  from the Ashern Central H i g h  
School .  These students are u nder t h e  d i rect ion o f  M rs. 
Schwartz and are represented by the Honourable M i n
ister of Agricu l ture. 

On behalf of all mem bers of the Assem bly I wel
come you here today. 

BILL NO. 21 (Cont'd) 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Member 
for Tuxedo. 

MR. G. FILMON: Mr. Speaker, i n  addressi n g  myself 
specifica l ly  to The Day Care Act, I have to in a variety 
of ways echo the sentiments and the thoughts that 
were expressed by the Member for Fort Garry yester
day. We are happy to see an Act come i nto this Legis
lature that wi l l  standardize, that wi l l  p rovide for all the 
ground ru les that wi l l  set the stage for qua l ity day care 
to be del ivered throughout this provi nce. We are 
happy to have that situation prevai l .  

What we are u n h ap py about, of cou rse, is the fact 
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that th is  Act tends to be j ust enabl ing legis lation, that 
j ust enables the government to set regu lations beh i n d  
closed doors i n  a Cabinet room,  without bein g  a b l e  to 
expose those reg ulations and their  appropriateness to 
the people in all the com m u nities of Man itoba who 
require day care and wi l l ,  i n deed, want to h ave ade
q u ate day care faci l i ties to del iver t h roughout their  
communit ies. Th is  Act merely says we h ave tile 
opportun ity to set regu lat ions on this ,  that and the 
other th ing .  And although we can a l l  s u pport better 
standards and better qua l ity of day care and a l l  agree 
to the val ue  of day care to society today, we don't 
k now what we are going to get by v irtue of th is Act, so I 
don't k now h ow we can adequ ately debate the p ros 
and cons of th is Act. We can talk about the pitfa l ls  that 
may be faced, by v irtue of structur ing regu lations too 
narrowly, so that people who are i n  a posit ion and 
need day care i n  th is  p rovi nce are not  excl u ded from 
that opport u nity; we can talk about the need to have 
regu lations f lexib le so that those in rural Man itoba, 
who today are receiv ing q u al i ty day care in many 
i nstitutions, are not exclu ded from receiv ing that in 
futu re, by virtue of regu l at ions that are too n arrowly 
d rafted that wi l l  e l im inate them. 

The fact of the matter is that d ifferent standards 
exist today in rural Man itoba and remote areas than 
do exist in Winn ipeg. The fact of the matter is  that even 
in terms of space requ i rements; even in terms of wash
room faci l i ties; even in terms of structural considera
t ions with respect to their  p lant  and their  s u rrou nd
i ngs, there are s l ight ly different stan dards i n  the ru ral 
and remote areas than there are in Winni peg. I t's a l l  
wel l  and good for  us  to set standards, based on  what 
prevai ls  in W i n n i peg, but we m ay forget that what is 
avai lab le m ay be fairly readi ly  and fairly easi ly,  i n  
terms of bu i ld ings and fac i l ities i n  Winni peg, i s  not 
necessari ly avai lable in rura l  and remote com m u ni
t ies .  I f  that's the case, is  i t  better to have an adequ ate 
facility that does provide qua l ity day care, but doesn't 
q u ite meet those rigid standards, or  is it better to close 
them down and have noth ing at a l l?  

Those are the concerns we wou l d  have with  respect 
to the draft ing of those reg ul at ions and the d ifficulty is 
that we wi l l  not be a party to those regu l at ions,  and I ' m  
n ot sure w h o  m i g ht b e  a party to those regu l ations, 
because I t h i n k  there m ay be a great tendency on  the 
part of the Member for Wolseley to tune in on  only one 
part icu lar  g roup ;  on  one particu l ar special i nterest 
g ro u p; on one part icular h i g h  p rofi le  active group and 
tune out on  the rest of those i n  the day care com m u n ity. 
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She referred to the fact that th is was The Com m u n
ity Day Care Act and it was very s ignificant she said, 
except that - I bel ieve in reading  a l ittle bit between the 
l i nes - there may be a tendency to have the reg u lation 
and the authority and the whole ad m i n istrat ion of th is  
Act go outside the com m u n ity and i nto the hands of  a 
bu reaucracy; a bu reaucracy that wou l d  n ot be 
responsive; that wou l d  not be f lexi ble; a whole grou p 
out there who are the enforcers. the pol icemen whose 
only i nterest is in  mak ing s u re that the "i's" are dotted, 
the "I's" are crossed, and not i nterested in the true and 
u l t imate test of q ua l ity day care, the welfare of  the 
chi ldren,  the wel l-being of  the ch i ldren who are u n der 
day care. 

I bel ieve that there is a possi b i l ity that cou ld exist 
because of just a n u m ber of l ittle h i nts of messages 



that have come across, either from statements made 
by the Member for Wolseley or others across the way; 
or in fact briefs, of wh ich I have copies, of many that 
have been g iven to the Mem ber for Wolseley for the 
M i n ister of Com m u n ity Services And Corrections to 
see. I 'm concerned that some of them are ignor ing the 
d ifferences; ignoring the need for flex i bi lty out there 
i n  the com m u n ity; writ ing  their  briefs o n ly from a 
perspective of Winn ipeg, where adequ ate faci l ities 
and bu i ld i ngs are bou n d .  You k now we h ave now the 
situation where, because of decl i n i n g  school enrol
ments, there are school bu i ld ings available; there are 
publ ic  b u i ld ings in wh ich we are sett ing aside space, 
brand new attractive space where we can set up good 
qua l ity day care institutions. But those are not neces
sarily in abundance in the rural and remote areas and 
I 'd  be concerned that the regu l at ions may not be 
drafted flexibly enough so that all of Manitoba can 
benefit from such an Act. 

F u rther,  I am concerned, as I k now many of o u r  
members are, t hat the authority a n d  t h e  respons ib i l ity 
of the Boards, the Boards of D irectors of existin g  day 
care institutions, will be drastically reduced; that they 
will not take the fu l l  and proper part of their responsi
b i lty that they ought  to, in ensur ing that qual i ty day 
care is  p rovided in the ir  i nstitut ions. They will be side
tracked by regu lations wh ich put the power in the 
hands of the bu reaucracy and out of the hands of the 
democratically elected boards of day care institutions 
who, today, are runn ing  good establ ishments. They're 
made up of parents; they're m ade up of com m un ity 
people; active people who are concerned to provide 
fu l l  qua l ity day care in the ir  l ocal com m u nities who 
are go ing  to be s idetracked by v i rtue of the fact that 
these regu lations and the authorities that wi l l  be 
d rafted through the regu lations, as a resu l t  of the 
enabl i n g  legislation before us, wi l l  i n  fact result i n  a 
poor del ivery of day care i n  the province if that 
happens. I woul d  be concerned that those regu l ations 
ought n ot to be d rafted i n  such a way to a l low that to 
happen. 

I k n ow the legis lat ion as it exists is  probably i n  this 
b land form, you m i g ht say, that i t  does n ot have any 
strong statements in it because of the fact that the 
Member for Wolseley hasn't necessarily been able to 
achi eve consensus with i n  her own caucus and I k now 
that she has some very stron g  feel ings  that would 
make this l eg islation very d ifficult  for many people in 
the day care com m u nity to l ive with and ,  therefore, 
t h is legislat ion is p urposely s i lent  on the m atter of 
whether or  not p rivate, profit-mak ing institutions can 
operate with in  the day care com m u n ity of M an itoba. 

It's s i lent  on the role of  com m u nity boards whether 
or not these com m u nity-based day care boards wi l l  
have any ro le  to p lay, or  authority, u nder the new Act. 
I t's s i lent on whether or not there shal l  be a cei l i n g  of 
fees that can be charged for p lacing  people i n  day 
care in t h is province and you k now, there is a concern.  
T here are some very very good i nstitutions, some very 
h i g h  qua l ity day care i nstitutions, that cou l d  be el imi
nated from existence i f  the government were to set a 
cei l i n g  and say nobody shal l  be able to charge beyond 
that l i m it. Then you h ave the e l i m i nation of the o p por
tun ity for people to enhance their  i nstitution ,  or their 
facility, over and above the m i n i m u m  standards that 
are set,  because i t  costs more. I f  they want to reduce 
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the chi ld-to-worker ratio down below l i m its and h ave 
more costs; i f  they want to have n u rses involved; if 
they want to h ave special ized workers in their pro
g rams and all sorts of th i ngs, that wi l l  all cost money 
and it m ay well be that you have the situation that 
exists today i n  the Health Sciences Centre Day 
N u rsery in wh ich their  cost of operation on  a per d iem 
basis is  $3.00 or  $4.00 per ch i ld  per  day g reater than 
the maxi m u m  al lowable u nder the current govern
ment s u bsidy program. I f  you say that t here w i l l  be no 
opportunity for them to pass along t hose addit ional  
charges to t he parents, who m ay wel l  be able to afford 
them and who may wel l support those addit ional  
charges because they want g reater qua l ity day care 
and g reater opport u n it ies for their  ch i ld ren  in day 
care, that w i l l  not be poss i ble i f  the regu l ations are 
d rafted in a certain way. 

They're s i lent on  that, and I ' m  s u re that they're si lent 
on  a l l  those th ings because it'l l  a l l  boi l  down to a battle 
behind  the closed doors of the caucus room of that 
g overnment over there, or perhaps i n  Cabinet u lt i
m ately, to decide on  whether or  not they should e l im i
n ate p rivate operations from day care i n  Manitoba; 
whether or  not they shou ld  put a cei l i n g  on  the 
amount that can be charged; whether or  n ot they 
should e l i m i n ate the role of com m u nity-based boards 
on  day care i n stitutions and I t h i n k  all of those th ings 
cou l d  h appen if we are not v ig i lant .  I k now that it's sti l l  
u nder consideration a n d  I ' l l  tel l  you why I k now that ,  
because a draft of the p roposed regu lations is  being 
circulated by a p ro m i nent group in  day care in  M a n i
toba today and,  as part of that d raft, there's an endor
sement w h ich people who are i n vo lved i n  day care 
operat ion in th is  province are asked to s ign .  Part I of 
the endorsement is  to say, we endorse these stan
dards that are being proposed for the development  of 
day care regu lations in M an itoba; and Part 1 1  of it is ,  we 
bel i eve that there shou ld  be n o  m o re profit-taking day 
care a l lowed i n  Man itoba. 
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So, at least one of the active g roups are obviously 
sol iciti n g  people's op in ions so that they can present 
them to the Member for Wolseley or  the M in ister o r  
w h o e v e r  a n d  p u t  t h i s  i n t o  t h e  r e g u l at i o n .  
- ( Interjection)- That's r ig ht. Private g roups are 
obviously doing it with encou ragement; they wouldn't 
be doing it if they d i dn't k now there was a receptive 
g roup in gover n ment who woul d  respond to th is  k i n d  
of t h i n g .  S o ,  that's t h e  k i nd of th ing  that concerns us  
because, as  I've sa id ,  day care is  not a partisan issue. 
Qual ity day care is  an issue that all of us  would s u p
port and do support. 

The fact of the matter is, set the standards, set the 
h i g h est possible standards that a l l  of us  can agree on ,  
set the operat ing  standards; set the p hysical stand
ards. Tel l  people what is requ i red, even i n  terms of 
programming  - and I ' l l  speak a l ittle m o re about pro
gramm i n g  afte r - tel l  people what they have to achieve 
and let them go and achi eve it,  but don't badger them;  
don't say you can't d o  it i f  you're a profit-mak ing 
i nstitut ion;  don't say that we don't care what the board 
wants, we've got coordi nators and supervisors and 
other  sorts of bu reaucratic types who are going to te l l  
you h ow to del iver it a n d  what to d o  and are go ing  to 
check o n  you and pol ice you a n d  a l l  of that .  Do i t  in  a 
way that a l l  of us can support with as m uch com mu n
ity i n p ut as possible and beari ng  i n  m i n d  the d i fferin g  
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needs of a l l  of the d iffering com m u nities of Man itoba; 
that's what you need for q ual ity day care in Manitoba. 

What else is going to be in these regu lations? A re 
we going to h ave i n  those reg u lations the fact that you 
shall not al low the ch i ldren to watch television as part 
of your program; that you shal l  provide for them X
n u m ber of types of toys and p lay th ings and this struc
tu re? See, th is  is where you get i nto the d i fficult ies i n  
d ifferent areas; d ifferent areas have d ifferent resour
ces to cal l upon.  

In  W i n n i peg, they m i g ht perhaps be able to take 
them on a tour of the fire hall or a tour of Bunsmaster, 
or a tour of th is faci l ity, or McDonalds, or that facility; 
they have so many more th ings at their  d isposal for 
p rogra m m i ng to keep the children's m inds active i n  
do ing these th i ngs.  See, t h e  Member for Wolseley 
indicated what her biases are when she kept referr ing 
to k ids being stuck down i n  a basement watch ing 
televis ion .  Wel l ,  i f  you're go ing  to  d isal low any televi
sion whatsoever, or  any passive activity, then I say to 
you, that's a p roblem that many day care i nstitut ions 
wi l l  have. As a parent, I can recal l  when our ch i ldren 
were progra m med i nto Yamaha and i nto gymnastics 
and all of those th ings, somet imes they get overpro
gram med at an early age and they become so hyper 
that it's a problem to deal with. 

