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Time - 10:00 a.m. 

OPENI N G  PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER , Hon. J. Walding: Presenti ng  Peti-
t ions Readi n g  and R eceiv ing Petit ions 
P rese n t i n g  R ep o rts by Sta n d i n g  and S pec i a l  
Committees 

M I N I STERIAL STATEMENTS 

AND TAB L I N G  OF R EP O RTS 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable M i n ister of Consu
mer and Corporate Affa irs. 

HON. E .  K O STYRA: Thank  you, M r. Speaker. I wish 
to table in the H ouse a report of the Commission of 
I n q u i ry to the expropriat ion of the Logan-CPR area 
and a d oc u ment prepared by the Pol icy Committee of 
the W i n n i peg Core Area Agreement in response to the 
report and make a M i n isterial Statement 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable M i n ister. 

H O N .  E. K O STYRA: Thank  you, M r. S peaker. I would 
l i ke  to make a statement to the H ouse at  th is  t ime. 

The honourable members w i l l  reca l l  that the Win
n ipeg Core Area Ag reement had been signed and the 
expropriation of lands req u i red for the proposed 
Logan I ndustr ia l  Park had been conf i rmed p rior  to the 
election  of th is  Govern ment When we took office, we 
found that the p u b l ic i n q u i ry procedure p rovided 
u nder The Expropriation  Act had been weighed by the 
previous g overnment and that t here had been very 
l itt le opport u n ity for the businesses and residents i n  
t h e  area to express the i r  views a n d  partic i pate i n  the 
p l a n n i n g  of the p roposed redevel o pment S i nce the 
opportun ity for the normal  i n q u i ry procedu re had 
been lost, the Govern ment decided to appoint Profes
sor Evelyn Shapiro as a Commissioner u nder The 
Manitoba Evidence Act to make an i n q ui ry i nto whether 
the expropriation of the Logan-CPR area was fa i r  and 
reasonably  necessary for the ach ievement of the 
objectives of the expropriat ing  authority. 

D u ri n g  the past f ive months, Professor S hapiro has 
held extensive p u b l ic hearings to obtain the views and 
advice of residents, businessmen, i nterested g roups 
and off ic ia ls  of  a l l  the th ree levels of  government I n  
order t o  assist residents i n  present ing their  v iews 
effectively, the p rovi nce provi ded f i nancial  assistance 
to the Logan Commu n ity Com m ittee I ncorporated for 
the d u rat ion of the i n q u i ry .  The Commissioner's 
report and recommendations have now been su bmit
ted to the Lieutenant-Governor- i n-Counc i l  and I am 
p leased to make them p u b l ic this morni n g .  

O n  behalf o f  the g overn ment, I w i s h  to t a k e  t h i s  
opportu n ity of expressi ng  my appreciation t o  Profes
sor S hapiro and the staff of the Commission for u nder
tak ing and com plet ing such a d ifficu l t  task in what 
was necessari ly a very short t i me. I also wish to thank 
residents and bus iness operators i n  the area for  the i r  
i nput 

Now, we look forward to hearing the p u b l ic response 

to the Commissioner's f i n d ings and we are confident 
t hat considerat ion  of her recommendations w i l l  lead 
to a n  i m p roved program of action for the Logan-CPR 
area, wh ic h  ach ieves the fundamental  objectives of 
the parties to the Core Area Agreement, but  wh ic h  
a lso responds t o  the i nterests and aspirations of the 
present residents and businesses in  the commun ity. 
The Prov i nc ia l  Government bel ieves that the Com
m issioner's report demonstrates the i mportance of 
carry i n g  out more detai led p lann ing  i n  consu ltation  
w i th  the commu n ity affected before governments 
u n dertake major  i n it iatives wh ic h  have a substantial  
i mpact o n  residential  and business comm u n ities. The 
experience has also shown that the views and i nter
ests of area residents affected by o u r  project  cannot 
be i gnored. 

F u rther, i t  demonstrates that when g iven adeq u ate 
resou rces and f inancia l  s u pport, residents can have a 
constructive say i n  matters related to their  socia l  and 
econom ic wel l  bein g .  We are committed to work ing i n  
co-operat ion with both W i n n i peg and Canada to 
develop  and i mplement more open and effective 
p l a n n i n g  processes u n der the W i n n i peg Core Area 
Agreement in the future. 

Mr .  S peaker, I am very p leased to be able to table 
today an i m mediate response to the report on  behalf 
of the Po l icy Committee for the W i n n i peg Core A rea 
Agreement M ayor N orrie, Mr .  Axworthy and I have 
reviewed the report together and h ave reached 
agreement on the matters out l ined i n  th is  d oc u ment 

Specifically, the Po l icy Committee reaffi rms its 
c o mmitment to p u rsue the three broad objectives of 
the W i n n i peg Core A rea Agreement wi th in  the Logan 
CPR area. That is: 
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( I )  to provide i nc reased employment opport u n it ies; 
(2)  to encourage appropriate i n dustrial, commer

c ia l  and residential development and to revitalize the 
p hysical and socia l  environment of  the core area; and 

(3) to fac i l itate the effective socia l  and economic 
partic ipation of core area residents i n  development 
opport u n ities. 

In order to consider and respond to the specific 
recommendations of the Commission of I nq u i ry as 
q u ick ly  as possib le, the Po l icy  Committee has in
structed the Core Area I ni tiative office to beg i n  work 
i m mediately on the development of site p lans for  the 
Logan-CPR area wh ic h  i ncorporate both i n dustrial  
and residential  uses to meet the employment and 
housing req u i rements of the Logan c om m u n ity and 
the Core A rea overal l .  The Po l icy Comm ittee has 
ag reed t hat the members of the Log a n  c o m m u n ity are 
to be f u l l y  consulted and to participate in the devel
opment of these p lans. Pendi n g  f ina l  approval of a site 
p l a n  for the area by the t h ree governments, the Pol icy 
Committee has agreed that the exist i n g  ag reements 
with respect to the expropriat ion  process shou ld  be 
maintai ned as detai led i n  the statement f rom the Pol
icy Committee wh ich I h ave tabled with the report. 
The Po l icy Committee has agreed that the prov ince 
shou ld  not a bandon the expropriation of any proper
ties u n t i l  the req u i rements for the redevelopment have 
been determined in accordance with the approved 
site p lan .  
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M r. Speaker. the Commissioner's report contains 
many specific f ind ings and recom mendations which 
the th ree governments are now proceedi n g  to review 
joint ly. We shal l  respond to each in due cou rse. How
ever. in view of the contentious h istory of th is  project, I 
am most encouraged that the Pol icy Committee h as 
been able to agree now t hat the Core I n it iatives Office 
shou ld  beg i n  i m mediately to develop site p l ans  for the 
Logan CPR area which  incorporates both industr ial  
and residential  uses and which are prepared i n  fu ll 
consultat ion with the members of the Logan comm u n
ity. I bel ieve th is  decision reflects the k ind of f lex ib i l ity 
and the commitment to co-operation which are essen
tial to the continued success of th is  u n ique tri-party 
i n itiative. 

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

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr .  S peaker, f i rstly, let me say t hat 
it  is d i fficu l t  to respond to a report of th is  size and 
obviously comment  on  the deta i l  of  the report i n  a 
short period of t i me. I do note, however, that the 
expropriat ions which were com menced wi l l  cont inue  
and.  i n  look ing at the sum mary of  the recommenda
t ions, M r. S peaker. one of t hose recom mendations is 
to cont inue to assist t hose who wish to relocate and 
p rovide them with as m u c h  he lp  as possib le .  I want  to  
point  out  for  the record that in  the develo pment of the 
Core Area I n it iative and th is  specific program, we d i d  
p lan  one o f  the most, probably  the best. relocation 
prog ram to assist t hose who would lose their homes 
under  the expropriation t hat probably h as ever been 
considered and i m p lemented by any level of Govern
ment in Canada. 

So.  M r. S peaker. t here is agreement I t h i n k  between 
the M i n ister and ourselves that that program shou ld  
con t i n ue and that the residents of  th is  part icu lar  area 
should be given as much he lp  as possib le in relocat ion .  

M r. S peaker, we w i l l, of necessity, req u i re some 
time to review the detai ls  of the recom mendations and 
the M i n ister's response and the response of the Pol icy 
Committee u nder the Winn ipeg Core A rea I nitiative. 

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

HON. J. COWAN: Thank  you ,  M r. Speaker. I bel ieve 
mem bers of the Opposit ion have copies of the 
statement. 

Mr. S peaker. I am pleased to advise the Mem bers of 
the Legislature that I have j ust s ig ned a two-year 
extension of the Federal-Provincial  Special ARDA 
R u ral  Development Agreement with L loyd Axworthy,  
M i n ister of E m ployment and I m m igration, who repre
sented Herb G ray, M i n ister of Regional  Economic 
Expansion and the Federal M i n ister responsib le for 
S pecial  ARDA.  Th is  agreement reaches back to The 
1961 Agricu l tura l  and R ural Development Act, which 
was enacted to address disparate employment and 
social  condit ions of rural Canadians. S pecial  ARDA is 
a native orientated Economic Development Agree
ment which provides assistance in commercial under
takings, trai n i n g  su p port, related i nfrastructure and 
assistance to pr imary producers. M ost of the g rant 
assistance to date has been concentrated i n  the p u r-

c hase of basic f ish i n g  and trapp ing equ i pment and on  
establ ish ing commercial  u ndertaking entities. 