So the fact of the m atter is we have to be reasonable, 
we have to be flexi ble. We can't take these strong 
stands that say, you k now watching television is  out; 
we've got to be more reasonable about the types of 
progra m m i n g  and del ivery systems i n  day care that 
we offer. I t h i n k  that that's a danger, by leav ing every
th ing  to the regu l at ions,  by bei n g  s i lent on a l l  of these 
issues, yet talk i n g  about them in the Legislature as 
you i ntroduce the legislation .  I th ink  that there cou ld 
be a very very serious p roblem develop that wou ld 
d isal low many of the q ual ity day care operations i n  
this province today from meet ing  t h e  ru les. 

I t h i n k  that there is  a good arg ument to be m ade for 
maintain i ng the comm u n ity board system as part of 
the central network of del ivery of day care. You k now, 
the paral lel is  that we, u n der o u r  educat ion system, 
al low the f inal  decision-making to be made at the 
com m u n ity level by the school boards. We set the 
standards; we set the regu lat ions and then we say to 
the boards, you ensure that you're happy with the f inal  
del ivery because you're closest to the com m u n ity, to 
the ch i ldren, you h i re the people and, as long as you 
l ive with i n  these g u idel ines, then we're happy with it. 

Well, I t h i n k  that there's a parallel that can and 
should be d rawn for  keep ing  com m u n ity boards 
closely involved in the operation of these day care 
centres and I wou l d  be very sorry to see this govern
ment, behi n d  closed Cabinet or  Caucus doors, pass 
regu lations that would e l im i nate that opportu n ity i n  
Man itoba today. I j ust p lace i t  a s  a caut ion because 
we're talk i ng in a vacuu m .  

This is  a very general b i l l; i t  has n oth ing  specific. I t  
enables the govern ment t o  pass regu lations to do 
anyth ing and I ' m  caut ion ing  the govern ment that 
those reg u l at ions ought  not to p revent people, who 
are today prov id ing  good standards of day care and 
wi l l  cont inue to p rovide good standards, meet a l l  of 
the regu lation standards and qual ity performances 
requ ired by the government. So, let's not, by v irtue of 
very n arrow and stringent g uidel ines, e l im inate them 

from the market. 
I also know, M r. S peaker, that there are many d iffer

ent ways that ch i ldren can and should be looked after 
i n  Man itoba, preschool ch i ldren in futu re. Let's not 
say that th is Act d ictates the on ly way because there 
are people who work on  sh ifts and they may not h ave 
day care faci l ities avai lable to them. The Member for 
Fort G arry referred to day care in the workplace and 
how t hat is go ing to be more and more a part ,  and very 
r ightly so, of day care in the futu re. So that people, 
through their  p lace of e m ployment, wi l l  have a day 
care i nstitution avai lable to them and maybe many of 
them who have people on shifts wi l l  provide even ing  
day care or  whatever is  necessary u nder the circu m
stances, at different hours, because I k now that many 
people are restricted from the types of emp loyment 
they can have by v i rtue of the hours of day care that 
are avai lable to them. F o r t h  em it may be m o re oppor
tun ity to a l low for a h o memaker situation or to al low 
for tax breaks or  subsid ies, or any of those k i nds of 
options and I wou l d  hope that th is  Act is  not seen as 
the be-al l  and the end-a l l  and the only solut ion that is  
avai lable to people who need to have their  ch i ld ren  
adequately looked after i n  M a nitoba i n  future. 

The other concern , of course, I wou ld have is  as to 
the q ual ifications that have to be met by those who wi l l  
work i n  day care i n  futu re i n  Man itoba. I know they've 
suggested as a model,  ut i l iz ing the d ip loma course at 
Red River, and that's a good start ing point. But the fact 
of the m atter is that there are many others who are 
prov id ing  qua l ity day care, who are g iv ing due care 
and attent ion and the k i nds of tender l ov ing care that 
we would a l l  l i ke to h ave o u r  ch i ldren get today a n d  
m a y  n o t  be a b l e  t o  meet those paper qual ifications. I 
wou l d  hope that there wou l d  be ample o p portun ities 
for them to be brought in through a grandmother or 
g randfather clause, so to speak - g randparent clause -
so that they can be brought i nto the whole day care 
com m u n ity under  th is  new Act. I wou l d  hope that 
l iterally h u ndreds of people are not thrown out because 
they can not achieve the paper qua l if ications,  even 
though they are acknowledged to have been provid
ing qua l ity day care up to t h is point in Man itoba. And 
again ,  i t 's  u p  to the reg u lations and I wou l d  h o pe that 
those reg ulations will be drafted with some care and 
some reason,  bear ing i n  mind the d ifferent needs of  a l l  
the people throughout Man itoba. 
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So those are a l l  concerns that we would h ave and 
members opposite are chuck l i n g  sayi ng ,  oh  that can't 
happen. But again there are d ifferent resources and 
d ifferent opportun ities avai lable to peop le  in the prov
ince and I happen to know that they're offer ing s u b
jects u nder the Day Care Program at Red R iver Com
m u n ity Col lege on  an extension basis to various 
com m u nit ies t h roughout  the p rovince. But  i n  some of 
the com m u n ities that are reasonably close to Win
n i peg, the ir  workers or  their  people who need to 
upgrade themselves perhaps in order to meet the 
standards that are going to be set by the govern ment, 
wi l l  not necessari ly be able to come i nto Winn i peg to 
take the courses. How are you going to handle that? 
Or they may have very l i ttle flexib i l ity in their  oppor
tun ities to take cou rses that you m ake avai lable to 
them at a com m u n ity col lege or a regional  school or 
so on. These are all more d ifficult  for people in the 
rural com m u n ities than they are for people i n  Win-
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n i peg and we don't always tend to remember that. We 
tend to take a l l  of the resou rces that we h ave avai lab le 
to us;  we h ave two u n iversities; we h ave a com m u n ity 
col lege; we have regional  secondary schools and so 
on, we sort of forget about that when we try and apply 
that to a remote com m u n ity such as Church i l l .  

So are we better off to  be a l ittle more f lex ib le  i n  
a l lowing those people t o  achieve their  standards, o r  i n  
recogniz ing the standards that they have b y  v irtue of 
their experience in the field? Or are we better off to 
just say, wel l ,  I ' m  sorry you don't meet the standards, 
you ' l l  have to close down your operation? O bviously 
we're not better off to do that and I would h ope that 
th is governmemt, i n  its zealous desire to respond to 
special i n terest g roups and particular pressure groups, 
doesn't throw out the o pport u nity for others in the 
province to provide day care. 

So, I say in conclusion,  Mr. S peaker, that obviously 
th is b i l l ,  because it represents a move to standardize 
to i m p rove the q u a l ity of day care in this province, is  
someth ing  that in  general we can support. But without 
k nowin g  what the specifics of the reg ul at ions are, 
we're in a quandary as to know just exactly what the 
govern ment has in m i n d  in terms of its bottom-l ine 
positi o n  on  so many issues that are caught up i n  th is  
network of  ideas and concerns. 

We leave as our bottom-l ine posit ion to the Member 
for Wolseley, the M in ister of Com m u n ity Services and 
the government: remem ber the needs of  the ch i ldren 
and the parents in whatever you're doing in th is .  I t's 
not j ust those peop l e  who are special i nterest g roups 
who have the lobbying power with your  g overnment 
that you h ave to consider. T here should be as m uch 
variety and f lex ib i l ity of opportu nity for  the various 
m odes of delivery. Qua l ity day care stan dards we a l l  
s u pport but for heaven sake, don't strang le  you rself i n  
t h e  regu lations s o  that y o u  e l i m inate f i n e  day care 
operations from th is  p rovince by v i rtue of the regu la
tions that you draft. 

Thank  you very much,  M r. S peaker. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Member 
for Spri ngfield. 

MR. A. ANSTETT: Mr.  S peaker, I just h ad a coup le  of 
q uestions for the Member for R iver Heights i f  he  has 
sufficient time and is  wi l l i ng to yield to a coup le  of 
q uestions. 

M r. S peaker, the member talked - ( l nterject ion)
wel l ,  t h is relates to the pr inciple of the b i l l  for the 
Member for R hine land ,  so I want to get a n  apprecia
t ion for the n at u re of h is  arg u ment. I got the i mpres
sion the Member for T uxedo agreed with the pr incip le 
of the b i l l ,  in  terms of p rovid ing  the standards, yet I 
wasn't clear on how he felt h is  arg ument was j u stified 
in suggest ing  that we shou ld  have that k i n d  of f lex ib i l 
ity, part icu larly i n  ru ral com m u n ities where the level of 
services is  n ot as h i g h  as he and I wou l d  both agree 
they shou ld  be and yet, he  also suggests that we 
shou ld  p rovide some very hard and fast g u idel ines. 
I 'm not sure I q u ite u n derstand how we can both have 
the g u ide l i nes and have the f lex ib i l ity the member 
wants without provid ing for it to be done by reg u lation .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Before we proceed, is it the 
wi l l  of the House to al low these questions to be asked? 

Is  it agreed? (Agreed) 
The Honourable Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. G. FILMON: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, obviously there 
are certain areas in which one has to be very r ig id 
about one's standards, i n  terms of what's the bottom
l i ne posit ion you ' l l  accept and there are other areas i n  
which you can b e  flexi ble a nd ack nowledge t h e  d iffer
ent opportun ities for del ivery of the services t hat you 
m i g ht h ave in a m ajor u rban centre versus a smal l  
remote centre. I say t hat the bottom l i ne is a good 
qua l ity day care. Are the ch i ldren gett ing the k i nd of 
care and attention and l ove that they need and stimu
lation that they need? Let's not  be  so r ig id  as  to  get 
h u n g  up on  paper q ua l ificat ions;  on  whether or  not 
somebody is  private i nstitution or not; on  whether or 
not you have X-n u m ber of square feet per ch i ld  or  
Y-nu m ber of square feet, you  have to h ave a bottom 
l ine,  But when you get to that bottom l ine, make s u re 
that the rural areas and the remote areas can l ive with 
it before you pass it.  

eMR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber 
for S pringfield.  

MR. A. ANSTETT: M r. S peaker, I wou l d  l i ke to speak 
to the b i l l  then br iefly in v iew of the mem ber's 
response. M r. Speaker, I h ave some concerns because 
I t h i n k  what we're faced with here is  a b i l l  that the 
O pposition actual ly really l i kes. In  view of the member's 
response to my question, I f ind that he can o n ly look 
for contradict ions i n  the bi l l ,  when real ly what he's 
say i n g  and he  said earl ier  in his remarks, was that he 
wanted h i g h  stan d ards. That's w hat he  was tal k i n g  
about i n  terms of d a y  care; he  talked about t h e  very 
need for h i g h  standards. As soon as I asked h i m  that 
q uestion ,  M r. S peaker, he started ta lk ing about the 
bottom l i ne to accomodate the rural areas and those 
with less services. 
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So, M r. S peaker, o u r  p roblem here is  that the O p po
sit ion,  because of their  role to criticize, has not been 
wi l l i ng  to recogn ize what a com mendable piece of 
legis lation this is, and althoug h they've com p l imented 
the Member  for Wolseley, have not gone near as far as 
I t h i n k  they'd real ly l i ke to, because I t h i n k  they bel ieve 
t hat the leg is lat ion is  m uch better than they're pre
pared to say in this House. I t h i n k  i f  we're goi n g  to 
have constructive criticism at com mittee level per
haps we should agree that the pr inciple of the legis la
t ion and the way it's been brought i n  by the M i n ister, is 
exactly the way the member t h i n ks it shou ld  h ave 
been for two reasons: ( 1 )  because he  wants stan
dards and he  wants h i g h  standards and he  said so; (2) 
because both the Member for Fort G arry and h imself 
want to see the f lex ib i l ity that I want i n  terms of those 
areas that requ i re d iffering treatments. 

So, Mr. S peaker, he's made t hose argu ments and 
made them wel l .  But he's made them as a method of 
criticiz ing the b i l l  when this is  exactly what the b i l l  
provides. M r. S peaker, I take h i s  comments today to 
be very com p l imentary to the M i n ister and the Member 
for Wolseley, even though he wasn't p repared to put it 
in that l i ght .  I suggest to you, Mr .  Speaker, that h is  
criticisms, as I suggested f rom my seat, were l i ke 
bu i ld ing  1 00 straw men to protect 1 00 acres of corn ,  
because that's exactly what he's done .  T hose k i nds of  
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scarecrows don't work. If you're going to go i nto 
com mittee we've got to come up with constructive 
suggestions about how to i mp rove the b i l l .  

One point  I th ink  he  m akes that has some value is  
the q u estion of the com m u n ity day care boards, in  
terms of how we're going to keep the com m u n ity 
invo lved i n  reg u lati ng  each of the areas that are going 
to be governed u n der th is  b i l l .  I t h i n k  it's i m portant 
that each day care centre have that f lexibi l ity and that 
local com m un ity standards have some i nput. I t h i n k  
t h e  member c a n  contribute there. 