A good part of the success of the S pecial  ARDA 
Prog ram is due to the S pecial  ARDA Committee 
members, representatives of northern a n d  n ative 
organ izations. Their  hard work and dedication to the 
monthly meet i ngs, through which the agreement is 
ad m i nistered, serves as an excel lent motto of co
operative working  relat ionships between them and 
federal and provi ncial  representatives. 

From 1977 to the p resent, the Federal Govern ment 
has chan neled some $9.5 m i l l i o n  i nto rural and North
ern Man itoba. The Province of M an itoba h as spent 
a l most $1 m i l l ion .  The extension of t he agreement to 
Marc h  31 st. 1984, means t here w i l l  be no  i nterruption 
i n  this program, wti ich  the com mittee members h ave 
advised is of utmost i mportance to them. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Mem ber for Swan 
R iver. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: Thank you, M r. S peaker. I thank  
the M i n ister for  th is  announcement th is  morn ing .  I 
would h o pe though t hat h is  next announcement th is  
morn i n g  w i l l  be the s igning of a new Northern Devel
opment Agreement that we'd all been wait ing  for. 

H owever, I m ust make a brief comment about the 
S pecial ARDA Program. I t  h as been a very successful 
prog ram and I do congratu late the M i n ister on  gett ing  
a new two-year extension of that agreement wh ich  
expired M arch of th is  year. I k now that t he program 
has been wel l  used by many native groups throughout 
M anitoba. Certain ly, I am sure t hat we're a l l  p leased to 
see a new two-year extension of th is  S pecial  A R DA 
Program. 

MR. SPEAKER: N ot ices of Motion . 

INTRODUCTION O F  B ILLS 

HON. R. PENNERi ntroduced B i l l  No.  64, A n  Act to 
a m en d  The E l ect ions  A ct, Loi m o d i f i a n t  la l o i  
e lectorale. 
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INTRODUCTION O F  G UESTS 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease. Before we reach O ra l  
Questions, m a y  I d i rect the attent ion o f  honourable 
mem bers to the ga l lery where there are 23 students of  
G rades 4 and 5 of  the Wolseley E lementary School, 
u nder the d i rection of Ms .  Hopk i ns. The school is i n  
t h e  const i tuency o f  t h e  H o n ou rable M e m ber for 
Wolseley. 

There are 25 students of G rade 5 stand i n g  from the 
B rock-Corydon School, u n der the d i rection of Ms.  
Doncaster. This school  is located in  the constituency 
of the Honourable Member for R iver Heights. 

There are 21 students of G rade 5 sta n d i n g  of the 
Harold Edwards School, under the d i rection of  M rs. 
MacNaug hton. The school is i n  the constituency of 
the Honou rable M em ber for M orris. 

O n  behalf of all of the members, I welcome you here 
this morn ing .  

ORAL QUESTI O N S  

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  Honourable M em ber for Fort 
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Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. S peaker, my q uestion is to the 
Honourab le M i n ister of Health and relates to the 
departure of the Vice-President of P lann ing  at the 
Health Sciences Centre, M r. Ray Smith .  My question 
to the M i n ister is: d id  he  j u m p  or was he  pushed? 

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

HON. L. D ESJARDINS: M r. S peaker, as the member 
k nows very wel l, there is a board and they are the o nes 
that h i re and f i re.  I 'd  have to f ind out from t hem if he 
was pushed. I h aven't the in formation at th is  t i me. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. S peaker, can the M i n ister 
advise the H ouse what status th is  leaves the redevel
opment p lan  at the Health Sciences Centre i n? 

HON. L. D ESJARDINS: Mr.  S peaker, at th is  t ime,  I 
have been in formed that they h ave, I t h i n k  it's a M r. 
G iffin that's act ing at th is  t i me. As I mentioned, there is 
not too m uc h  going on, nothi ng new t hat h as been 
authorized at this time. When this Session is  over, I 
i ntend to start worki n g  very c losely with them to make 
sure that t hey are going in a d i rect ion acceptab le  to 
the government. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, in view of the fact 
that c rucial  decis ions are made on an ongoing basis 
with respect to t hat $138 m i l l ion  redevelopment p lan, 
can the M i n ister advise the H ouse whether the depar
ture of M r. Smith  resolves the d is pute and the debate 
between factions at the H ealth Sciences Centre, rela
tive to the autonomy and the i ndependence of C h i ld
ren's Hospital .  

HON. L. D ESJARDINS: M r. S peaker, I h ave no way of 
knowing the i nternal battles. A l l  I k now is  the com
m itment that I made d u ri n g  the Esti mates that the 
government and I, as M i n ister respons ib le, woul d  fol
low th is  very carefu l ly .  I repeat, I am anxious for the 
b u si ness of th is  House to be term i n ated so we can get 
busy with that.  In the meant ime, t here has been a 
d i rective going to the General H ospital  and the p lan
ning g rou p out there, the Health Science Centre, that 
not h i n g  new shou ld  be p roceeded with u nt i l  it was 
fu l ly  approved. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: A f ina l  q uest ion to the M i n i ster, 
Mr .  S peaker. Can the M i n ister assure the House or is 
the M i n i ster, therefore, ass u ri n g  the House that t here 
is no revis ion or modification of p lann ing  being 
i m p lemented at the p resent t ime that wou l d  i mpact on 
the independence and the autonomy of C h i l d ren's 
H ospital? In other words, can he assure the House 
that it  is his i ntention and h is  government's i ntention 
that C h i l d ren's Hospital and fac i l ities and prog rams 
related to C h i ldren's H ospital w i l l  proceed i ndepen
dent of and autonomous from adult services? 

HON. L. D ESJARDINS: I can assu re the House that 
noth ing is  being done at th is  time and that the depart
ment w i l l  sc rut in ize and look at anything that is pro
posed before a decis ion is made. I can't te l l  h i m  
beforehand what decis ion we' l l  make, but  I t h i n k  I can 

rel ieve him of m uch anxiety. don't t h i n k  it  is the 
intention of us to change the d i rection that was i n  h is  
day ,  as  far  as  the Ch i ld ren's H ospital  is concerned. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  M ember for T uxedo. 

MR. G.  FILMON: Thank you, M r. S peaker. My ques
t ion  is for the Honourable M i n ister of the Env i ron
ment.  I wonder i f  the M i n ister has yet met with or 
spoken with Ch ief Herb Red Sky of I nd ian  Band No.  40 
at Shoal  Lake to d iscuss the concerns of Winn i 
peggers regard i n g  the i r  proposed construct ion or, in  
fact, the i r  ongoing construction of  a sewage lagoon 
on  the watershed of S hoal Lake, from wh ic h  the Ci ty 
of Winn ipeg derives its water supply? 

MR. SPEAKER: T he Honourable M i n ister of N orthern 
Affairs. 
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HON. J. COWAN: Yes, I can i nform the member that I 
h ad met with C hief Red Sky and a n u mber of h i s  
associates j ust after they announced awh i le  b ac k  that 
they were going to be c onstruct i n g  a sewage l agoon 
in the area. At that t i me, I advised them of our con
cerns respecting the potential  prob lems wh ic h  may 
arise out of the construct ion of s uc h  a lagoon and 
offer to the C h ief our  assistance in respect to look ing 
at  the location wh ic h  t hey had brought  forward as  a 
su itable l ocation and as wel l, i n  regard to look ing at 
other locations whic h  might be more su itable or less 
s u itable, depend ing  u pon the studies wh ic h  were 
conducted upon them. 

At that t i me, the C hief in formed me that he wou l d  
take that request back t o  h i s  B a n d  members, wh ic h  is  
the appropriate process g iven the structure of  the 
C h ief and Counc i l, and would advise me accord ingly .  
The next word I got respecting th is  was that of the 
beg i n n i n g  of  construct ion of  a sewage l agoon,  at 
wh ic h  point  I have contacted the Honourable  John 
M u n ro, M in i ster responsible for  I nd ian  Affairs, and 
asked them to stop c onstruct ion of that particu lar  
sewage l agoon u nt i l  s uc h  a t ime as  it  can be deter
m ined whether or  n ot it  has the potent ia l  for harm to 
the W i n n i peg water supp ly .  I sent t hat b y  telex to M r. 
M u n ro yesterday. I have yet to receive a reply from 
h i m  but, as the member o pposite s h o u ld be aware, the 
matter of  sewage l agoons on  I nd ian  Reserves is  a 
matter wh ic h  is covered u nder reg u lat ions appended 
to The I nd ian  Affa i rs Act and it  i s  M r. M u n ro's respon
s ib i l ity to deal with the matter. I f  M r. M u n ro fai ls to 
deal with the matter i n  that way, then we w i l l  have to 
look at other courses of act ion wh ic h  may be open to 
us .  

MR. G .  FILMON: Mr.  Speaker, in  v iew of the fact that, 
u nder questio n i n g  several weeks ago from the Hon
ou rab le  M e mber of Ass i n iboia and myself ,  the M i n is
ter assu red th is  House, and the people of M a n itoba 
that he would do all th ings  possib le to ensure that the 
integrity and the qua l ity of  the water supp ly  to the C i ty 
of W i n n i peg was not adversely affected, why d id  he 
not advise the C h ief when he was speak ing  with h i m  
that no  treated sewage effluent would  b e  a l lowed t o  
g o  into Shoal  Lake u n der h i s  j u risdict ion, so t hat the 
water su pply wou ld  not be adversely affected? 
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HON. J. COWAN: I d i d  advise the Chief of t hat, as I 
advised members of th is  House. What the Ch ief said 
was that the sewage l agoon at that t ime was being 
constructed in respect to all exist ing  regu lations in a 
proper way, at which point  I advised t he C hief t hat we 
would l i ke to p rovide to h i m  o u r  ass istance and we 
offered that assistance. T he C hief saw fit not to take us 
up on that advice and, corres pondi n g ly, we have gone 
to the M i n ister of I n dian Affairs to request them to stop 
construct ion.  But I t h i n k  the member shou ld  be aware 
that t here has been no sewage l agoon eff luent  arising 
out of that construct ion to date and t hat we have 
asked the M i n ister of I nd ian  Affairs to take decis ive 
action to i n s u re that is not the case. 

M R .  G.  FILM ON: M r. S peaker, I am sure we're a l l  
aware that no  eff luent i s  f lowing,  but  the fact is ,  some 
thousands of do l lars are bei ng  spent on  earth moving 
to construct a l agoon with the expectation of havi ng  
eff luent  go into S hoal  Lake. I n  v iew of  the fact that the  
M i n ister was  not  aware of  the p lans at  the t ime that 
t hey were b rought  to h i m  i n  th is  House; i n  view of the 
fact that he and h is  department were not aware of the 
dumping  of tox ic and f lamable wastes i nto Charles
wood sewage lagoon; in view of the fact that the M i n is
ter seems to be gett ing  out of touch with his respon
sib i l ites with respect to the protection of the envi ron
ment,  Mr. S peaker, is he  going to ask his F irst M i n ister 
to consider, dur ing  the fort hcomi n g  Cab i net s huffle, 
removing him from the responsib i l i t ies for the envi
ronment so that the people of M a nitoba can h ave a 
M i n ister who is concerned with the protection of the 
environment, the pressing and u rgent concern with 
respect to the p rotection  of the environ ment i n  this 
province i n  the futu re? 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease, order p lease. The 
Honourable F i rst M i n ister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. S peaker, I t h i n k  the Honour
able  Member for T uxedo isn 't basical l y  serious h i m
self. The record of the Minister of Envi ronmental 
Affairs req u ires no  defense. I t h i n k  it's p robably  the 
fi rst t ime in many, many years that we have a M i n ister 
of the E nvi ron ment t hat is t horoug h ly conscious and 
fam i l iar with the subjects of the environment and is 
doing an excel lent job. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourab le  M i n ister of Northern 
Affairs. 

HON. J. COWAN: Yes, I would j ust l ike to i nform the 
Member for  Tuxedo, the former M i n ister of  the E n vir
on ment, that the people  of th is  p rovince saw fit  to 
remove him from t hat responsib i l ity j ust a few short 
months ago. We put  o u rselves i n  the hands of the 
people at t hat elect ion ;  we are p repared to do so when 
the next election i s  cal led .  I th ink it  is the people of th is  
provi nce who have passed judgment on  h i s  ineffective 
and inefficient hand l ing  of environmental  p rob lems i n  
th is prov ince over the past n umber o f  years. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  O rder  p l ease. T h e  H o n o u rab le  
Member for  Tuxedo. 

M R .  G. FILMON: M r. Speaker, I am del ig hted that the 
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q u estio n i ng is of such concern to the Opposit ion t hat I 
need two people to answer the q uest ion t hat I asked, 
but I agree with the F irst M i n ister, M r. Speaker, t hat 
t he M in i ster needs no defense. Anyone who does 
not h i ng needs no defense, obviously. 

My question is to the M i n ister of the E nvironment.  
Was he  consu l ted with respect to the approval g iven 
by his col league, the M i n ister of Health, to al low the 
C ity of B randon to d ischarge 125,000 ga l lons of raw 
sewage i nto the Ass in iboine R iver? 

HON. J. COWAN: That was certa i n ly a matter of d is
c ussion at the staff level between the M i n ister of 
Health staff and my own staff. We have reviewed that 
procedu re as have many other persons who woul d  be 
i nterested i n  the effects of that procedu re, i nc l u d i n g  
t h e  Community o f  Portage and t h e i r  elected represen
tatives. We have found that,  g iven the circu mstances, 
t hat is the appropriate mechanism to deal with a very 
serious problem. 

T h is h i g h l ig hts the i n co ns istency of the members 
opposite. When we take action to deal with a serious 
problem,  they suggest that action is wrong. I f ,  i n  fact, 
we take action wh ich  does not su i t  their  own pol i t ical  
needs of a g iven t i me,  they suggest that we aren't 
tak ing action, but I would suggest to you, Mr. S peaker, 
that the record is q u ite c lear. 

We have gone to the authority who is responsib le  
for  the construction of sewage l agoons on  I nd ian  
Reserve land.  In  a very strong ly  worded statement and 
a very strongly worded request to the M i n ister res
ponsib l e  for I nd ian and Northern Affairs. we have 
asked t hem to halt construction of th is  waste d isposal 
fac i l ity and I 'm quoting, i n  th is  i n stance, and to 
ensure 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease, order p lease. 
The Honou rable  M ember for T u rt le M o untai n on a 

point of order. 

MR. B. RANSOM: Yes, M r. Speaker, I bel ieve that the 
Member for Tuxedo had asked a q uestion  concern i n g  
d ischarge o f  eff luent i nto the Assin iboine R iver from 
B randon,  but the previous question concerni n g  the 
sewage lagoon o n  the I nd ian Reserve h ad been dealt 
with .  The M i n ister is s imp ly  being repetitive i n  h i s  
answers. I bel ieve he  is out of order. 

HON. J. COWAN: I ' m  g lad now that the members 
o p posite agree that the matter of the sewage lagoon 
has been dealt with. We do bel ieve that we h ave dealt 
with it  i n  an expedient and a forcef u l  way. 

I n  respect to the q uestion specifica l ly on the B ran
don s ituat ion,  I can on ly  assure the member that staff 
have reviewed that ,  that it  is not the best of a l l  possib le 
worlds and t hat t h is course of action is one t hat had to 
be considered very carefully; it  was considered very 
carefu l l y .  The tec h n ical details have been considered 
and d iscussed between the two staff levels .  I certa i n l y  
s upport the M i n ister of H ealth's decision t o  deal with 
t h is serious situation i n  a very q u ick  and eff icient way. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. G. FILMON: I t's i nterest ing to f ind out, M r. 
S peaker, that the M i n ister of E nvironment was not 
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involved i n  th is  decision, that it was h is  staff. I t's q u ite 
obvious that they are now bypassing  h i m  because of 
h is  ineffectiveness and going to the M i n ister of Health 
to get thei r approvals. 

Mr. S peaker, my question is: as part of the d iscus
sion and consideration, was considerat ion g iven to 
ch lori nat ion  or d is infectant of the raw sewage prior to 
its d ischarge i nto t he river? 

HON. J. COWAN: Considerat ion was g iven to all the 
poss i b le ways by which  this matter could h ave been 
dealt wi th .  The decision to p roceed in the way i n  
which w e  have p roceeded is  based on  t h e  best tech n i
cal evidence and advice wh ich  is avai lable to us.  I 
happen to rely u pon staff to make t hose decisions and 
to consul t  with myself when it  is  a m i n i sterial  decision 
of the M i n ister responsib le  for the E nv ironment.  I a lso 
rely u po n  them to deal with the staff of the Health 
Department and consult  with the M i n ister of H ealth 
when, i n  fact, it  is  a m i n i sterial decision that arises out 
of h is  responsi b i l ity. There is noth ing  u n usual  about 
that, nor  should there be any concern about that pro
cess to the mem ber opposite. It is  the logical  and 
reasonable way to p roceed. 

I bel ieve t hat, g iven the c i rcu mstances, the action 
which h as been approved by the M i n ister of Health ,  
and one which  I support, w i l l  i n  fact prevent major 
problems from occurri ng  in the futu re. That is why 
that action was taken. Because t here was a s ign if icant 
problem i n  respect to overload i n g  of certai n d rains, 
they h ad to i n  fact take the act i o n  which  they d id; 
otherwise, it  would be a matter of every t i me it rained 
i n  that community, there would be very serious prob
lems. So we h ave prevented those serious problems 
from occurr ing by taking th is  decisive and, I t h i n k, 
i mportant and eff icient method of removin g  the 
problem. 

MR. G .  FILMON: M r. S peaker, wel l, I am i nterested to 
f ind out t hat the M i n ister doesn 't know w hether those 
t h i ngs were considered, but he j ust t h i n ks t hat a l l  
th ings  were considered. 

Mr. S peaker, I wou l d  l ike to know if  the M i n ister is  
go ing to p u rsue t h is matter so that those people 
downstream of B randon, who take their  water supply 
from the Assin iboine R iver, can have some assu rance 
of the safety of that water supp ly  for dr ink ing  d u ri n g  
t h e  next few days w h e n  t h e  raw sewage is f loat ing 
down towards them? 