M r. Speaker, I wasn't p lann ing  on speaki n g  to th is  
b i l l  i n  the beg i n n i n g  but  after l isteni n g  to the mem ber's 
remarks, I h ave a concern about a nother area. T h at is, 
he suggests that by some subterfuge - he d i dn't use 
that word but he  certa in ly  suggested it was going to be 
behi n d  doors; it was someth ing  that was in some way 
less than proper because some private organizat ion is 
out conduct ing a survey - that the Member for Wolse
ley, the M i n ister, caucus and Cabinet were going to be 
plann i n g  to do certa in  th i ngs. M r. S peaker, there's n o  
legislation i n  t h i s  p rovi nce that p rovides very specific 
permission for private schools. T here's no legislation 
in this provi nce that says pr ivate schools m ust charge 
tuit ions no h i gher than. There's no  authority for us  to 
enact such regu lations because there's no  legislation 
u nder wh ich they could be enacted. Mr .  Speaker, 
there's no  such authority in th is Act and yet the 
Member  for Tuxedo makes the al legation that this 
government and this caucus would be prepared to do 
those k in ds of th ings. I have to chal lenge the mem ber. 
Show us  where that authority is ,  because if that 
authority is not i n  these b i l ls  - it certain ly isn't i n  The 
Pub l ic Schools Act and i t  certa in ly  isn't in  th is  day 
care b i l l  - then,  Mr .  S peaker, what the member al leges 
is patently i mpossi ble and therefore patently absurd. 

So, M r. Speaker, let's not talk about cei l ings; let's 
not talk about e l i mi natin g  private day care programs, 
because i f  that were to be done i t  woul d  be in the Act. 
T here m ay be some who t h i n k  that's desirable; I 
haven't heard the member say whether that's desi ra
ble or n ot.  But it's n ot in the b i l l ;  there's no authority to 
do it. So, M r. Speaker, when we talk about those k inds 
of concerns, let's talk about what's i n  the b i l l .  There's 
no provision for the k inds of action the member sug
gests woul d  be possible u n l ess it's specifical ly i n  
there. A n y  reg ulations t o  that effect would b e  beyond 
the authority of the b i l l  and beyon d  the authority to 
Cabinet to i m p lement. 

So let's talk about the meat of the b i l l .  I detect a real 
sense of approval that the M in ister's conceal i n g  i n  
these straw-man criticisms. I suggest, M r. Speaker, 
that doesn't serve our p urpose. Let's get down to 
clause-by-clause and move this b i l l  on to Second 
Reading .  

Thank you. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Member 
for Robl i n-Russe l l .  

MR. W .  McKENZIE: M r. Speaker, I move, secon ded 
by the Honourable M em ber for A rt h u r  that debate be 
adj ou rned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of 
Comm u n ity Services on a point of order. 

HON. L. EVANS: On a point of order, Mr. S peaker. 
Have you ascertai ned whether anyone else wou ld l i ke 
to speak i n  the debate? 

BILL N O .  23 - AN ACT TO A M E N D  THE LEGAL 
AID SERVICES SOCI ETY OF MANITOBA ACT 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Govern
ment House Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, M r. Deputy S peaker. Wou l d  
y o u  please cal l  t h e  adjourned debate o n  B i l l  N o .  23? 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: On the p roposed m otion of 
the Honourable Attorney-General , B il l  No. 23. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Stand. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Member 
for Thompson. 

MR. S. ASHTON: M r. Deputy S peaker, I would l ike to 
speak on  this b i l l  i f  there are no object ions at th is  
particular t ime. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Member 
for La Verendrye. 

MR. R. BANMAN: As long as it is  clearly u nderstood 
that I j ust stood it. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: With the u nderstand i n g  
that t h e  b i l l  w i l l  stand i n  the name of t h e  Honourable 
Leader of the O pposit ion.  

The Honourable Member for T ho m pson. 

MR. S. ASHTON: Thank you,  M r. Deputy S peaker. 
moved at th is  t ime to speak o n  B i l l  No.  23, w h ich is an 
Act to amend The Legal  A id  Services Society of M a n i
toba Act, for two reasons. O n e  is to echo my s u pport 
for the b i l l  personally; I th ink  it's badly needed here i n  
Manitoba. T h e  second i s  t o  respond to some of the 
concerns expressed by the M em ber for Virden when 
he last spoke on  this part icular b i l l  on  Wednesday, 2nd 
June,  1 982. 
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N ow i n  general ,  M r. S peaker, as the Attorney
General pointed out when he m ade h is  openi n g  
remarks, t h is b i l l  h as tlJ\ o basic functions.  The fi rst 
function is  to al low the Legal Aid Society to g i ve legal 
a id assistance to g roups who are con d ucti n g  legal 
action i n  regard to matters of p u bl ic concern. I men
t ion specifical ly  our consumer and environmental 
g ro u ps. That's the first part of it, Mr. Speaker. 

The secon d  is to i ntroduce a n u m ber of what are 
basical ly housekeeping  items in regard to the lan
g uage used i n  the exist ing Legal Aid Services Society 
of M anitoba Act, in part icular those housekeeping 
changes relate to the use of mascul ine  lang uage. So in  
other  words, what they're tryi ng  to  do is  remove any 
sexist bias, I g uess is the p roper term,  f rom the Act as 
it exists now. 

N ow I'd l ike to address myself to both of these par
ticular pr i ncip les today. Look ing  at the first poi nt, the 
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provisions of the b i l l  which wou ld al low for fu l l  or 
partial  legal a id to groups, I wou l d  point out to the 
Member for Virden and to other members of th is  
House, that perhaps there's been some m isu nder
stand ing  of the basic pr incip le invo lved with t h is new 
amendment. 

N ow f i rst of al l ,  it 's a pr i nciple that has been raised in 
the past, as the Attorney-General pointed out, so it's 
not exactly a new p roblem.  The fact is  though ,  that by 
a l lowi ng gro u ps to receive assistance from Legal Aid 
u n der th is  Act, we wi l l  not be i n  any way v io lat ing the 
exist ing  pr incip le of legal aid assistance. I wou ld refer 
i n  th is  regard to the p roposed C la use No. 1 0. 1  (2 )  El ig
ib i l ity of G ro u ps, in  which it poi nts out specifically that 
a grou p su bmitti ng  an appl ication  for Legal Aid u nder 
Section 3.1 m ay be foun d  el igible by the society, n ot
withstand ing  that the members of the group or some 
of them would n ot be el igible as indiv iduals i f  the 
society i n  its absolute d iscret ion determ ines (a)  that 
the i ncomes of the members genera l ly  are at such a 
level that payment by the grou p of the legal costs i n  
respect t o  which the appl icat ion i s  submitted wou ld  
work a serious hards h i p  upon the group and wou l d  
seriously hamper its activities; or  ( b) that t h e  g roup 
does n ot h ave sufficient funds to pay the lega l  costs in  
respect of which the appl ication is submitted. 

So it respects the general pr incip le that legal aid 
shou ld  go to those in society who cannot afford legal 
assistance otherwise. But it does not preclu de, as the 
Member for Virden suggested, the poss ib i l ity that 
such groups m ight  have ind iv iduals as part of that 
g roup who would not themselves be el ig ib le for Legal 
Aid. So that part icular concern , I th ink ,  of the Member 
for Virden i n  read ing the  Act, is  n ot part icularly val id.  

N ow the real question is the general pr inc ip le of  
prov id ing  legal a id to g ro u ps and i n  particul ar,  provid
ing l egal  a id to groups in consu mer environmental 
issues.  I ,  personal ly ,  h ave no objection to that pr inci
ple, M r. S peaker, because in the past in a n um ber of 
cases, we've seen that there is a g reat i mbalance i n  
society on  such issues when certain organizations, 
certain corporat ions perhaps, are seek ing certain 
changes and when you have that g roup,  which is wel l 
able to afford Legal A i d  or legal assistance on the one 
hand,  u p  against neig h borhood groups such as the 
Attorney-General ment ioned,  a group such as the 
McGregor Overpass g ro u p  or  groups which are con
cerned about the enviro nmental i mpact of these pro
posed changes who cannot themselves afford legal 
assistance. 

I t h i n k  th is  b i l l  seeks to remedy that ,  seeks to bal
ance the forces, Mr.  Speaker, seeks to g ive these 
g ro u ps a chance to put forward their  case because as 
mem bers of this House k now, today one's legal assis
tance often determ i nes the degree to which one is 
heard in t h is society. It's u n fortunate but true, that 
with the i ncreasing complex ity of society a n d  the 
i ncreasing  n u m ber of ru les, regu lations,  laws, you
name-it,  that the assistance of lawyers is  badly needed. 
I t h i n k  t h is ensures that such consumer and environ
mental groups get a chance at a fair hearing .  

N ow I would point out that the amendments to the 
Act do not  provide for  fu l l  lega l  a id to a l l  g ro u ps. 
Section  3 . 1  (3) says that the society may furnish Legal  
Aid to a g ro u p  u nder S u bsection 1 ,  e i ther without 
charge or with a partial  charge, as the society may 

determine.  In regard to provid ing legal a id with a par
t ia l  charge, it shal l  also determine the amount  of the 
g ro u p's contri but ion to the costs of Legal  A id .  So 
where a group m ay be able to afford a certain contri
but ion but n ot the ent ire cost of  the legal assistance 
they need, there is  p rovision under this amendment 
that they receive partial  assistance. 

That is  the fi rst basic goal of these amend ments, Mr .  
S peaker, and as I have pointed out, I th ink the con
cerns of the Member for Virden are perhaps n ot 
exactly the  case if one looks at the entire b i l l  itself, the 
ent ire port ions of Bi l l  23, because some of the con
cerns he made are met with in  the b i l l .  T h at's the fi rst 
part of it. 

The second part is  in regard to the housekeeping 
measures, i n  particular, to the portions of B i l l  23 which 
change male termi nology to more neutral, what we'd 
cal l  I suppose, nonsexist language. The Attorney
General h as poi nted out that this is not the only b i l l  i n  
which w e  h o pe t o  see t h i s  a s  t h e  government;  we hope 
to expand this genera l  pr inciple to other exist ing Acts, 
in fact, a l l  Acts of the province eventual ly because it's 
a matter of keeping up with the t imes, Mr. Speaker. 

You k n ow, I 've sat here for a n u m ber of months and 
I 've noticed that certain members of th is  House have 
objection to these terms. Well, perhaps I can u nder
stand that.  When one is  used to a certa i n  k i n d  of 
terminology, it's often d ifficu lt to adapt to new ones. I 
would note i n  th is  regard the objection the Leader of 
the Opposit ion often makes to the use of the word 
'chairperson' and he's q u ite vocal in his o bjections to 
that .  But as I 've said, Mr. Speaker, it's a m atter of 
keeping up with the ti mes. 
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Ten years ago, the use of the word 'chairperson' was 
a rather novel one, it was a rather new idea. But today 
it's accepted by most people in society as a reflect ion 
of the fact t hat the prev ious term d i d  h ave a n  i m pl ied 
d iscr i m in at ion against women and the use of the term 
'chairwoman'  does not real ly overcome that, so real ly 
the  key t h i n g  is  to try and use a neutral term. I say th is ,  
M r. S peaker, as one who at t imes often s l i ps i nto the 
use of the word 'chairman' from my own experience so 
I'm certa in ly  not lectur ing mem bers on the use of th is  
word. I ' m  suggest ing  that perhaps we should a l l  t ry to 
use it a bit  m o re often .  But  that real ly is  u p  to the 
i n div idual  conscience, the i n d iv idual  choice of the 
members of th is  H o use, of any member of society, 
they can say what they want to, M r. S peaker. But in the 
laws of the p rovince, I t h i n k  it's absolutely vital t hat we 
reflect the changi n g  t imes; we reflect the desire of 
many people in society to e l i m inate terms which are 
biased towards male terms, Mr .  S peaker. 

I t h i n k  we should do it not j ust in B i l l  23, as the 
Attorney-General suggested, but in  a l l  b i l l s  i n  t h is 
prov ince and they're not major changes at a l l ,  M r. 
S peaker. I j ust invite some of the members of th is 
House to look at some of the terms, you k now, replac
i n g  references to " he" and "h im ,"  S u bsection 1 3(2) ,  
for exam ple, you can check with  that, whether we're 
changi n g  the reference to, "whether or not that other 
sol icitor is p ractising association with h im ."  

Wel l ,  you  k n ow, M r. S peaker, as  I 've said, that's 
keeping up with the t imes. If it 's not a m atter of keep
i n g  up with the use of term i nology, it's perhaps recog
n it ion of the fact that there are i ncreasing n u m bers of 
female lawyers nowadays. In fact, if one looks at the 



n u m ber of law students enter ing  say fi rst year, l ooks 
at the n u m ber entering this in the past few years as 
com pared to may be 5 or 1 O years ago, one w i l l  f i nd  
that the n u m ber of female law students has  increased 
rather d ramatical ly. At one t ime the percentage was 
1 0  or 20 percent; a female law student was rather 
u n ique.  Today, I believe the percentage is approxi
mately 50 percent - and the Attorney-General who is  a 
former professor of law can perhaps advise me on that 
- but my feedback is  that has now reached that level. 
So what we're talk ing  about, M r. S peaker, is  a g rowing 
n u m ber of lawyers who wi l l  i ndeed be women and to 
use terms i n  an Act of th is provi nce which refer to 'h im '  
as  somehow be ing  the on ly sol icitors that are envisi
oned in this Act are male, I th ink ,  is  merely stick ing  
o ne's. head i n  the  sand. Because w i th  that n u m ber of  
female law students com i ng u p  through the ranks, i n  a 
couple of years a l l  the new practis ing lawyers wi l l  be 
perhaps 50 percent female and once they work their  
way through the ranks, perhaps the whole profession 
wi l l  reflect the 50 percent o r  51  percent, I suppose, 
level of the populat ion that women n ow make u p. 