I 'd  a lso l i ke to know, M r. Speaker, if th is  staff, who 
he is now say ing he is  fu l ly  confident i n  and wi l l  accept 
all of their  decisions and recommendations on  a l l  of 
these matters, is the same staff whose judgment and 
recom mendations he fou n d  faulty on  so many i nstan
ces as a critic in O p posit ion dur ing  the past few years, 
notably MacG regor, notably She l l  R iver and n otably 
Warren and other inc idences. 

HON. J. COWAN: M r. S peaker, it  was the M i n ister 
who overruled not o n ly his own staff from time to t ime, 
cut the C lean E nv i ron ment Commission t hat we 
fou nd to be less than effective in h is  role as M i n ister 
responsib le for the environ mental protection in th is  
province. 

To answer his specif ic question, I d id  not say to h i m  
that I take a l l  s u c h  advice without apply ing cr it ica l  

j udgments to t hat advice. I i n formed h im that the staff 
consult  with me and advise me, as they consult  and 
advise with the M i n ister responsib le for  Healt h .  I t  is up 
to us  to make those decisions wh ich  we feel are 
appropriate and, in many instances, we have asked 
staff to review the tec hn ica l  material wh ich  was pres
ented to us to ensure that those decisions are in  fact 
ap propriate decisions. 

So whi le  I wish to suggest that th is  staff is do ing an 
effective and an efficient job, I do not, by any stretch of 
the i magination, want to leave the i mpression that the 
M i n isters responsib le, the M i n ister of Health and 
myself as wel l, are n ot do ing as eq ua l ly  an eff icient 
and effective job,  i f  I can be so h umble  to say so, in 
respect to ensuring that staff materials are complete 
and that the decisions wh ich  are made at the m i n iste
r ia l  level are based on the best avai lab le  in formation  
possi ble.  

I woul d  l ike to in form him as wel l  that Environmental 
M anagement Division staff wil l  be monitorin g  the 
effects of the d ischarge, and that was written i nto the 
ag reement - perhaps written is  the wrong word. That 
was a part of the agreement in respect to the d is
c harge of these materials, that the E nviron mental 
M anagement D ivision wou l d  be monitoring the d is
charge and woul d  be taking appropriate action if i t  
was  found that any action  i n  fact was necessary. 

So we have acknowledged that there is  a cause to 
monitor and we have put  i n  p lace the monitori n g  
p rocedu res and w e  w i l l  cont i n ue t o  mon itor u nt i l  w e  
c a n  ensure that t h i s  d ischarge h a s  been tak ing p lace 
in the safest and the most efficient way possib le .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St.  
N orbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. S peaker, I have a q uest ion  for 
the Attorney-General. In view of news reports that 
t here is l i kely to be a wage settlement with the Ci ty of 
W i n n i peg Pol ice and that the sett lement w i l l  i nc l u d e  a 
request for provincia l  legislation to prohib i t  strikes 
and i mpose compu lsory b i n d i n g  arbitration, M r. 
S peaker, is it the i ntention of the Attorney- General to 
i ntroduce a bi l l  at this Session  of the Legis lature 
wh ich  wou ld  i m pose compulsory b i n d i n g  arbitrat ion 
on  the pol ice and repeal the legis lat ion  of t h e  previous 
NOP Govern ment wh ich  gave po l ice the r ight  to  
strike, somet h i n g  I bel ieve w h i c h  the pol ice d i d  not  
ask  for  and neither d id  the C ity of W i n n i peg Counc i l?  
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  

HON. R. PENNER: F i rstly, Mr.  S peaker, it  would be 
absol utely premature for me to make any announce
ment in advance of an announcement expected l ater 
this morn ing  by the C ity of W i n n i peg and the Win
n i peg Pol ice Associat ion.  I wi l l  not p re-empt t hat 
annou ncement, but  let me say th is, that th is  govern
ment would not i mpose legislat ion of the kind sug
gested on anyone who d id  not request such legisla
t ion .  T hat may be someth ing  k nown to the mem bers 
opposite. We do not impose legis lat ion; we br ing it  i n  
after consu ltation o r  on  req uest. T h e  q uestion  is 
insu l t ing and speaks more of what goes on, on  t hat 
s ide. than the k i nd of process we're used to on th is  
side. 
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MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, i n  view of that answer, 
I take it that the government wi l l  withdraw their  f i rst 
contract i mposed legis lat ion. 

I have another question for the Attorney-General, 
Mr. Speaker. Does the Attorney-General i ntend to 
appeal the sentence i mposed on a person who p unched 
a referee in the mouth and was f ined $50.00? I n  v iew, 
M r. Speaker, of the fact that many M i nor Hockey 
Association referees are as young as 13 and 14 years 
of age, does he  i ntend to appeal t hat sentence to 
provide a greater deterrent to that type of act ion? 

HON. R.  PENNER: As the former Attorney-General 
k nows, there is an Appeal Committee made up of the 
Deputy Attorney-General, the Director of Prosecu
tions and the Senior Crown Attorney. T hey review 
cases on a weekly  basis and come to a decision as to 
whether or not, based on their experience and responsi
b i l it ies they have for the a d m i n istration  of cr imina l  
j ustice, an appeal shou ld  be launched. I am advised 
that Committee, in fact, w i l l  be considering this case 
at its next meet ing next Wednesday, and its decision 
wil l  be its decis ion. I do not, as a matter of practice, 
i nterfere with the normal work i ngs of the department 
at t hat leve l .  I t h i n k  it  wou l d  be i m proper for me to do 
so; otherwise, the question of whether or  n ot an 
appeal shou ld  be lau nched becomes a matter of pol i t
ical  judgment rather than of legal judg ment. 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, in view of that answer, 
it wou ld  appear there is no need for th is  Attorney
General to even be in th is  govern ment, to take any 
action to act in the i nterest of M a n itobans, so I ' l l  ask 
the M i n ister responsib le for the Workers Compensa
tion Board a q uest ion.  Mr. S peaker, in view of the 
release by the Board of Commissioners wh ich  the 
M i n ister fi red, and I wou ld  l ike to tab le  th is  release i n  
the H ouse, can the M i n ister indicate whether the pri
vate i n q u i ry which he  authorized i n  substitut ion for 
the p u b l ic i n q u i ry wh ich  we had put  in p lace, made 
any recom mendat ions to f i re the mem bers of the 
Board of  Commissioners of  the Workers Compensa
t ion Board? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in i ster of N orthern 
Affairs. 

HON. J. COWAN: As I have stated on many occa
sions in th is  House, Mr Speaker, it  was not the respon
s ib i l ity of the person u ndertak ing that review to make 
recommendations. I t  i s  the responsi b i l ity of the gov
ernment to review situations and to act, and in fact we 
reviewed the observat ions and s u m maries of that 
report. We reviewed the Lam pe Report and the recom
mendations arisi ng  out of the Lampe Report, wh ich 
that government d id  very l itt le i n  response to. We 
reviewed the n u merous compla ints t hat we had 
received and which I k now they received when t hey 
were in government in respect to the workings of the 
Workers Compensation system. As a result  of gather
ing  a l l  of that i nformation and materia l ,  I, a long with 
my caucus col leagues,  made the decision to restruc
ture the board and made the decision to in fact put  
new people  on  that board. 

That's not an u n usual  decision, nor is it one which I 
th ink  shou ld  cause grave concern to the mem bers 

opposite or  to the mem bers of the previous board, 
because I h ave always been q u i c k  to suggest and to 
categorical ly state that they in fact were dedicated, 
confident and experienced ind iv iduals  when it came 
to the matter of Workers Compensation; that the 
changes that were made were made in a structu ral 
way; and that the changes t hat were made in person
nel  on  the board were changes which  we feel w i l l  best 
suit the needs of in jured workers in this provi nce. 

So I take f u l l  respons ib i l ity for t hose changes; I 

bel ieve they were the r ight decisions. I hope that after 
a period of t ime and we have h ad the o p port u n ity to 
review the workings of the new board that the mem bers 
opposite w i l l  agree that the workers of th is  p rovince -
those are the ind iv iduals to wh ich  we m ust address 
our attent ion - are in fact bei ng  well su i ted by the 
changes which  have been brought  forward to ensure 
that they have f u l l  access to the Workers Com pensa
tion system and that system works eff iciently and 
effectively for them. 

MR. G .  M ERCIER: Mr.  Speaker, i n  v iew of the M i n iste
r ia l  Statement made by the M i n ister in th is  House last 
Fr iday, wherein he  stated t hat it  i s  our i ntention as a 
government to begi n  today to start to resolve the prob
lems that exist at the Workers Compensation  Board 
and I would l i ke therefore to out l ine the fol lowing 
i n it iatives: the fi rst i n it iat ive i s  the appointment of a 
fu l l-t ime board, chairperson, and two fu l l-ti me com
m issioners. Mr .  S peaker, are we able to conclude from 
that statement and that i n it iative that the M i n ister d i d  
i ndeed f ind s o m e  f a u l t  w i t h  the j o b  and the work that 
was carried out by the Board of Commissioners t hat 
he fired? 