There are two basic pr i nci ples i n  concl usion then,  
M r. S peaker, i n  th is Act: ( 1 )  of provi d i n g  assistance to 
consu mer environ mental groups; (2) of changing 
male termi nology to more neutral termi n ology. I have 
no problems with either. I t h i n k  it's a reflect ion of the 
t imes in  both cases and I would u rge a l l  mem bers of 
this House to perhaps review what objections they 
m ight  h ave to this b i l l  by actual ly  reading  the b i l l  and 
tal k i n g  to those who drafted it .  I t h i n k  i f  they do check 
i nto it ,  they' l l  f ind that there real ly aren't that many 
problems with the bi l l  and that we should, i n  fact, as a 
House u nan im ously support B i l l  No. 23. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The M i n ister of C o m m u n ity 
Services. 

HON. L. EVANS: Thank you, M r. S peaker. I 'd l i ke to 
participate in the debate briefly inasmuch as 
( I nterject ion)- 20 m i nutes - it does present to th is 
House, perhaps for some members a rather n ovel 
approach but as my col league, the Member  for 
Thompson i n dicated, nevertheless an approach that 
is appropriate for the times; an approach that recog
n izes that m ore a n d  more there is a need a n d  a 
requ i rement to assist g ro u ps i n  o u r  society i n  group 
act ion before various governmental boards, Pub l ic 
Uti l ity Boards, for example, i n  order to assist these 
g roups in whatever way to cope with the problems 
that they perceive. And i n  th is  day and age, part icu
larly when we're talk i ng about matters that go before 
the P ubl ic  Uti l ity Board. we're talk i n g  about,  in many 
i nstances, very tech n ical matters; m atters that have to 
be researched; matters that h ave to h ave carefu l  pres
entation  and I t h i n k  it's very fitting that the Attorney
General ,  at th is point in t ime, does br ing in an Act 
which amends The Legal Aid Services Society of 
M an itoba Act so that it now, u pon passage in futu re, 
w i l l  be able to assist various groups. 

Without q uestion ,  Mr .  Speaker,  th is  legislat ion wi l l  
serve the cause of  consumer interests very wel l. The 
consumers i n  Man itoba, the consumers in  Canada 
very often find themselves very frustrated and very 
help less in decisions made by large corporations, par
t icu larly corporat ions that m ay be descri bed as 
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m onopol istic, such as, G reater Winn ipeg Gas or the 
Telephone System or  the Man itoba Hydro or, i ndeed, 
a transit system - a bus system. 

I can g ive you an example with i n  my constituency, 
M r. S peaker, of a cu rrent problem that is causing a 
great deal of frustrat ion,  a great deal of concern on the 
part of many, many thousands of cit izens in the City of 
B randon.  I can say those n u m bers because there have 
been petit ions to the City Counci l  and it's pub l ic  
i n formation with  regard to the n u m bers of  people  who 
have signed petit ions; with the n u m bers of people 
who have attended council  meetings and that is with 
regard to the p roposal by the City Transit System (a) 
to increase the transit rates, and ( b) to seriously cut 
back the level of service to citizens in parts of the City 
of Brandon. 

These people have come to me as their  M LA and 
expressed their  frustrat ion,  their  concern, their  inab i l
ity to com m u n i cate their  concerns to the counci l ,  but 
fortu nately they have another avenue and that is  to 
appear before the P u bl ic  Uti l it ies Board, i f  they so 
c hoose. If the C ity Counci l  decides not to hear their  
a ppeal - or rather to act u pon their  appeal - and 
decides to carry out these d rastic cutbacks, these 
massive cutbacks are going to affect many people in a 
very, very negative way. I can g ive you some exam ples 
of that. I'm told, in one instance, a young woman who 
is  support ing a smal l  ch i ld  and wants to work,  doesn't 
want to be on welfare, wants to work, w i l l  h ave to take 
another tour hours in her day in order to be able to 
take the ch i ld  to a day care centre from her home and 
then go from that  day care centre to her p lace of work. 
N ow with the new schedule bein g  proposed, the cut
back schedule, there's no  way that young mother, that 
youn g  woman can possib ly get her ch i ld to the day 
care centre, get herself to work and, of course, pick u p  
the  ch i ld  i n  the even ing  and g o  home without spend
ing  four hours main ly wait ing  for buses because of 
this p roposed cutback. 

N ow the avenue is  open, of course, for them to g o  to 
the Publ ic Uti l i ties Board because the C ity Transit 
System m ust go to the P u bl ic  Uti l ities Board, as I 
u nderstand it, for approval of th is f inal ly.  Of course, 
the Board is  there to adjudicate in its wisdom; we've 
got some good people on the board; qual ified people 
who have served this p rovince for a long time and, 
although  there is  a new Chairman of the Public Uti l i 
t ies Board, nevertheless we a l l  recognize h is  many 
years of d istin q u ished service and h is  ab i l ities. But no 
matter h ow wel l  the Board is i n  i ts ab i l ity to make 
j u dg ment and so on ,  these j ud gments and decisions 
are based upon facts presented. I suggest to you that 
the gro u p  i n  B randon of m any well-mean ing  citizens 
are going to h ave to take time and spend some money 
to try to make a presentation before the Publ ic Uti l it ies 
Board if they can m anage it, because these hearings 
may be held outside of the city;  we're n ot s u re at t h is 
point. But it would seem to me that their  cause, the 
cause of the consumers of that pub l ic transit system 
wi l l  be well served by th is  k i nd of legislation because 
this legislation then would enable that g rou p to go to 
the Legal Aid Services Society of Manitoba and point 
out the need for legal  assistance, the assistance of 
professional lawyer or lawyers i n  order to he lp  present 
their case to th is Publ ic  Uti l ities Board. 

So I say here is a cu rrent, vital example where th is  
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legislation w i l l  he lp  to ensure that the consu mers 
involved in this transit cutback proposal at least will be 
heard and wi l l  not only be heard, but wi l l  have their 
case presented carefu l ly and l og ically and i n  a way 
that wi l l  make the greatest i m press ion on the members 
of the Board who wi l l  have to make the f inal  decis ion.  
Before you make any careful presentation,  of cou rse, 
M r. S peaker, there's always the need to have carefu l  
research a n d  a m atter o f  gett ing t h e  tech n ical data 
together is  another m atter that's equal ly i m portant. So 
I t h i n k  th is  is a role that Legal A id  M a nitoba can very, 
very well p lay and wi l l  be appreciated by these g ro u ps. 

I use the B randon Transit System but the same is 
true for, let's say, a rate hearing by G reater W i n n i peg 
G as, or any of the other ut i l it ies that h ave th is  monop
oly power, as I said ear l ier ,  a n d  very often the detail 
that goes into rate mak ing ,  and adjustments of rate, is  
just so i m mense and compl icated that it is  very d iffi
cult for the average citizen, the average consu mer to 
be able to garner the facts and to m ake the case. 
T here's always the exception, of course, Mr. S peaker, 
there a re always some people who are w i l l i ng  to 
volunteer their professional advice, or  professional 
service, which is f ine, but I suggest that this perhaps is 
more the exception than the rule.  

I s u ppose one could argue that we shouldn't  use 
taxpayers' monies for an advocacy role, or for f inanc
i n g  of advocacy g ro u ps, because th is  legislat ion does 
provide for that.  I woul d  suggest that t here are many 
exa m ples where t h is Legis lature. over the years, has 
voted mon ies to varies departments who i n  turn  have 
fu nded g ro u ps for a n  advocacy role. I go back over 
some years, and I th ink  of the Nelson Agency. The 
Nelson Agency, some members of the House m ay not 
recal l ,  was a n  advocacy agency establ ished, either by 
the R o b l i n  or the Weir G overnment, I ' m  not s u re 
which ,  but  it goes back obviously m any years i nto the 
1 960s and the role of that g rou p was to advocate the 
cause of the people who m ay be adversely affected by 
the floodi n g  of South I nd ian Lake.  You recal l ,  with the 
proposed d ivers ion ,  whether i t  be a h igh level or  a low 
level d ivers ion,  there was no q u estion that people in  
the n orth were to be affected and some of them would 
be affected adversely. The govern ment i n  i ts  wisdom,  
and I do not fau l t  those p revious govern ments, or  t h at 
p revious g overnment, i n  fact, I g ive them credit for 
that ,  that they saw fit to establ ish  this agency w hich 
d id  advocate, o n  behal f  of the people l iv ing  in  those 
local c o m m u n ities, those remote com m u nities i n  
northern Man itoba. 

Today, in my own department of Comm u n ity Servi
ces and Corrections,  we have a n um ber of associa
tions, groups that you could classify as advocacy 
g rou ps, that are fu nded by the taxpayers. They are i n  
my Est i m ates, b u t  they were i n  t h e  Est imates o f  pre
vious M i n isters as wel l .  The Citizen Advocacy in Win
n i peg is one such group;  they happen to advocate the 
cause of ma in ly handicapped people, both p hysical ly 
and mental ly handicapped people, and they do an 
excel lent j ob, a one-on-one job, but t hey nevertheless 
play an advocate role as is u l t imately being  referred to 
in B i l l  23 which we h ave before us.  

Another organization ,  Canadian Association for 
Mental  Retardat ion,  CMR, is f inanced i n  part by the 
taxpayers i n  Man itoba and,  as many people have 
k nown and have experienced, this i ndeed is  also an 
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advocacy group,  advocacy advocat ing a part icular 
cause, a part icu lar point of view. 

So the precedent is  well establ ished, M r .  S peaker, 
for the Legislature to vote mon ies to fund advocacy 
g roups, to vote mon ies to set up organizat ions that 
can play an advocate role. I say this is fit and proper; I 
say that the fund ing  and the assistance of advocate 
g ro u ps, as is  being provided for in this b i l l , is fit and 
proper i n  th is day and age that  we l ive in ,  the latter part 
of the 20th centu ry,  because we are l iv ing in a very 
complex society. We're l iv ing in a society where deci
sions are m ade in a very remote fashion ;  where we 
have big organ izations,  b ig  corporat ions.  b ig  Crown 
companies; where we have large govern ment depart
ments, big govern ment; and where the average Man
itoban or the average Canadian, or i ndeed the average 
citizen, feels very frustrated and he lpless, feels a n  
i nab i l ity to do someth ing  about whatever is happen
i n g ,  whether it's f loodi n g  out his or her com m u n ity; 
w hether it is lack of adequ ate faci l it ies for the physi
cally handicapped and trying to get through the C ity 
Hal l  or the Town Hal l  to get some act ion on behalf of 
them; or  whether it is, as in the example that I used 
earlier, to get through to the decision-makers with 
regard to an i ncrease i n  gas rates or  telephone rates or  
hydro rates or bus  fare changes or bus route cha nges. 
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So, I t h i n k  that what we're doing here is someth ing  
that wi l l  be we l l  received by  the  people of the province. 
I t h i n k  it will be well received certai n ly by a n u m ber of 
organizat ions that I have come i n  contact with a n d  I 
k now for a fact, M r. S peaker, that if th is b i l l  had 
a l ready been enacted last year, or at some previous 
t ime,  I can assu re you that members of th is organiza
tion in my constituency,  that o u r  ord inary citizens, 
housewives, you ng mothers, people who want to do 
somethi n g  about th is drastic cutback i n  the Brandon 
bus system service and feel  as frustrated as a l l  get out .  
They come to their  MLA and I have to explain to them 
that although we,  as a Government of M a nitoba d o  
provide s u bsidy to u rban transit systems, i t  is  n o t  o u r  
d i rect respons ib i l ity t o  run  those systems. I t  is  essen
t ial ly a respons ib i l ity of the m u n ic ipal  govern ment 
and that they i n  turn should approach their  counci l 
l ors, the ir  a ldermen or  go to the counci l  meet ings and 
m ake their  views known and I 've certain ly encouraged 
them to do that and to do whatever else they feel fit 
and proper in order to mold pub l ic  op in ion ,  in order to 
affect the op in ion-makers on city counci l .  I n deed, 
they h ave been writ ing letters to the editor; they've 
had news conferences; they've had petit ions; they've 
had h un d reds and h u nd reds of names on these peti
t ions and they've gone down to the C ity Hal l  i n  Bran
don with the petit ions, but thus far, at least the latest 
i nformation I have, w ithout success. But  I th ink ,  and 
I ' m  n ot so s u re whether u p  to that stage that I des
cri bed in th is  one particu lar  example ,  that you wou l d  
necessarily have need f o r  legal a i d .  I ' m  n o t  suggestin g  
i n  a l l  those steps that you have need f o r  legal a id.  What 
I a m  suggest ing though is when you go beyond the 
po l it ical l evel. When you g o  to a tech n ical board, to 
the Publ ic Uti l ities Board as in this case, where there is  
a need for legal assistance, i t 's  at that stage that th is 
bi l l  w i l l  certain ly  be of assistance. I only wish that I was 
able to tell these people that p honed me or stopped 
me on  the street or  have written to me that this was 
another avenue that they could fol low in order to f ight 
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to the  bitter end,  as it were, th is cutback that affects 
them so adversely. 

I t h i n k  that perhaps in the case of a bus system you 
m ay feel that it's a relatively s imple matter, that you 
don't have to have professional advocacy, you don't 
have to have professional  research and so on. The 
report on  which it 's based, wel l ,  it m ust be at least as 
th ick  as these various b i l ls ;  I wish I had a copy of that 
report because it is f i l led with a lot of tec h nical data, it 
has d rafts, c harts and I have studied it a bit  and I m ust 
say that I f i nd  i t  rather d i fficu It to fol low some of the 
charts that the report contains .  I 'm not sure whether 
some of these citizens have copies of this report - but 
my colleague from St. Boniface here's not he lp ing  me 
- have copies of th is report, but the fact is  that one way 
to argue before the Publ ic  Ut i l ities Board, of course, 
would be to go t h rough the report which is the basis of 
the counci l  decision mak ing .  Although my colleague 
from St. Boniface can make me s m i le at this, it is  a very 
serious matter, in fact i f  there is n u m ber one issue i n  
m y  r id ing at the present t ime,  i t  i s  the issue of th is 
cutback that is  i m m inent and,  as I said, I gave you the 
one example  of th is  s ing le mother who h ad th is  ch i ld  
to  look  after. I cou ld  give you  other specific examples 
of e lderly people who are going to be adversely 
affected a n d  people who ride the buses in those areas 
at other t imes who are also adversely affected. So 
there's a lot of exa m ples that I could use. 

I t h i n k  back also - is it three or four years ago? 
-when there were several groups in W i n n i peg, they 
were extremely ann oyed at the G reater Winni peg Gas 
Company and they real ly felt they were bei n g  shafted. 
They were being shafted because they were being 
asked t ime after t ime, i t  seemed every t h ree or  four 
m o nths, to pay m o re for their  gas bi l l  and they felt  that 
they were bein g  somehow manipu lated, tricked by the 
data, the in formation that was com i n g  out of the gas 
ut i l i ty. Of course, everyone k n ows the gas ut i l ity is  i n  
t h e  business o f  making a p rofit a n d  is  g uaranteed a 
return o n  its i nvestment.  I ' m  not critical of normal 
reasonable profits, but the people of Winn ipeg at that 
t ime felt that they were bein g  taken to the cleaners, i n  
s o  many words, because they'd n o t  o n ly seen one 
i ncrease but they'd seen several increases over a very 
short period of t i me. As a matter of fact, they d i d  get 
together and I g uess they u lti mately got some legal 
advice and got some techn ical advice, but surely there 
should  h ave been a vehicle in p lace that would h ave 
enabled them to more eas i ly, m o re readi ly, protect the 
i nterest of the consumers of the City of Winn ipeg. Th is  
exactly is  what the Attorney-General has i n  m i n d  in  
i ntroducing this very worthwhi le  p iece of legislation. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. We've reached the time 
of Pr ivate Mem bers' Hour.  When we next reach this 
bi l l  again the Honourable M i n ister wil l  have 20 m i n
utes remain ing .  

I N  SESSION 

PRIVATE M E M BERS' H O U R  

MR. SPEAKER: O n  Private Members' Hour  the  first 
item is the Secon d  Readi n g  of B i l l  No. 35. 

The Honourable Member for R iver East. 

SECOND READIN G  PRIVATE B I LLS 

BILL 35 - AN ACT TO AMEND AN ACT 
TO INCORPORATE THE M E N N O NITE 
BRETHREN CHURCH O F  MANITOBA 

MR. P. EYLER presented Bi l l  No. 35 An Act to Amend 
an Act to I ncorporate the Mennon ite Bet h ren  Church 
of M an itoba for Second Reading .  

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for R iver 
East. 

MR. P. EYLER: Thank you, M r. Speaker. Aside from a 
few housekeeping amendments related to grammar 
there are t h ree main objects to th is  amendment. 

The first is  to expand the objects of the corporat ion .  
When this c h u rch was or ig ina l ly  i n corporated in  1 940 
t here was no provis ion for mass media such as broad
cast ing  or for education in separate schools or for the 
provis ion of health and socia l  welfare programs. The 
objects are expanded in th is amendment to inc lude 
these three areas. 

The second change t h at they're request ing ,  M r. 
S peaker, is that a l l  lands "shal l  be vested" i n  the Men
non ite B rethren Church rather  than "may be vested." 
This  has always been i m p l icitly accepted; they j ust 
now wish to have it expl icit in the Act. 

The th i rd change, M r. S peaker, is  insofar as the 
head office l ocat ion is  concerned. When the bi l l  was 
original ly passed in 1 940, the head office was located 
in Wink ler. I t  has since moved to Winni peg a n d  t hey 
wish to have the b i l l  changed to a l low for provision of 
head office to be located i n  Winn ipeg or any other 
locat ion in the Province of Man itoba. 

MR. A. KOVNATS: M r. S peaker, I move seconded by 
the Honourable Member for Robl in-Russel l that debate 
be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The next item on the Private Members' 
Hour  agenda is  Resol ut ion No.  6 stand i n g  i n  the name 
of !he Honourable Member for  M i n nedosa. 

ADJOURNED D EBATE O N  
SECOND READ I N G  

R E S .  6 - C P R  L A N OJ  TAX ASSESSMENT 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you, M r. Speaker.  Mr.  
S peaker, I 'm j ust speak ing  on  this i n  the absence of 
my col league, the M LA for M i n nedosa, and I 'm not 
tak ing  h is  privi lege and r ight to speak at th is t ime. 

M r. S peaker, th is resol ut ion presents someth ing  of 
an anomoly i n  the House that of late we have become 
m o re and m o re accustomed to see coming from the 
present government. I th ink  this reso l ut ion could be 
more aptly descr ibed as a sympathy resolut ion;  sym
pathy for the MLA for E lmwood who i ntroduced it, 
obviously without caucusing it with the rest of his 
col leagues in the government; and a sympathy resolu-
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t ion for the M in ister of Transport who obviously d idn't 
know this resolut ion was coming in, because on  one 
hand the M i n ister of Transportation h as a g overnment 
resolut ion which says: "We shall  not break a l ong
stand i ng agreement with Canadian Pacif ic Ra i l road, 
vis-a-vis the statutory rate structure for transport ing  
gra in  and gra in  p roducts i n  Western Canada." T h at is  
a govern ment resolut ion and I trust carries the fu l l  
weight or  d id  carry the fu l l  weight  of  the government 
behi n d  it .  

At the same time his col league in the backbench, 
the M LA for E l mwood, in troduces a resol ut ion that 
says: "An agreement shal l  be broken, shal l  be further 
amended." Somet h i n g  of a q u a ndary that the NOP 
m ust f ind themse lves i n ,  with these two resol utions 
appear ing  o n  the O rder Paper in the same Session .  
N ow, I realize that such honourable mem bers as the 
i ntroduc ing  member and h is  bench m ate don't see the 
logic beh i n d  that but I wouldn't expect them to. Logic 
is  somet h i ng that they're not accustomed to. 

N ow my concern o n  this part icu lar  resol ut ion stems 
in part from some of the i nformation t hat t he M i n i ster 
of Transport h as put out in support of h is resolut ion 
against any i nterference i n  an exist ing agreement with 
Canadian Pacific Ra i l roads. He h as said - and he  h as 
turned out a press release i n  support of h is  resolut ion -
"That Manitoba does not benefit from any, or i n  a 
s ign if icant way from the m ajor expansion i n  rai l - l ine 
capacity which m u st take p lace i n  Western Canada,  i n  
order that Western Canadian commodities can move 
to their seaboard m arkets, part icu larly on  the west 
coast." 

The logic that the M i n ister of Transport uses, Mr .  
Speaker, is  that because a l l  of the spend i n g  on  rai l
l i n e  capacity u pg rad i n g  is  bein g  funded in the R ocky 
M o u ntai n region  of the CPR,  i t  has no benefit for 
Manitoba; t herefore, any effort to sell  the Pepin pro
posal is  n ot val i d  in M a n itoba. Well, that presents 
some in terest ing  questions which I th ink  the M em ber 
for Elmwood and h is M in ister of Transportation should 
get down and d iscuss because western rai l  capacity is  
the bott leneck in  rai l  transportat ion in  Canada. I t  is  
go ing to have to be resolved over the next 5 ,  10 years 
or  Canadians w i l l  lose s ign ificant export opport u n i
ties, not on ly i n  coal and potash and other m i neral 
concentrates, but in grain and t hose com m odit ies are 
a l l  of g reat i m p ortance to the western economy. 
Shou ld  we not have h ad a defeat i n  the last election ,  
potash would have been an important com modity for 
Manitoba. I t  woul d  seem as i f  i t  - ( I nterjectio n ) - the 
Member for Elmwood repeats comments I hear from 
the Member for l n kster u pon occasion,  that potash 
m ines, alu m i n u m  smelters, etc . .  are pie in the sky. 

Wel l ,  I only asked the Member for E lmwood and h is 
col leag ue, the M LA for l n kster, to read the prospectus 
that was put out and signed by his M i n ister of F i nance, 
and to read the Budget S peech put out by his M i n ister 
of F inance wh ic h  mentions a l u m i n u m  s me lters, potash 
m i nes to the investment com m u n ity, the people of 
M an itoba in a Budget and a prospectus in which they 
borrow m o ney. N ow, is that the k i n d  of p ie i n  the sky 
you're tal k i n g  about? If i t  is, you two venerable towers 
of i ntel l igence i n  the back bench should mention that 
to your M i n ister of F i nance. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Will the honourable 

member p lease add ress h is  remarks to the Chair and 
not to other mem bers d i rectly? 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Certai n ly, Mr. S peaker, I certai n ly 
w i l l .  But,  Mr .  Speaker, we h ave become accustomed 
to the i nterjections by the government backbenchers 
about p ie in the sky; the same pie in the sky their  
M in ister of F i nance h as c hosen to boast about o n  the 
N ew York money markets when he goes down to bor
row money on  behalf of M a n itobans; the same pie i n  
t h e  sky that t h e  M i n ister o f  F i nance i ntroduced i n  h i s  
B udget tel l i n g  Man itobans that t he future o f  M an itoba 
in part was going to be bolstered by a n  alu m i n u m  
refinery i n  Manitoba, a potash m i ne i n  Western Can
ada; that's p ie in the sky according to the M i n ister of 
F i n ance. He's tel l i n g  the people of M an itoba t h at even 
a month ago they were a real possib i l ity and today we 
find out, of course, the a l u m i n u m  smelter is  n ot a 
poss ib i l ity that Man itobans can enjoy. So th is  issue of 
rai l  capacity is  very crucia l ly  i mportant to M a n itoba. 
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The one other th ing  that's very i m p ortant to M a n i
toba at th is  t ime - and members opposite, mem bers i n  
the govern ment probably won't u n derstan d  th is - but I 
hope that eventual ly with in  the next year or two they 
might  h ave some semblance of u n derstand ing  of what 
we, on th is side of the House are t ry ing  to tel l  them. 

B ut Man itoba is  not a n  is land u nto itself i n  the Can
adian economic fabric. T here are n o  barriers on  each 
border of  Man itoba which either contains i nvestment 
wit h i n  the prov ince, or excludes investment from the 
prov ince - and I say, excludes, because there never 
used to be barriers which excluded i nvestment from 
Manitoba - but, Mr .  S peaker, u nfortunately that al l  
chang ed on  N ovember 17 with the election of a n  N . D.  
Government in  the Prov ince of M a nitoba. T here are 
now barriers to private sector i nvestment in the Prov
ince of Man itoba instituted by this gover n ment in six 
short months and their fi rst Budget. 

M r. S peaker, let's a nalyze what is  happen ing  i n  
Q uebec because o u r  honourable friends over there 
like to i mport th ings from Q uebec, like payrol l  taxes. 
N ow in Q uebec, Mr. Speaker, the . . .  

POINT O F  O R D E R  

M R .  SPEAKER: O rd e r  p lease.  The  H o n o u ra b l e  
Member for R iver East on  a point o f  order. 

MR. P. EYLER: I bel ieve you called the debate on the 
CPR Land Tax Assessment Resolut ion? Woul d  you 
ru le whether or  not he's speaking on  that? 

MR. SPEAKER: T here does appear to be a rather long 
preamble that the honourable member  is  g iv ing .  

MR. D .  ORCHARD: Certain ly ,  Mr .  Speaker, and as I 
mentioned before. and I said before I started this d is
cussion, that members opposite would not u nder
stand and the Member for R iver East has o nce again 
demonstrated clearly that he doesn't have much  
u n derstand ing  of  the  econo m ic system i n  Man itoba, 
that this resolut ion i ntroduced by h is backbench col
league has an i mpact on  the i nvestment capabil ities of 
corporations in Man itoba. He doesn't u nderstand 
that; I don't expect h i m  to. T h at's why he  would 
r ise on  a s i l ly  point of order such  as he  d id ;  he  
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doesn't u nderstand .  
We have a nother one, the MLA for  Thompson, pre

paring to rise on  the same point of order because he 
doesn't u n derstan d  either. He's the man that brought 
in  t h e  res o l u t i o n  on Reag a n o m ics ,  t h at 's h i s  
u nderstanding .  

M r. S peaker, to deal  to  the satisfaction of the hark
ing in the backbench on  -( I nterjection) -

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease. The H o n o u rable  
Member for  Thompson on a poi nt of  order. 