HON. J. COWAN: You k n ow, I o n l y  wish that the 
mem ber o pposite be more honest i n  h is  representa
t ions to the House. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease, order p lease. O rder 
p lease. Contained within t hose words used by the 
Honourable M i n ister is the suggestion t hat another 
Member  of this H ouse is  d i shonest. I would ask the 
M i n ister to withdraw t hose words and rephrase h i s  
remarks. 
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The Honourable M i n ister. 

HON. J. COWAN: I do apolog ize. I had not meant to 
reflect upon that i nd iv idual  in t hat way. Perhaps, I can 
withdraw that statement with your  permission, M r. 
S peaker, and suggest that I o n l y  wish they'd be more 
complete i n  their  representations. 

I f  the member h ad taken the t ime to read the f u l l  
state ment, he  wou ld  a lso have in formed the H ouse -
as he d i d  i n  respect to the fi rst part of the statement -
t hat i n  the l atter part of the statement, I, i n  fact, said 
that those i ndiv iduals  were dedicated, committed and 
exper ienced in  respect to the Workers Compensation 
system and that the changes t hat were brought in 
p lace were structural c hanges and I ,  in no  way, wish to 
have t hose changes reflect u pon t hose i ndiv iduals .  I 
have maintained t hat is the case: I w i l l  do so once 
more for the benefit of not on ly  the member opposite, 
but  for the benefit of those ind iv iduals .  T hey were 
honest; they were committed; t hey 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber for V i rden 
on  a point  of order. 

MR. H. GRAHAM: I believe the M i n i ster is bei ng  repet
it ive and I wou ld  suggest that repetit ive answers are 
clearly out of order, as is out l ined in Beauchesne. 

MR. SPEAKER: I bel ieve that Beauchesne makes it  
clear t hat repetitive answers are j ust as much out of 
order as repetitive q uestions are. The Honourable 
M i n ister may cont in ue. 

HON. J. COWAN: Yes. What I was, i f  i n  fact being 
repetitive about, S i r, was a statement which I had read 
in the House the other day which  the mem ber d id n't 
see fit to apply to his q uestion.  

I d o  want, because of the in ference that he has 
raised i n  h is  q uestion that t hose board mem bers were 
not su itable,  to make the record very c lear. That i s  n ot 
my in ference; it h as not been the in fe rence of th is  
government.  As a matter of fact, we have requested 
t hose i n d iv iduals, each and every one of them,  to 
contin u e  serv ing  i n j u red workers in this p rovi nce by 
apply ing their experience and thei r expertise as 
members of an Advisory Comm ittee which we struck 
u nder Section 100 of t he Act, which wi l l  review reha
b i l i tat ion procedu res of the Workers Com pensation 
system. 

So we h ave done everyth i n g  that i s  with in  o u r  power 
to s how t hat t hose changes were structura l  changes 
and they were not a reflection on  the board. I do resent 
the in ference that h as been app l ied to t hose i nd iv idu
als by the q uestion  from the member who j ust 
addressed this matter p reviously.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber  for St .  
Norbert. 

MR. G .  M ERCIER: M r. S peaker, can the M i n ister 
exp l a i n  why the Board of Comm issioners then felt it  
necessary to issue th is  press release, which I w i l l  
table, after they met  with the M i n ister and apparently 
with the First M i n ister, in which t hey expressed their  
concern that they h ave been mal igned, accu sed and 
den ied of bas ic  r ights,  etc .  I ' l l  tab le  th is  for the H ouse, 
M r. Speaker. 

HON. J. COWAN: I t h i n k  t hat the present Board of 
Commissioners and myself have a d isagreement as to 
the restructur ing of the board. I t h i n k  that's obvious. I 
t h i n k  t hat it is a lso a d isag reement that we s hare with 
the M a nitoba Federat ion of Labour, notwithstand ing  
what the Leader of the O pposit ion suggested the 
other  day, t hat we were palsies for  the Manitoba Fed
eration of Labou r  and that these were j ust changes 
that were being brought about because one ind iv idual  
was, to u se h is  words, l u rk i n g  i n  the hal lways. In  fact, 
there are some very s ignificant d isagreements as to 
that change but agai n ,  it is the responsib i l ity of the 
government  to act and to act decisively when it  
believes that changes wil l  i n  fact better the people, or 
better the condit ions for the people  to wh ich it  was 
elected to serve. 

That is exactly what we d id  and that is exactly what 
we wi l l  cont inue to do, notwithsta n d i ng those i nd iv id
ua ls  who may d isagree with us from t ime to t ime on  

t hose matters. We have a responsi b i l ity to take  the  
act ion  we bel ieve is r ight  and I t h i n k  that action was 
r ight .  I might  add, Mr. S peaker, that in conversations 
with in jured workers who are most affected by these 
changes ,  they h ave com mended t hose changes i n  
l arge part a n d  h ave suggested that w e  have i n  fact 
taKen the appropriate courses of action to better their  
l ives and to better make the system work for them.  

M R .  SPEAKER: The H on ou rable M em ber for  Rob l in
R usse l l .  

M R .  W. McKENZIE:  Thank you, M r. S peaker. I have a 
question for the Honourable M i n ister of F inance, Mr .  
Speaker. The Legis lature of Saskatchewan opened 
yesterday u n der  a new g overnment. One of the pol i
cies of that government i s  to remove the 5 percent 
sales tax. Can I ask the M i n ister of  F inance i f  he  has 
done any studies or  i s  he  conduct ing any studies on  
the economic impact the reduct ion of  a 5 percent 
sales tax w i l l  have on  smal l  bus inesses a long the 
b o rder of Saskatchewan and M a n itoba, especia l ly  
where today, Mr .  S peaker, many of those s m a l l  bus i
nesses are just  hang ing  by a t h read? With  the redu c
t ion  of 5 percen t  sales tax and they lose any  m ore 
bus iness, I suspect serious economic t h i n gs w i l l  
i m pact upon t hat industry. I wonder, i s  he  conduct ing 
any studies. Can he g ive them any advice as to what 
the government i ntends to do, Mr .  S peaker? 

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

HON. V .  SCHROEDER: M r .  S peaker, I shou ld  te l l  the 
member that I j ust recent ly received a letter f rom the 
C h a m ber of Com merce in  R usse l l ,  M a nitoba, com
mending the government for  the B udget that  it  had 
presented u nder which we foun d  other  sources of  
reven u e  than an i ncrease i n  the sales tax. In  fact, the 
f ina l  sentence i n  the letter was a ' thank you' for that.  
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This  government looks at a l l  c ircu mstances i n  the 
p rovince, i n  t he country and outside the country, 
when it  sets u p  its tax regi me,  its reven ue regime and 
its spending p rograms and we wi l l  cont inue to do so in 
the future. 

MR. W. McKENZ I E: Mr. Speaker, I am very d isap
pointed in the answer of the Honourable M i n ister. I s  
he p repared to put  some o f  h i s  staff o n  t h e  stan d i n g  
comm ittees t hat have been set u p  f o r  t hose towns a n d  
v i l lages a l o n g  t h e  province t o  deal w i t h  th is  matter t o  
see i f  w e  can't save s o m e  of those s m a l l  bus inesses, 
that are real l y  up agai nst it  out t here today, M r. 
Speaker? 

HON. V. SCHROE DER: M r. S peaker, the q u estion is 
hypothetical .  As I u n derstand it ,  the T h rone Speech 
was read yesterday in Saskatchewan. T here was no 
ment ion  of an e l i m i n at ion of  the sales tax  at  a c u rrent 
Session.  If it  appears that somet h i ng wi l l  be happen
ing in the future, we w i l l  ensure that we w i l l  watch what 
is happening there and we w i l l  do whatever i s  neces
sary as, for instance, we did with the gaso l ine  tax. 

MR. W. McKENZIE: Mr. S peaker, I have a question for 
the Honourable M i n ister of Natural Resou rces. I 
wonder, can the M i n ister advise the H ouse if he's had 
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any correspondence from the Parklands Divis ion of 
Tourism regarding the low water levels on the lakes of 
the p rai ries and the boat ing accidents that are occur
r ing  t here because of rocks and obstacles that now 
are showing up due to the low water. 

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

HON. A. MACKLING: No,  Mr .  Chai rman.  I h aven't 
had any advice about low water condit ions. I do 
understand the f ish ing is excel lent,  though.  

M R .  W .  McKENZIE: M r. S peaker, I wonder, is the M i n
ister k idd ing  or  has he p repared to put u p  some 
markers, buoys or someth ing, or is it  the local people 
who should put  them up to mark these obstacles 
before we have more accidents than we've had a l ready, 
of boats r u n n i n g  i nto these rocks and t h ings.  W hose 
responsi b i l ity is it  to mark those o bstacles for the 
boat ing pu bl ic? 

HON. A. MACKLING: M r. Speaker, I am being  offered 
lots of gratuitous advice t hat perhaps I should spend 
some t ime there myself, either fish ing  or paint ing 
rocks.  I wi l l  take the q uestion as not ice,  M r. S peaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Pem bina.  

MR. D .  ORCHARD: Thank you ,  M r. S peaker. My 
question is  for t he M i n ister of Agricu l ture. I s  the M i n is
ter wait ing  for th is  Session to end so that we can no 
longer question h i m  to i m plement the Land Lease 
Program? 

MR. S P E A K E R :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i st e r  of 
Agriculture. 