MR. S. ASHTON: On the or ig ina l  point  of order, M r. 
S peaker, the member  just started part of h is  remarks 
with the i ntroduct ion,  wel l ,  let's talk about Quebec. I 
don't th ink  by any stretch of the i magination that 
could be seen as bei n g  relevant to a resolut ion on the 
CPR taxes i n  W i n n i peg, so would ask you to rule 
whether, i n deed, he was out of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. I n  
Q uebec there i s  the head off ice of a f i rm by the name 
of CPR.  In  Q uebec u nder a n u m ber of p ieces of legis
lation that they have passed i nc lud ing  the payrol l  tax 
and i nc lud ing various pieces of language legislat ion,  
there h as become in a pparent standards a d is incen
tive for head offices to remai n in the Province of 
Quebec and there has been a m i g ration of those offi
ces out of the province and i nto other provinces. 

N ow, M r. S peaker, what d oes that do for Man itoba 
with CPR? Well if ,  and this is  only a possi b i l ity, but i f  
the Canadian Pacif ic Rai lway - a n d  bearing  i n  m i n d  
that the major expansion and transportation capacity 
w i l l  occur  in Western Canada - i t  w i l l  mean m o re 
corporate services req u i red by CPR i n  Western Can
ada. Would there not be a possib i l ity that as invest
ment is m ade by CPR i n  the transportat ion system of 
Western Canada, that they m ay well want to expand 
head office management capabi l ities in Western Can
ada and hopefu l ly  i n  M a n itoba? Yes, M r. Speaker, I 
th ink  that's a d isti nct possib i l ity. 

But what does this resolut ion offer to the manage
ment who m ust make investment decisions on  behalf 
of CPR? What does this make Man itoba l ook  l ike in 
terms of an attractive c l i mate in w hich to expand their  
operations? Wel l ,  I don't  expect the members oppo
site to u nderstand .  But clearly i f  they want to talk to 
the investment com m u n ity, the p rivate sector - and I 
k now that's a h orr ible word to them - they woul d  f ind 
out that M an itoba is  fast becom i n g  a n  u n attractive 
p lace to i nvest capital and there's no  clearer i n d ica
tion of that today than the Alcan announcement. 

What this resolut ion is doing along with the payro l l  
tax that they i mported from Q uebec, is  turn ing  M a n i
toba i nto the same k i nd of an investment c l imate as 
Q uebec where such major companies as CPR may 
wel l  not look at M a n itoba i n  terms of expanding their  
emp loyment and their i nvestment in  the province. At a 
t ime l ike th is when these people over here talk about 
the need for j obs, economic  activity, they al low their  
backbenchers to br ing in resolut ions l ike th is one, to 
make further d is i ncentives to investment in Man itoba 
by at least one major firm, namely CPR.  

N ow I know that  doesn' t  mean anyth ing to these 

people over here, because they don't u n derstand 
econ o mics. There's a say ing that the former Member 
for  Charleswood used to use every once i n  awhi le  
about a former L i beral mem ber of the O p posit ion, that 
h is mother left h i m  in school too long and some of the 
back bench over t here suffer from that k ind  of a syn
d rome as wel l .  They don't have an u ndersta n d i ng of 
how the investment comm u n ity views the poss ib i l ities 
of investment and the wisdom of that investment i n  
Man itoba. 

N ow what this resolut ion is hoping to do is  once 
again reopen an agreement which ,  I bel ieve, i n  1 964 
was c hanged by a former government of the Province 
of Man itoba and that change a l lowed a gradual i ndex
atio n  of CPR hold ings  and investment to be taxed and 
those funds to become available to the Prov ince of  
Man itoba. Wel l ,  n ow the M LA for E lmwood wants to 
f u rther move i nto that  agreement and make further 
changes.  I have no particu lar  love, nor  do I have any 
part icular hatred for Canadian Pacific Rai lway, 
( I nterjection)- but the Member  for F l i n  Flan says we 
do have a part icu lar hatred for . . .  oh, we too, I ' m  
sorry. 

But the govern ment, in the ir  constant derid ing  of 
the private sector and private sector i nvestment, are 
fast mak ing Manitoba a wal led com m u n ity in which 
private sector com panies such as CPR w i l l  s imply 
overlook Manitoba i n  making further expansions to 
their corporate offices, to their employment in the 
prov ince,  to maintenance and repair yards, to the very 
real job creation efforts that are needed i n  Man itoba. 
N ow the Member for E lmwood calls that doom and 
g loom.  I h o pe it isn't doom and g loom. I wou ld hope 
that the M LA for E lmwood woul d  real ize what he and 
h is  col leagues i n  the N .D .  Party are doing to the Mani
toba reputation both national ly and i nternational ly  as 
a p lace to wisely i nvest p rivate sector funds - and I 
on ly  have to refer them to their  own B udget S peech i n  
wh ich  they had something  l i ke 1 6  references to pub l ic  
sector spend ing  and one reference to private sector 
spend i n g  and that was on ly  in jo int  p u b l ic-private 
sector sense - there was not one s ingle recog n it ion of 
the private sector in its role of job creat ion in the 
Manitoba economy. 
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I f  you t h i n k  the i nvestment com m u n ity does not 
recognize the antagon ism that resides i n  the Treasu ry 
Benches of the N .D .  Government today toward private 
sector i nvestment in the p rovince, ask you rself why 
Alcan put  their  p lans on  the shelf i n  the Province of 
Manitoba. Ask them if  i t  was the wholesome attitude 
and welco m i n g  att itude that the N . D .  Party have 
toward p rivate sector investment and you k n ow what? 
The answer is  no,  because those people have consist
ent ly tried to throw u p  every barrier possib le  to Al can 
and to other private sector i nvestors i n  th is  prov ince. 

They h ave done i t  in the Budget with the payroll tax, 
wh ich  is  a dis incentive to e m ploy peop le; they are now 
doing i t  with th is  resolut ion i ntroduced by the MLA for 
E l mwood. And what did the a l u m i n u m  smelter mean 
to a f i rm l ike CPR or for that matter, Canadian 
N ational? You k now what i t  meant, M r. S peaker, the 
a l u m i n u m  smelter i n  Rocl;wood M u n icipal ity woul d  
have a l lowed -( I nterject ion)- t h e  Member f o r  l nk
ster once again says, our fantasies. I refer h i m  once 
again ,  i f  he  can read and has the i ntel l igence to u nder
stand the p rospectus put out by his M i n ister of 
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F i nance, which mentioned specifically the p rospects 
of an a l u m i n u m  s melter in Manitoba. 

The Member for l nkster is com p letely out of touch 
with real i ty. He's one of these - wel l  I won't conti nue,  
M r. S peaker. But the a l u m i n u m  smelter i n  Man itoba 
would have represented a s ign if icant i n-freight of 
a lum ina  for processing in Manitoba. What that would 
have done, Mr .  S peaker, is  g ive to M a n itoba and the 
mai ntenance yards of both CN and CP the job of 
keep ing that hopper car rol l i ng  stock i n  repair .  That 
meant j obs i n  the ra i l  road that are now gone down the 
tube because of A l  can's announcement today and this 
new gover n ment's attitude toward p rivate sector 
i nvestment.  

T hey won a n  election saying that mega projects 
were not good for Man itoba and now they are making 
sure that their  election propaganda is  coming true by 
havi ng  Alcan not come to the Province of Manitoba. 
To CPR, what did the prospect of a potash m i ne mean 
to Manitoba? Potash meant to Man itoba rai l roads, CN 
and CP,  once aga i n  the p rospects of h a u l i n g  major 
amounts of a brand new product from a resource base 
in M an itoba out of the p rovince; once again ,  centred 
out of the transportat ion hearts of CN and CP in the 
City of W i n n i peg; once again,  creat ing more jobs i n  
head office, more mai ntenance j obs. But  I w i l l  tel l  you 
ladies and gentlemen of th is Assem bly, that as s u re as 
Alcan went down the tube today, potash wi l l  go down 
the tube tomorrow because this gover nment does not 
l ike private sector i nvestment - ( I nterject ion)- that is 
not doom and g loom; it's your attitude. Your attitude is 
wrong .  You're isolat ing  M a nitoba as a barrier of d is in
centive to private sector i nvestment and the ponies 
are coming h o me.  Alcan is gone and potash w i l l  next 
be gone and what t hat means to the rai l roads, M r. 
Speaker, is the loss of jobs for Manitobans; loss of 
j o bs i n  M a nitoba i n  the repair shops; the head offices 
of CN and CP and w h i lst th is  is  go ing  on, the MLA for 
E lmwood br ings in a resolut ion to add one m o re 
feather to the cap of hatred that th is  government has 
for CPR and for all  private sector companies. 

They,  M r. Speaker, i f  they remain in govern ment for 
their fu l l  four years, will turn M a nitoba i nto a n  eco
nomic wasteland because of their  wretched attitude 
toward p rivate sector investment as demonstrated by 
this k ind  of resolut ion,  as demonstrated by their  atti
tude toward m ajor  freight  consumers wh ich  could 
have been i n  Manitoba with i n  the next few years, 
namely Alcan,  who would i mport vast q u antit ies, 
200,000 tons of a lum ina  and potash going out. 

T h is ND Government has lost one; they w i l l  soon 
lose two, not to the benefit of Manitobans. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Consu
mer and Corporate Affairs. 

HON. E. KOSTYRA: Thank  you, Mr. S peaker. I rise to 
support the resolut ion as proposed for the Member  for 
E lmwood, the resolution to renegotiate the agreement 
with respect to m u n ic i pal taxat ion and assessment of 
the CPR and to renegotiate with the C ity of Winn i peg 
and the Province of Manitoba. 

Canadian Pacific Rai lways is  one of the largest cor
porat ions in Canada and u nder other c i rcumstances 
would h ave been req u i red to pay full m u n icipal  taxa
t ion i n  the C ity of Winn i peg. I n  fact, I bel ieve it's prob-

ably the only large corporat ion,  one of the few corpo
rat ions or  com pan ies that has that k ind  of exem pt ion 
i n  the City of  Winn ipeg. 

The M em ber for Pem bina suggests that because of 
t h is resolut ion being p laced by the Member for E l m
wood i n  the House that it's an indicat ion of the attitude 
of th is govern ment and members on  this side of the 
H o use, that we're anti-development, that we're anti
busi ness, that we're anti-CPR.  T hat's certa in ly not the 
case, M r. Speaker. Every other corporat ion doing bus
iness and hav ing  property i n  the City of Winni peg, i n  
fact, anywhere i t  crosses Canada, pays its fair share of 
m u nicipal taxation.  

The Member for Pembina is  suggesti ng  that the 
Member for E lmwood is  brin g i ng forth th is resolut ion 
as an i nd ication  that th is government, that these 
mem bers are against the CPR. I would rem i n d  the 
Member for Pem bina that th is  is  n ot a new issue. 
T here was C hapter 1 09 of the Statutes of the Prov ince 
of M an itoba brought forward by Duff Robl in ,  the gov
ern ment of that day that changed the i n it ial  agreement 
that existed with respect to m u n icipal  assessment and 
taxation  for the CPR.  That Act provided for a general 
reduct ion in the exemption that existed for CPR for 
assessment and taxation in the City of W i n n i peg to a 
point that they would be, i n  the year 2005, covered by 
fu l l  m u nic ipal assessment and payin g  fu l l  taxat ion i n  
the City o f  W i n n i peg. So it's not somethi n g  new t h at 
the Member  for E l mwood is proposi n g ;  it's someth ing  
t h at was  en acted by a p rev ious  C o nservative 
Government. 
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I t's also someth ing that has been proposed very 
recently by the elected officials in the C ity of Win
n i peg, Mr .  S peaker. They also realize and recognize 
the fact that the ori g i n al agreement that was made 
with the CPR m any years ago, that the same condi
t ions don't exist today, t h at there is a need as there 
was a need some years ago, to renegotiate the agree
ment. Th is  fact h as also been recognized, M r. S peaker, 
by the Manitoba Assessment Review Committee which 
was estab l ished by the previous gover n ment, of which 
the M em ber  for  Pembina was a M i n ister. That review 
comm ission recognized the val id ity of  the arguments 
put forward by the C ity of Winni peg and I would j ust 
q u ote, M r. S peaker, as to what their  f ind ings were i n  
t h i s  regard a n d  their  recommendat ion.  

O n  page 243 of the M a n itoba Assessment Review 
Committee Report, it states: "The Committee is  aware 
that the arrangements as contained in the legislation 
enacted i n  1 965 were achieved after considerable 
negotiat ions by the C ity of Winn i peg, the Prov ince of 
Man itoba and the Canadian Pacific Rai lway. Whi le  the 
Committee brings to the attent ion of the Government 
of Manitoba the above recommendation of the City of 
Winn i peg, i t  does n ot feel that it is  in the posit ion to 
make a recom mendation in respect to this matter. 
Wh i le the Committee would not be averse to any 
renegotiat ion of th is subject, it m ust be recog nized 
that the C ity's position was i m p roved t h rough the 
1 965 legislat ion ."  And they go on  to s uggest that any 
further i m p rovement would be most welcome, M r. 
Speaker, but should be achieved through negotiations. 

So this isn't a new issue and it's not o n ly a n  area 
that's of concern to mem bers on this side of the 
H ouse, it was recognized by a previous Conservative 
Government. I t  was recognized in the report of the 
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M a n itoba Assessment Review Comm ission after 
presentations were made by the elected officials of 
the City of W i n n i peg who are the ones that suffer 
d i rectly, most g reatly, because of the exemption that 
exists with respect to the CPR i n  the City of W i n n i peg. 

M r. Speaker, if the present resol ut ion that's before 
this House is  accepted I w i l l ,  in partnersh ip  with the 
City of Winni peg, request that the CPR meet with us  i n  
t h e  near future t o  renegotiate t h i s  agreement s o  that, 
h opefu l ly, we can br ing about a situation that the 
CPR,  l ike a l l  other corporations operat ing i n  the City 
of W i n n i peg, w i l l  pay their  fu l l  share and their respon
sible share of m u n icipal taxation i n  the C ity of 
Winni peg. 

Thank you, Mr. S peaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside. 

MR. H. ENNS: Thank you, M r. Speaker. I am p leased 
to enter th is  debate, a l though I should retract that ,  I 
bel ieve that the Legislature should n ot be used for 
cheap, crass, pol it ican o pportun ism as this resolut ion 
obviously represents. I 'm sorry to say t h at about my 
fr iend and col league, the Member for  E lmwood who,  
after a l l ,  came into this Chamber at  the same t ime I d i d  
back i n  1 966. I wou ld have t h o u g h t  that perhaps,  d u r
i n g  those 1 6-odd years, he woul d  have somewhere 
along the l i ne  p icked up at least some modicum of 
respect for the debates in this Chamber. 

Mr. Speaker, very s imply p ut ,  I w i l l  tell you why it is  a 
cheap, pol it ical ,  class-orientated resolut ion because, 
Sir, what does a resol ut ion want to do? It wants to 
change somethi n g. I was p riv i leged to be part of a 
govern ment i n  the '60's that had some recognit ion of 
the problem that th is resolut ion addresses; had some 
concern for the taxpayers of the C ity of Winn ipeg and 
we d id n't M ickey M ouse around  with resolutions or try 
to p lay pol it ics; we d id  someth ing  about it. D uff Rob l in  
and the government t h at I was part  of ,  the Conserva
tive Government,  negotiated, sat down with the CPR 
and negotiated a substantial  change to the or ig inal  
agreement. T h at's a reasonable, responsible way for 
governments to try to redress what some i n  o u r  
society bel ieve is  perhaps outdated, ant iquated and a 
change is cal led for. Mr .  S peaker, that was the act ion 
of  a responsible government. Conservatives, of course, 
are always responsible and we're n ot prone to playing 
th is  g utter-type pol it ics of the k ind that th is  resolut ion 
represents. 

Mr. S peaker, the honourable mem ber, the Mover of 
this resolut ion ,  was part of  a government for eig ht 
years, he  was a Cabinet M i n ister for some of those 
years - i n  fact he's even written a book about that 
experience, about how it  was to be a Cabinet M i n ister 
in the Schreyer admin istrat ion.  N ow for eight years, if 
t h is q uest ion  was of any concern to h i m ,  i f  he  had any 
genu i ne feel i n g  for the taxpayers of Winn ipeg, why 
didn't  the Schreyer NOP Admin istration do something  
about i t?  Why? Well ,  M r. S peaker, i t  wasn't a concern 
then. N ow they are in O pposition and they want to 
rattle the sabre a l ittle bit,  they want to get the l ittle 
people mad at the big people and who better then to 
attack than the CPR. Heck, we've been doing that on 
the Prair ies for decades and decades. I f  you haven't 
anybody else to damn,  you damn the CPR.  

M r. S peaker, a l l  I want  to point out is  that it m i g ht 

have been a l ittle bit more acceptable had the Member 
for R iver East, or any of the new members that now 
came i nto the Chamber, came in with this resolut ion ,  
as a private member I would n ot be making the same 
speech that I ' m  mak ing right n ow. Even h ad this reso
l ut ion come i n  from the Member for T h o m pson s how
ing  h is  g reat concern for taxpayers in Winni peg, I 
would not be making the same speech that I ' m  mak ing 
now but h av ing  i t  come from the Honourable Member 
for E lmwood, who for e ight years - and, S i r, you recal l  
most of those eight years, Mr .  S peaker. Was i t  a matter 
of u rgent debate in you r caucuses? Sir, you were then 
not boun d  by the ru les and tradit ions that now i n h ib it  
you from partak i n g  i n  those debates as the custodian,  
the C hief M agistrate, the S peaker of o u r  i l lustrious 
Chamber  here, but Sir ,  I 'm s u re - and you could j ust 
maybe w ink  at me a l ittle bit or nod your head - you wi l l  
tel l me whether I am on the r ight track .  Was the ques
tion of gett ing  greater tax exe m pt ion a matter of b u rn
ing  concern raised by the Member for E lmwood d u r
i n g  t hose eight years that you sat i n  caucus i n  Cabinet 
with h i m ?  No,  of course not. 

I t's now a timely subject, part icularly in ti mes of 
rising taxes, rising taxes brought  on by the spendthrift 
spending of that adm i n istration that we've tried to 
clean u p .  Pardon me, I 've said that wrong but I say so 
many th ings wrong. I can recall one ti me, M r. S peaker, 
when I was being pressed for a solut ion to a problem 
that I real ly d idn't have the answer for,  I can reca l l  
responding to that q u estion by sayi ng  that I ' l l  cross 
that bridge when I f ind the river or someth ing  of such 
sort. 

I n  any event, Mr. S peaker, I can tell by the gentle 
smile on  your features, S ir ,  that I a m  h itti ng  p retty 
close to the truth with respect to the remarks that I 'm 
making.  I can just tel l .  

I cal l i t  a cheap pol it ical shot a t  t h e  CPR because it's 
not necessary and I cite you not words but act ion.  We 
faced the situation in the m id'-60s; we d id n't attempt 
to make cheap pol itics out of i t ;  we d i d  somethi n g  
about it. Honourable members o pposite, if the Member 
for E l mwood obviously feels strongly about it- I k now 
that he's somewhat removed from the T reasury 
Benches these days but he  l ives in hope that perhaps, 
even after th is Session is  over and the F i rst M i n ister 
wi l l  appoint five or  six more Cabinet M i n isters - but 
s u rely he  cou l d  h ave raised i t  at  the N O P  Caucus 
meet ings and said, "Hey,  let's d o  someth ing about i t ,  
let's change that agreement." But no,  that wouldn't  
serve the p urpose of th is  resolut ion.  The p urpose of 
this resolut ion is  to pit on3 class agai nst another class; 
pit the ordinary people against the CPR because it's a 
favorite wh ipp ing  stone; that's the on ly p urpose of th is 
resol ut ion.  

M r. S peaker, the other thought that came to my 
m i n d  i n  spea k i ng to th is  resolut ion is  the opportu n ity 
that it g ives me to demonstrate how social ists gener
ally, and these social ist in part icu lar ,  view the com
mitment of a b ind ing agreement or com mitment and 
h ow it should be honoured. We have a col league of 
thei rs, the M i n ister of Transportation ,  i ntroduc ing  a 
resolut ion on the Crow, and what is the g ist of that 
resolut ion? The g ist of that resolut ion is ,  o n ce an 
agreement is  entered i nto, no  matter when,  i n  1 896, 
that is holy, that is  sacrosanct, that sha l l  n ot be tam
pered with .  N ever, because it 's d i rected, of course, 
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against the CPR among others. 
On the other hand,  the CPR,  for whatever reason,  

m aybe the wrong reasons o r  m aybe the government 
of  the day was too generous i n  the exemptions that 
they m ade to the  CPR i n  br ing ing  about that m ajor 
th ing ,  maybe the City of Winn ipeg was too generous 
in agreeing to the in perpetu ity, the deferment of 
property taxes. M r. S peaker, that's n ot the issue that 
I ' m  try ing  to m ake. I ' m  j ust say ing  though how they 
view long-term agreements. Governments can break 
agreements but when it's anyth ing  involved with the 
pr ivate sector that seeks redress from an ag reement 
that is h o pelessly o utdated, that is ant iquated, a n d  
more i mportantly w h e n  that agreement is  beg i n n i n g  
to h in der  t h e  flow o f  t h e  most i mportant commodity 
that we h ave in th is  country, namely, agricu l tural pro
ducts, then it's fair game. Then the same govern ment,  
the same g rou p of people say, no,  no,  an agreement 
was s igned called the Crow, 1 896, and we can not 
deviate one ha irbreadth from that agreement. T h at's 
how long-term agreements are viewed by my fr iends, 
the social ists. 

Wel l ,  M r. S peaker, that, of course, comes as n o  
surprise to any observer o f  the i nternational scene. 
We u nderstand how some of their cousins view long
term agreements in far more serious matters with 
respect to i nternational relat ions or i nterrelat ions 
between g overnments and/or companies and people. 

Wel l ,  Mr .  S peaker, I could not resist the o p po rt u nity 
of expressi n g  my concern,  because it's the attitude 
that is  the preva i l i n g  g ist of t h is resolut ion .  I t  is  p i tt ing  
what is  deemed to be good pol i t ics on  the part of  the 
Member for E lmwood - you k now, ordinary people, 
l ittle people ,  the taxpayers of the City of W i n n i peg 
against the m u lt inat ional  corporation of the CPR a n d  
it's for that reason that I c a l l  i t  a cheap, crass, pol itical 
resolut ion .  He has every means open to him to make 
some changes and, Mr .  S peaker, it's part icularly an 
affront to me and it is  an affront to my leader, the only 
ones who were part of a government that recog nized 
that problem for the taxpayers of the C ity of W i n n ipeg 
and d id  someth ing  about it. 

As a matter of fact, we negotiated arrangements 
whereby the C PR will pay full property taxes in due 
course. O k ay. The honourable members say that's not 
good enough .  T hey want that escalated. They want 
that ful l  taxation to come sooner. Don't present these 
k inds of resol utions and d on't create the opportun i ty 
for th is  k i n d  of debate to take p lace i n  t h is C h a m ber 
u nless, of course, you believe that there's pol ish to be 
gained to hit big business, to hit the CPR and to h it 
anyth i n g  that has to do with the private sector. 

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

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr.  S peaker, if I d id n 't k now, 
i f  I u nderstand the showmanshi p  qual i ty of my hon
ourable fr iend with the years that we spent together 
here, I wouldn't  bel ieve what I heard today. My hon
o u rable fr iend tal ks about  crass, about  pol it ics, about 
the language and the decoru m in the House and 
( l nterjectio n ) - you had your say, d i d  you? Wi l l  you let 
me have m i ne now? 

M r. S peaker, coming from t h is member, this is a 
l ittle bit f u n ny. N ow, he wasn't very strong but I guess 
he accom pl ished the task that he was asked to and 

he 's  spent  a few m i n utes d iscuss ing i t .  He was, in  fact, 
on both s ides of the issue. F i rst, he said a contract or 
an agreement is  an agreement; you shou ldn 't break it; 
it's there for etern ity. Then he  tells us, what did we do? 
We tried to change this agreement because we thought 
i t  was wrong -( I nterject ion)- right Somebody said 
negotiate - and it 's the o n ly way that it 's going to 
h appen.  T here's protection in this land for people and 
contracts are contracts. I t  doesn't mean that  you 
haven't got  a respons ib i l ity to try  to rectify what is  
wrong.  I t 's  not  a social ist government or a social ist 
Premier i n  Newfoundland that is try ing  to rectify 
someth ing  when the former government gave i t  a l l  to 
Q uebec. I t h i n k  my honourable friends know what I ' m  
talk ing  about. I n  fact, they applauded t h e  Federal 
G overment when they felt, fine, there' l l  be measures 
to correct that in justice, that's a l r ight. N ow they say, 
why? Th is  is  a cowardly way of break ing  someth ing .  
The M i n ister stood u p  before - not after but before -
my honourable friend and he said, I i ntend to nego
tiate, sit down with the C ity of Winn i peg and the CPR 
to negotiate a fairer settlement. So to say that we're 
afraid of do ing someth ing ,  we don't take act ion - my 
honourable fr iend, i f  he  reflects a l ittle bit. w i l l  see that 
is wrong.  It m ig ht be that sometimes you p repare the 
speeches, m i g ht be that he  d i dn't u nderstand ,  t hat he 
was too busy taki n g  notes of the th ings that he was 
going to say and he  forgot that the -( l nteqection ) 
oh,  that's another t h i n g ,  8 years. Y o u  k now, w e  can 
hear that o n  everyth ing .  When we say anyth ing ,  they 
say wel l  don't  ta lk  about O ntario, talk about here. 
Then you talk about 8 years - a l l  r ight,  seven-and-a
half  years. 
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So, you k now, if you don't do someth ing  i mme
d iately, wel l  then, you should never do it again. If that 
was the case, what k i n d  of govern ments would you 
have? They say we are not responsible for what the 
Conservatives do in Ottawa or  what they do in other 
p rovinces, a l though they did come in with a big smi le  
and a big flower when the Conservatives i n  Saskatch
ewan out-socia l ized the social ists and won an elec
t ion.  They were very proud on  that day. I t  depends 
w here you s it. I f  I h ave any trouble with some of the 
members on  the other s ide, it 's that certa i n  t h i n gs are 
sacred and you should never mention it .  You k now, 
you don't say, is  somebody doing the r ight th ing? Is a 
poor person,  a r ich person,  a corporation doing the 
r ight th ing? I t  is  d iv ided and you k now they sneer 
when the words ' labo u r  federation '  are mentioned or 
' u n ions' - that's s u pposed to be bad - but any sin is  
forgiven i f  i t 's  done by a large corporat ion.  