HON. B. URUSKI:  M r. Speaker, f i rst of a l l, I'd l ike to 
ind icate that, in response to the q uestion from the 
Mem ber for Pembina and com ments made by the 
Honourable M em ber for Art h u r, or at least noted i n  the 
p ress, deal i n g  with the provisions of o u r  Farmlands 
Protection Act, i ndicating that on ly  farming Manito
bans w i l l  be ab le to own farmland;  that is  not the case. 
When I i ntroduced the b i l l  yesterday, a l l  Man itoba 
residents w i l l  have no restriction on  the p u rchase of 
farmland.  

Mr .  S peaker, with respect to the question 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p l ease. The H o n o u ra b l e  
Mem ber for Pembina  on  a p o i n t  o f  order. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker, I bel ieve my ques
t ion was q u ite d i rect to the Minister of Agricu l ture i n  
that I asked h i m  i f  he was i nst i tut ing t h e  Land Lease 
Program after th is  Session is over, when mem bers of 
the Opposit ion cannot q uestion h i m .  

HON. B .  URUSKI:  Mr.  Speaker, i t  appears that t h e  
honourable mem ber doesn't want t o  hear my answer. 
M r. Speaker. I want to tel l the honourable member that 
I have had a n u m ber of req uests and letters from 
farming commun it ies who are in f inancia l  d iffic u lty; 
who have made p u rchases of farmland; and who have 
and are carry ing a very heavy debt l oad.  They have 

asked that we reconsider o u r  posit ion to h ave a Land 
Lease P rogram,  so that they can bank the i r  land and 
when t i mes are better, have the opport u n ity to p u r
chase it back and cont i n ue farmi n g ,  rather than be 
forced off the farm by the heavy debt load that they are 
carry ing .  So we have had requests; we have forwarded 
those requests to the Man itoba Agricu l tura l  Credit 
Corporat ion  for review. When the pol icy decision is 
made, honourable mem bers of this H ouse and the 
p u blic of Manitoba w i l l  be advised. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Then, can we assume from the 
M i n ister's answer that he  wi l l  use the o pportun ity 
when this Session is over to announce that program? 
M y  question to the M i n ister of Agricu l ture is s imply  
th is: i n  v iew of  the fact that the Land Lease Program 
represents lease payments subsid ized by MACC and 
the taxpayer, wi l l  the M i n ister also offer a program of 
long··term mortgages with a reduced i nterest rate. 
subsid ized to the same extent as rental payments,  so 
that the young farmers can h ave the choi ce as to 
whether  they own the land or the state owns the land? 
W i l l  he  offer that dua l  program and c hoice to the 
young farmers? 

HON. B. URUSKI: It certai n l y  appears that the hon
o u rable mem ber real izes that the free and open 
market system has n ot, and does not,  work. M r. 
Speaker, let's understand what the honourable mem ber 
is say ing .  

M r. S peaker, u n der the Land Lease Program, when 
the p u b l i c  h as put  u p  m oney for s u bsidy i n  terms of 
the lease rental rates, we also protected the pub l ic  
money by say ing that i f  that  land  was p u rchased by  
the i nd iv idual  who has  had  the option to  p u rchase that 
land back, a l l  the subsid ies that were received by that 
i nd iv idual  would be paid back to the p u bl ic u n l i ke, Mr .  
S peaker, a c lear, total and outr ight  su bsidy for  the 
p urchase of  farmland which  woul d  not be ret urned to 
the pub l ic  of M a n itoba i f  we put  u p, and conti n ue to 
put  up,  that money.  So the people of M an itoba, u n der 
the Land Lease Program, thei r i nvestment and the 
p rotection of those fami ly farms is  cont inued and is  
able to cont inue so those people can cont i n ue to 
operate, M r. S peaker, u n l ike the c lear outr ight  s u b
sidy -( I nterjection)- wel l, we don't k now what wou l d  
happen i f  those people go o u t  o f  busi ness or the l i ke. 
But  the p u b l ic i n vestment is  protected u n der the Land 
Lease Program. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease, order p lease. O rder 
please. The t ime for q uestion period hav ing  expi red. 

O R D E R S  O F  THE DAY 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government H ouse 
Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. S peaker, would you please 
cal l  th i rd readings on B i l ls 29, 38, 39 and 41 p lease? 

P U B L I C  B ILLS - T H I R D  READ I N G  

Bills No. 2 9, 38, 39, 4 0 ,  and 4 1  were each read a t h i rd 
t ime and passed. 
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HON. R. PENNER: Would you please call, M r. S peaker, 
adjourned debate on second read ing  on B i l l  No.  21. 

ADJO U R N ED D EBATES 

ON SECOND R E AD I N G  - PUBLIC B ILLS 

BILL N O .  21 - THE C O M M U N ITY 

C H I LD DAY STANDARDS ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: On the p roposed motion of the Hon
o u rable M i n ister of Commu n ity Services, Bi l l  No.  21, 
stand i n g  in the name of the Honourable M em ber  for 
St. N orbert. 

The Honourable Member for St. N orbert. 

MR. G. M ERCIER: Thank  you,  M r. S peaker. I wanted 
to make a few com ments on  t h is b i l l. Mr. S peaker, 
fi rstly i n  reviewing th is  b i l l ,  I t h i n k  th is  b i l l  m ust set a 
record for the n u m ber of t imes that the word "regu la
t ions" is used i n  a p iece of legis lat ion that h as come 
before th is  House. Mr .  S peaker, there is  no  q uest ion ,  I 
th ink, as to o u r  commitment and our  support for day 
care faci l it ies. I t h i n k  our record whi le  in govern ment 
clearly demonstrated, through the increases i n  fund
ing, through the i ncreases in the n u m ber of spaces, 
our concern for a m ost i m portant facet of our m odern 
day society. 

M r. S peaker, I do, however, f ind  it d ifficu l t  to sup
port  a b i l l  when the real  legis lat ion ,  the real effect, of  
th is  b i l l  wi l l  be seen in  the regu lations.  In  say ing that,  
Mr .  S peaker, I think I speak on  behalf of day care 
faci l ities in my constituency who have expressed to 
me th is  same concern. I want to p lace on the record, 
Mr. S peaker, some of the concerns that they have 
expressed to me a bout the resu l t  of th is  b i l l ,  the 
regu lations. 

M r. S peaker, they h ave expressed concern to me 
about whether or not the regu l at ions w i l l  cause them 
increased costs and ,  if so, wi l l  the government grants 
be i ncreased to cover the i ncreased costs w h i c h  f low 
from new regu lations.  T hey are concerned, M r. 
Speaker, with respect to staff qua l if ications that might 
be set out in  the regu lations and whether or not educa
t ional  courses for i mp rovement in staff qua l if ications 
wil l  be easi ly  access i b le by their  staff? W i l l  there be 
any fund ing  assistance to those persons who may 
have worked for some n u m ber  of years in day care 
homes and be req u i red to i mprove their education 
qua l if ications? What, i ndeed, M r. Speaker, w i l l  be 
the educational  requ i rements u nder the regu lations? 

T hey've expressed concern, M r. Speaker, about any 
regu lations that m ight reduce the ratio of staff to 
c h i l d ren .  Wil l  there be extra fund ing  if that rat io  i s  
reduced, to cover extra salaries that m ig ht be requ i red? 
Mr. Speaker. if that ratio is redu ced, it w i l l  l i kely resu l t  
i n  increased costs. I am sure the M i n ister and members 
opposite are well aware that most parents who use 
day care faci l i t ies are req u i red to do so by necessity 
and not by choice and most can n ot afford a fee 
increase to support addit ional staff. 

Mr. S peaker, w i l l  the present stan dards of i ndoor 
space per c h i l d  be redu ced? I f  so, th is  woul d  l ower the 
n u m ber of s paces wh ich are needed by many work i n g  
parents a n d  m i g h t  i ndeed reduce maintenance g rants 
and i ncome to day care faci l i t ies, making it m ore d iffi
cult for them to operate. 

M r. S peaker. I point  out one omiss ion i n  the Act and 
i n  day care general ly .  W hat a bout - and I po int  out to 
the M i n iste r - the sh i ft worker in a s ing le  parent fam i l y  
who h a s  no  choice but to m a k e  pr ivate b a b y  sitti ng  
arrangements for  ch i ldren  outside the norma l  hours 
of day care centres? M r. S peaker, shou ld  they not, i n  
fairness a n d  i n  equ ity, receive t h e  same s u bsidy wh ich  
wou ld  normal ly  be received if the c h i l d ren  were i n  a 
recogn ized day care faci l ity? There are many persons, 
Mr. S peaker, as mem bers of th is  House are aware, 
who are req u i red to work other than reg u lar  8:00 to 
4:00, or  9:00 to 5:00 hours ,  who are req u ired to make 
these p rivate arrangements and who are in the same 
i n come categories as peop le  who are receiv ing  a s u b
sidy for ch i ldren  i n  a normal day care operat ion .  I 
t h i n k  t h is is a just  concern of many s i n g l e  parent 
fami l ies in this province, M r. S peaker, and I t h i n k  the 
M i n ister, in fairness and in equ ity, shou ld  consider at 
Law Amendments ,  an amendment to this Act wh ich  
woul d  a l l ow for  s im i l ar g rants partic u l arly to s hift 
workers and s ing le parent fami l ies who are req u i red to 
make these private baby sitt ing arrangements. 