What is  th is th ing ask ing?  We've heard motives. 
There wasn 't any constructive speech today. N obody 
said it shouldn 't be done because - ( l nterjectio n ) 
yes, there were speeches, I said constructive. But I 
was j ust i mply ing motives. N obody said it should n't be 
done because of that. You k now, j ust reflect who has 
done . they're stup id .  T hey don't u n dersta n d  any
th ing by you r friend that were used; crass, d i rty. That's 
it. Wel l ,  tllat's the d i rtiest word of all when you mention 
social ist. It's the d i rtiest word of a l l .  There's where my 
friend is, out there, the n ame-caller. 

So, M r. S peaker, this resolution is g iv ing a chance to 
a l l  the mem bers of this House, so they can partici pate; 
so they can say to the M i n ister, yes, these are d i ff icult 
t imes. They could say to the M i n ister of U rban Affairs, 



we support you; go back to the CPR;  they're reason
able people; they weren't so mad. Last time they did so 
well that the F i rst M i n ister that renegotiated got a job 
with  them. T hey couldn't have been that m ad.  He d i d  
s o  w e l l  that they were happy. They u nderstand. I th ink  
they' l l  get away wi th  th i ngs. They're not  going to come 
vol u ntari ly saying ,  hey, we want a fai rer share. They're 
goi n g  to try to go in to get a cheap r ide,  a free ride l i ke 
everybody else, l i ke we do too. 

If there's a loophole in income tax, we're not going 
to come i n  voluntarily and change i t .  - { l nterject ion)-
1 adm it that  I ' m  not that zealous that I ' l l  go back and 
say maybe I ' m  the only one but I w i l l  n ot go to Ottawa 
and say hey, you made a m istake here, there's a loop
hole that's not fair. 

I w i l l  try col lectively as my responsi b i l ity especial ly 
i n  p rovincial  affairs - because I have no responsib i l ity 
federal ly  other than that of a Canadian - and then 
again Trudeau, that's supposed to be a bad word. I f  
Trudeau d oes somethi n g  wel l ,  of cou rse, I ' l l  s u pport 
h i m ,  i f  not, well f ine,  I ' l l  criticize. I mean nobody, even 
my honourable friend is not all bad. - { l n terjection ) 
Wel l ,  i f  you d i dn't k n ow before i t  wasn't m y  fault .  Even 
my honourable friend ,  there's nobody that's a l l  bad 
and there's nobody that's all good. So you j u dge the 
th i ngs and try to j u dge th ings on  their  merits n ot by 
their  n ame,  by their  colour,  that's n ot the way to j udge 
things and then you look at the th ings to see i f  i t 's fair, 
in this resolut ion ,  it doesn't warrant the k i n d  of abuse 
that was - { I nterject ion)- what company? What 
company? Well who's ta lk ing about m u ltinationals? 
No,  no, th is is  what you say, but when did you hear me 
say anyth ing  about b ig  bus iness? When did you see 
me k nock big business? You've never heard me k nock 
it. - { I nterjection ) - Al l  r ight, I heard you. Let's wait t i l l  
t h is h appens and i f  I start tel l i n g  h im off for  someth ing 
I don't l i ke I 'd  be out of order, and I don't want  to be out  
of order. We're d iscuss ing the CPR. I t 's  not  t ime to 
take a whack at these people. I m i g ht have a chance 
and they m i g ht have a chance at me too but that's not 
the point - I don't want to be out of order. 

I want to say that in this resolut ion there's a reason 
for pr ivate resolut ions.  It m i g ht be - how do we k now? 
- that he  brought this in Cabinet that he wasn't sup
ported, you don't k now that. Th is  is  h is  chance as a 
private member to br ing i n  a resolut ion of someth ing  
he  bel ieves i n .  I h aven't heard h im k nock anybody. I 
d idn 't hear h i m  k nock anybody and he certain l y  
doesn't deserve the abuse that y o u  try to heap on  h i m  
because he  dared br ing a resolut ion ,  and he  dared say 
that t here was someth ing  wrong with the sacred cow, 
and t hat's what i t  is. I t's th is  p riv i leged c lass, or p rivi
leged people that I can't stand ,  t h is i s  the i dea. So, M r. 
Speaker, what the member said is absolutely -
{ I nterjectio n ) - I haven't got my glasses I can't see a 
th ing - ( I nterject ion)- don't worry about it .  

So, M r. S peaker, I would hope that there'd be other 
members t h at wil l  speak on  this and then it wil l  be a 
l ittle more constructive; and if they're against it don't 
j u st come and vote. The o n ly t ime t h at you i mply 
motive, that you try to talk,  there was a l l  k inds of tricks. 
You r u led earlier, M r. Speaker, that there wasn't an 
u rgent debate o n  the q u estion of Alcan and the 
member there, we thought he  was so cute, spent a l l  h is  
t ime talk ing  about br ing ing a l l  th is  A lcan and go ing  
through Quebec a n d  a l l  th is  k i nd of t h i n g  and he  
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thought that was q u ite tricky, but we d id  not talk about 
the resolut ion.  N o body said they are paying too much 
now.  They sa id  why d idn't you do someth ing eight 
years ago? Okay, why d id n't you? You ask h i m .  

B u t  that's n ot t h e  su bject that's on  t h e  table now. 
The th ing  is that you're going to be asked to vote for it 
or  vote against it .  All r ight, you're going to vote agai nst 
it ,  well at least tell the people why. Is it j ust because 
you don't like R uss Doern? Well he  says yes. Well now, 
M r. S peaker, we have the proof. The honourable 
member  shakes h is head and he says he  doesn't l ike 
the Member for E l mwood, so therefore he's going to 
vote against it. We were ta lk ing  about i ntel l igence 
awh i le  ago. Let the record show that he  said, yes he 
wil l  vote -{ I nterject ion)- what are you yapping 
about? You're spl it .  Wel l ,  we're sp l it .  They're the peo
ple that d idn't  k now what to do. I would suggest that 
you i nvite the honourable member and he' l l  explain 
h is  resol ut ion because some members d id  not u n der
stand.  Wel l ,  I won't say it to you but I ' l l  say to you r 
col leagues, if you l i ke Don,  s u re to he l l  you can l i ke 
R uss, so that's a j ustification within itself. 

M r. S peaker, look at the situation, there was some
th ing .  I ' m  s u re that the government of the day thought 
it was fair and i t  was the same th ing.  I remember when 
I was an a lderman i n  St. Bon iface, they had th is  f ixed 
assessment and it was s u pposed to br ing these people 
in. They did that with Swift's, i t  was fixed assessment 
for about 20 to 25 years. The m i n ute that fixed 
assessment was f in ished - you say you've got to pro
vide this pol it ical c l imate, this economic c l imate - and 
the m i n ute that  fixed assessment was f in ished, good
bye, they're gone; the same th ing in East St. Paul o n  
Henderson H ighway with t h e  I mperial O i l .  These are 
the th ings. 

So the people are look ing  and i f  they t h i n k  that it's 
fair they're going to try to get away with everyth ing  
they can .  They're go ing  to say, f i ne  we're go ing  to  try 
to be helpfu l .  So I wou ld suggest that the mem bers 
t h i n k  about th is  - and ,  in fact, maybe I ' l l  do you a 
favou r  if I speak a l ittle longer because you say you're 
going to caucus this tonight - so you don't want th is  to 
come to a vote r ight now. 

Wel l ,  Mr .  S peaker, we've had a lot of fun this after
n oon but I don't t h i n k  that we're being serious with 
t h is resolut ion and we're fac ing d ifficult  t imes. A com
pany told you today that because of the econo m ic 
situat io n ,  and the world condit ions, and the  l ack of 
market, that they cannot proceed at th is t ime not on ly 
i n  M an itoba but where? - i n  A ustria, i n  Austral ia,  i n  
maybe Quebec and othn areas - so the t imes are 
d iff icult .  Especial ly when t imes are d iffic u lt you t h i n k  
that the people that have had a free r i d e  or  a cheap ride 
would be w i l l i n g  to pay their fa ir  share and that's al l  
we're ask ing .  Nobody is  going to try to expropriate 
anyth ing .  
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The M in ister stated that he wi l l  sit down with the 
CPR and the officials of the City of Winn ipeg and try to 
negotiate a better deal, the same as Peckford, the 
Premier of Newfoundland will try to do and he's 
i nvolved the Federal Government. He's asked for the 
support of  the Federal Gow�rnment to correct what i s  
i n  effect a n  in justice t o  t h e  people of Newfoundland.  
They g ive their  resources away and it's the same th ing  
here. Why shou ld  generations and future generations 
have to pay for that? So I would l ike to hear, before I ' m  



asked to vote. I would l ike to k now if there's any rea
son why I should n ot s u pport th is resolut ion.  but I 
don't want to hear, why d i dn't he do it eight years ago. 
I don't want to wait u nt i l  you have your poll and your  
vote to see i f  he 's  popular  and i f  you l i ke h im or n ot; I 
want to vote on the resolut ion .  I can tel l  R uss where to 
go anyt ime; I don't need a reso l ut ion for that M r. 
S peaker, I would hope that there'l l  be somebody that' l l  
tel l  us  today why w e  s h o u l d  n o t  support t h i s  b i l l .  I f  t h e  
i ntention is  to - ( I nterjection )- wel l ,  a l l  r ight, but 
you've had th ree-quarters of an hour and I 'm s u re you 
won't say it in four m i n utes. I f  you get tempted 
enough,  you get mad enough,  maybe you' l l  get up and 
tel l  us  a n d  that's what I want You haven't got t ime. I 
want to be fair with you;  I want to g ive you a l ittle t ime 
-( I nterject ion)- you can say i t  in four m i nutes? Now 
he's say ing  that he  can't - ( I nterject ion)- What? O h ,  
fou r  m i nutes today. O kay, I ' l l  sit down a n d  let y o u  go 
ahead. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for N iakwa. 

MR. A. KOVNATS: Thank you, M r. S peaker. I rise to 
speak on  this resolut ion .  I 've been waiti n g  for q u ite 
some time because I wanted the opportunity to speak 
because I thought I had someth ing  constructive to 
add. I was l isten ing  to the Honou rable Member for St 
Boniface - and what resolution are we on,  M r. Speaker? 
I couldn't tel l  from the p revious speaker but I h ave 
prepared i t  and I k n ow it's Resolut ion No.  6 a n d  it's the 
CPR Land Tax Assessment. 

M r. Speaker, I j ust want to remind everybody and I 
know w h at it's about - it's about let's try and take back 
from the CPR what we al legedly bel ieve that they had 
taken from the people of the Prov ince of M a n itoba. I 
t h i n k  that we're forgett ing  what the CPR has done for 
the Prov ince of M a n itoba and for a l l  of Canada. How 
soon we forget What has the CPR done for us  today? I 
just wanted to br ing to the honourable mem bers' 
attent ion  somethi n g  of the CPR backgro u n d  before -
and you've got to pay close attent ion because I ' m  
g o i n g  t o  b e  p ay i n g  close attention t o  w h at I say 
because I haven't made up my m i n d  on  whether I ' m  
go ing  to be sup portin g  th is  resolut ion  or  n o t  S o ,  i f  I 
come u p  with someth ing  in terest ing ,  I might  s upport it 
and I m i g ht not 

But I j ust wanted to establ ish one th ing  - that I do 
l i ke R uss Doern;  not enough to vote for h im or  h is  
party, but  I do l i ke h im .  I th ink  he  contributes a great 
deal of expertise to th is  House. I t h i n k  that he  w i l l  
p robably be one of the next M i n isters appointed from 
that side - and I ' m  not leav i n g  the resolut ion,  M r. 
Speaker. I ' m  br ing ing  th is  i n  because I t h i n k  that R uss 
Doern does use the CPR rai l road on occasion so I 
th ink  that's the connect ion with R uss Doern, but I 
t h i n k  if he had the o p portunity, once the Royal Alex
ander Hotel was removed from the CPR property, I 
t h i n k  that he had plans of bu i ld ing  a second shelter 
s im i lar  to the one that he  h ad b u i lt over on  the corner 
across the street 

But the Royal A lexander Hotel was e l im inated; i t  
had deteri orated to the point  where it couldn't stan d  
any l onger a n d  i t  was removed. J ust a s  a pass ing 
rem ark, my g randfather - I guess my mother's father -
worked on the CPR Hotel, the Royal Alexander Hotel 
- ( I nterject ion)- no,  and I got to tel l  you what he  d id .  
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I n  those days when the hotel was being bu i l t  - that's 
the CPR Hotel - he  used to h ave to c l imb up a ladder 
with bricks i n  a hod.  You people who haven't been 
around  too m u ch don't know what I ' m  tal k i ng about, 
but I t h i n k  the Honourable Member for St Boniface 
would know. It was a long stick and it was sort of 
U-shaped -( I nterject ion)- I 've seen it when they 
were bu i ld ing  the CPR,  I 've seen it A nyway, they used 
to c l imb up these ladders, carry ing  these bricks up i n  
th is h o d  and 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. The House wi l l  have to 
wait u nt i l  th is resolut ion next comes up to hear the 
end of the story. When the resolut ion next reaches the 
f loor ,  the honourable member wi l l  h ave 17 m i nutes 
remain ing .  The Chair  w i l l  accept a motion to adjourn .  
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It is moved by the Honourable M i nister of Health 
and seconded by the Honourable M i n ister of F i nance 
that the House do now adjourn.  I s  that agreed? 
(Agreed) 

T h e  H ouse i s  accor d i n g l y  adjou rned a n d  w i l l  
stand adjourned u n t i l  2 : 00 p . m .  tomo rrow after
noon (Wednesday) 