M r. S peaker, I want to point out. in addit ion,  other 
concerns that have been expressed to me with respect 
to the regu lations which w i l l  f low. There is a concern 
with respect to the req u i rements for meals and n utri
tion u n der the reg u l at ions and whether or  not this w i l l  
i ndeed req u i re an i ncrease i n  operat ing costs. I hope, 
M r. S peaker, that these reg ulations wh ich  w i l l  be de
veloped in th is area w i l l  be rea l istic. 
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M r. S peaker, I note that there are provis ions for 
appeals with respect to l icensing and s u bsidy deci
s ions and there is  a Day Care Staff Qua l if ications 
Review Committee to act in a n  advisory capacity. B u t  
the regu lations, M r. S peaker, the most i mportant part 
of t h is whole s u bject, w i l l  of course be decided in the 
privacy of the Cabinet room with no  r ight of appeal 
with respect to regu lations .  Here again ,  Mr. S peaker, I 
would suggest that the M i n ister may wish to consider 
some form of appeal or  p u b l ic  heari ngs on  the p ro
posed regu lati ons ,  wh ich  would fol low a format s im
i lar  to the Law A mendments Committee hearings, 
which wou l d  a l l ow the p ub l i c  to comment on  the 
actua l  proposed regu lations, so that the people who 
have been active i n  this f ield and the parents and the 
operators of these mostly nonprofit day care centres 
wou ld  have an o p port u nity to express their  concerns 
about any of the proposed regu lations. 

M r. Speaker, i n  fact, I note i n  the M i n ister's p ress 
release that he says that the regu lations and the admi
n i strative structure wi l l  be ready to be i m plemented by 
Apr i l  1 st. 1 983. I t  might  be m ore appropriate, M r .  
S peaker, i f  the M i n ister were t o  consider withdrawing  
th is  b i l l  and br ing ing it back  before the House at  the  
next  Session of  the Legis lat u re. I say  th is  as a personal  
suggest ion ,  M r .  S peaker. I am not s peaki n g  o n  behalf  
of the Opposit ion. In  that way,  i f  the M i n ister were to 
be able to br ing the bi l l  back and include in the Act 
what he i ntends to i nc l ude i n  the regu lations, then it 
wou ld  be f u l ly open to debate i n  th is  H ouse and it 
wou ld  be f u l ly open to representat ions by the pub l ic  at 
Law Amendments Committee. There would be a f u l l  
and comp l ete heari ng  o n  what is n o w  t o  be t h e  reg u la
tions, but w h i c h  cou ld  be u n der  my s u g gestion  
i n c l u ded i n  the Act  and be s ubject to fu l l  debate i n  th is  
H ou se ,  M r. S peaker, and there wou ld  be no t ime l oss 
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because, i n  the words of the M i n ister, the b i l l  w i l l  n ot 
be ready to be i m plemented unt i l  Apr i l  1st, 1983, 

Mr. Speaker, speak ing  of th is  b i l l ,  I want to j ust 
com ment s pecifica l ly  on two sections, so that the M in
ister  may be i n  a posit ion to comment on  them at  
comm ittee. In  Sect ion 2 (e) - th is  i s  the Exemption 
Sect ion - it  says, "This Act does not apply to,"  i n  
Su bsection (e) , "to care a n d  su pervision provided by 
rel ig ious congregations to c h i ldren for the p u rpose of 
prov id ing rel ig ious  trai n i n g  to the c h i l d ren  whi le  or on  
the same day on  wh ich  rel ig ious services are  con
ducted for mem bers of the congregat ion ."  I j ust point 
out to the M i n ister, Mr .  S peaker, that it  is q u ite usual  
and n ormal  for many c h u rc hes and congregat ions to 
have what i s  cal led a Su nday School  for c h i l d ren to be 
held on  the Saturday, and not "whi le  or  on  the same 
day on  which rel ig ious services are conducted." M r. 
Speaker, the M i nister m i g ht very wel l consider an 
amendment to that sect ion ,  because I don't expect 
that he  wou l d  be attempt ing to i n cl u de rel ig ious train
ing or education for c h i l d ren  wh ich is not held on  the 
same day as the rel ig ious services. 

With respect to Sect ion  7,  Mr. S peaker, I trust that 
the M i n ister h as had consultation with the Ci ty of 
W i n n i peg, with the P lann ing  Department and with the 
M u n ic ipal  Associat ions,  with respect to th is  sect ion 
which req u i res no  other l i censes from any m u n i ci pal
ity or local government d istrict. I trust,  M r. Speaker, 
that is a sect ion  that is satisfactory to the City of 
Wi n n i peg and to the m u n ici pal organ izations and 
mu nic ipa l it ies i n  the prov ince. 

Those, M r. S peaker, are my brief com ments on  th is  
piece of legislat ion.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.  

HON. R. PENNER: I move, seconded by the M i n ister 
of M u n icipal  Affairs, that the debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Govern ment H ouse 
Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: Mr. S peaker, would you ca l l  the 
adjou rned debate on  B i l l  No. 27? 

BILL 27 - T H E  S U M M ARY C O N V I C T I O N S  ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: O n  the proposed motion of the Hon
ourable Attorney-General ,  B i l l  No.  27 ,  standing in the 
name of the Honourable M em ber for St.  Norbert. 

The Honourable Member for St. N orbert. 

MR. G. M ERCI ER: M r. Speaker, I wou l d  make some 
com ments and I bel ieve t here wil l  be other mem bers 
on  th is  side who wish to speak to th is  b i l l  later on  or  on 
another day. 

I persona l ly  note, Mr. Speaker, in response to a 
question to the Attorney-General about the f ine option 
provisions that he's inc l uded i n  th is bi l l ,  he confirmed 
in  my q uestion to h i m  that these were the same provi
sions t hat we had enacted l ast year in  amend ments to 
The S u mmary Convictions Act, but not proclaimed. At 
the t ime I i nd icated qu ite clearly that we were enact ing 
these p rovisions relati ng  to a F ine O ption Program, 

which I t h i n k  is a good prog ram , and that we wou l d  be 
proc la iming the b i l l  l ater on when we were in a posi
tion to develop the actual working  program. 

The other t h i ng I note, Mr .  S peaker, that this Act 
comes i nto force on a day fixed by proclamat ion.  I f ind 
it  very d ifficu l t  to u nderstand,  M r. Speaker, why the 
Attorney-General has inc l uded these p rovisions agai n 
i n  th is b i l l  when t hey a re st i l l  s u bject to imp lementa
tion by proclamation .  I f  he h as the prog ram ready and 
I wou ld  th ink  it  shou ld  be ready by now,  then why 
d i d n't he  simply p roclaim the exist ing  p rovis ions  and 
get  the program operat ing? Perhaps he can expand 
on  that,  M r. Speaker, because it i s  d i fficu l t  to u nder
stand why he is redoing exactly the same th ing and 
having it  come i nto effect upon p roclamation because 
the program, I t h i n k, shou ld  be i m plemented by now 
and actual ly  work ing .  

M r. S peaker, there are some concerns I k now t hat 
w i l l  be expressed on  th is  side with respect to the 
pr inc ip le  i n  th is  b i l l  where a driver is convicted of  an 
offence and is i n  default  of payment of the f ine,  the 
Registrar of M otor Vehic les shal l  have the right to 
suspend the d river's l icence, M r. S peaker. T here is 
some, I th ink ,  legit i mate concern that that i s  a very 
powerfu l  p u n i s h ment that can be im posed for n o n
payrnent of a f ine,  M r. S peaker, and that causes a 
great deal of concern on the part of many mem bers o n  
t h i s  side. 

I h ave a concern, M r. S peaker - and I point th is  out to 
the M i n ister, he  m i g ht respond to it  at comm ittee l ater 
on - in Section 11.1 (5), where a defau l t  conviction is 
entered against a person ,  he  receives a n otice u nder 
Su bsection 3. H e  may not l ater than seven days 
i m mediately preceeding  the date specified in the 
N otice for Payment of the f ine and costs, req uest a 
hearing  de nova. I n  Su bsection 3, M r. S peaker, there is 
no  t ime set out for payment of the f ine and I t h i n k  the 
two sections have to be considered together because 
there has to be sufficient opportu n ity, I t h i n k ,  for the 
person to f u l ly consider whether he wants to pay the 
fine or  wants to request a hearing  de nova, and maybe 
t here shou ld  be some consideration g iven to sett i n g  
out a specific t i m e  period i n  S ubsection 3 that woul d  
c learly a l low t h e  person s ufficient opport u n ity t o  con
sider his r ights ,  h is remedies and which d i rection he 
wishes to p u rsue the matter. 
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I bel ieve also,  Mr .  S peaker, that th is  b i l l  has to be 
considered i n  conju nction with amendments to The 
H ig hway Traffic Act that are i n  another b i l l  that has 
been passed, I bel ieve, and is i n  Law Amend ments 
Committee. I would suggest to the M i n ister, M r. 
Speaker, that b i l l  be held unt i l  th is  b i l l  arrives at the 
committee and the two of them be considered together, 
because I bel ieve they are connected. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside. 

MR. H. ENNS: M r. Speaker, I beg to m ove, seconded 
by the Honourable M ember for Pem bina ,  t hat debate 
be adjou rned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Government House 
Leader. 
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HON. R .  PENNER: Mr.  S peaker, wou ld  you p lease 
cal l  the adjourned debate on B i l l  No. 33? 

B i ll 33 - AN ACT R ESPECT I N G  THE 

ASSESSMENT O F  P R O PERTY FOR T AXA TI O N  

I N  M U N I C I PALITIES I N  1 981 AND 1 982 

MR. SPEAKER: O n  the proposed motion of the H on
o u rable M i n ister of M u n i c ipal  Affa i rs,  B i l l  No.  33, 
stand ing  i n  the name of the Honourable M em ber for 
St. Norbert. 

The Honourable M em ber for St. N orbert. 

MR. G .  M E R C I E R :  M r. S peaker, I wanted to speak on 
t h i s  b i l l  because the matter of assessment,  a l though I 
t h i n k  not very widely u nderstood at a l l  and a very 
d iffic u lt and a very complex su bject and I don't p re
tend to k n ow a l l  t here is to know a bout  assessment,  
but  I want to p lace on  the record my concerns about 
th is  b i l l .  

I n  exte n d i n g  the freeze on  assessment f o r  an i ndefi
n ite per iod,  M r. S peaker, I t h i n k  if  th is  b i l l  is  not 
opposed, there most certai n ly  wil l  be amendments 
proposed at committee by members of our side to 
i n sert in this b i l l  a specif ic date for the freeze on  
assessment to exp i re. I don ' t  t h i n k  the government 
should be left in a posit ion where t hey are able to 
legal ly have an i n defi n ite freeze on  assessment in the 
C ity of W i n n i peg and t h ro u g hout the Province of 
M an itoba. M r. S peaker, I 'm concerned because of 
their previous record in act ing  on  assessment prob
lems. Now whi le they were in government, M r. Speaker, 
they took no action with respect to the serious p rob
lems in assessment throughout the prov ince. 

We com m issioned the Weir study and there were 
extens ive p u b l i c  hear ings and consultation with peo
p l e  affected held throughout  the p rovince for a con
siderable period of t i me, and a report has n ow been 
made and there are some recommendations,  M r. 
Speaker, with respect to an actual freeze, that a spe
cific date shou ld  be set for the freeze to contin ue for 
one or  two or a few years. 

Mr. S peaker, we h ave in today's news reports the 
i nformat ion t hat Portage Avenue property owners 
who h ave h ad a cont i n u i ng and serious problem with 
assessment have l ost the ir  case in the Man itoba Court 
of Appeal and can not appeal the ir  assessments to the 
city's Board of Revision .  They have on  n umerous 
occasions,  Mr .  S peaker, pointed out the i nequ it ies i n  
their  assessments with other assessments i n  the 
downtown area of the C ity of W i n n i peg. 

It 's i n teresti n g ,  M r. S peaker, that we wh i le  in gov
ern ment negotiated and agreed to the Core Area I n i t i 
at ive to i m prove the down town port ion of o u r  c ity and 
the members opposite, the Govern ment, I t h i n k  rig ht ly, 
are proceed i n g  to fo l low through with the agreement 
w h i ch we negotiated with the federal and the c ity 
govern ments, but at the same t ime no action h as been 
taken by the govern ment with respect to th is  very 
serious assessment p roblem which is  contribut ing i n  
some way, I suggest, t o  the lack o f  development a long 
Portage Avenue and to the costs of development in  
that area, somet h i n g  that shou ld  be g iven i m mediate 
consideration by the government, part icu lar ly in view 
of the r ig htful  emphasis t hat has been g iven to the 
Core Area I n itiative Program, Mr .  S peaker. 

So I appreciate, M r. Speaker, t hat the problem of 
assessment is  a complex one. I appreciate, M r. 
Speaker, that the govern ment may not ag ree to a l l  of 
the recom mendations of M r. Weir and h i s  Assessment 
Review Comm ittee. P robably if  we were in govern
ment we would not agree to t hem all either, but some 
action h as to be taken with respect to t h is matter, Mr .  
S peaker. I suggest when the M i n ister says there are 
go ing to be further p u b l i c  hear ings by a legis lat ive 
committee with respect to th is  matter, t hat m u n ic ipal i 
t ies themselves have objected to th is  and i t 's  t ime that 
the government took some act ion  to deal wi th  these 
i mportant problems, part icu larly as they affect the 
C ity of W i n n i peg and the downtown of the C ity of 
W i n n i peg, M r. Speaker. 

So we can't accept an i ndefin ite freeze on  assess
ment, M r. Speaker. There m ust be a specif ic date for 
action by the govern ment.  Without a specif ic date i n  
that b i l l  I ' m  afra id ,  M r .  Speaker, that the M i n i ster and 
his govern ment w i l l  set th is matter aside, that they w i l l  
n o t  have the cou rage t o  deal w i t h  t h is part icu lar  prob
lem and it w i l l  s imp ly  not get dealt wi th .  M r. S peaker, i t  
m ust be dealt  with and that's why a date has to be in  
the b i l l  so that we can assure ourselves that the gov
ern ment w i l l  deal with th is  i m portant problem. 
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Thank you, M r. S peaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Memberfor Pemb ina. 

MR. D .  ORCHARD: M r. S peaker, I beg to m ove, 
seconded by the MLA for Rob l i n-Russel l ,  that debate 
be adjou rned. 

M OTION presented and carried. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Government H ouse 
Leader. 

H O N .  R .  PENNER: M r. Speaker, woul d  you p lease 
cal l the adjourned debate on B i l l  No. 42. 

B I L L  NO. 42 - THE EDUCATIO N  

A D M I N I STRAT I O N  ACT 

M R .  SPEAKER: O n  the proposed m ot ion  of the H o n
ourable M i n ister of Education,  B i l l  No.  42, sta n d i ng i n  
the name o f  the Honourable M em ber  for R o b l i n
R usse l l .  

M R .  W .  McKENZIE:  I thank you ,  M r. S peaker. I am 
most gratef u l  for obta in ing  a copy of the M i n ister's 
com ments when she introduced t h i s  b i l l .  They are 
having some problems here at Hansard r u n n i ng a lot 
l ater than i s  custom when we're at t h i s  stage of the 
Session and I hope that somehow we can get H ansard 
back on  the rails. A few days ago i t  was w i t h i n  two or 
three days of the sittings and i t  does create some 
p roblems for some of us who woul d  l i ke to speak on 
this legis lat ion,  but  I do appreciate obta i n i n g  a copy of 
t h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i ster's open i n g  statement  at 
second reading .  

M r. S peaker, t h i s  B i l l  No.  42, the Act  to amend The 
Education Admin istrat ion Act  causes me some con
cern.  When I f i rst read i t ,  I see that apparently the 
social ist N O P  h ave changed their po l icy on  the pay
ment of mon ies to i nd iv idua ls .  I t's not very long ago 
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they ins isted that merchants in th is  p rovi n ce, the 
Social A l lowance rec ip ients would take and pay the 
bi l ls  t hemselves, t hat of hand the cheque across and 
pay. Now we f ind rather than the voucher system, and 
here we h ave them now movi ng  i nto payi ng  payments 
of money to i nstitutions, and I hope the M i n ister w i l l  
k i n d  of f i l l  me i n  if t here's a pol icy sh i ft i n  the party or  
h ave they moved away from t hat earl ier posit ion, 
wh ich  is so wel l-known i n  th is  House, and now are 
prepared to pass mon ies across to i nstitutions as 
spel led out in the legislation. 

I 'm a lso wondering if the M i n ister, when she's c los
i n g  the debate, cou ld  g ive us some idea what reg u l a
t ions we're tal k i n g  about i n  th is  legis lat ion .  It's again 
very vague.  I f  s he'd g ive u s  some i ns ight as to what she 
anticipates, it  woul d  certa in ly  be helpful .  

I a lso note there, i t  says persons specified in t he 
regu lations. Who are these persons? That again cer
ta in ly  wou l d  be h e l pf u l  to us in O p posit ion if we cou ld  
have that .  Maybe I shou ld  ask  the M i n ister i f  she'd g ive 
us the def in i t ion of i nst itut ions. I haven't been able to 
f ind what s he's ta lk ing  a bo u t  i n  secon d  readi ng of th is  
b i l l .  T he b i l l  certai n ly makes sense i n  a lot of ways. 
M ay be when we get some more i nformation from the 
M i n ister, I can decide whet her I can s u pport the legis
lation or n ot. 

So with t hose few remarks, M r. Speaker, I 'm cer
tain l y  p leased that the legis lat ion is moving on .  I hope 
the H on ou rable M i n ister wi l l  g ive u s  some i deas of 
what she anticipates in the opening  statement wh ich  
she p rovided to the H ouse. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member  for Tuxedo. 

M R. G. FILMON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I h ave had 
an opport u n ity to peruse the bil l  and, in fact, to d is
cuss it  with the M i n ister in brief. Certain ly, I have no 
problem wi th  the concept of  a l lowing for  the possib i l 
ity of payments in  Student  A id  to be made d i rectly to 
i nst itut ions.  As I ' m  s u re mem bers would be aware, 
and I am i nformed t hat there is certai n ly no d isagree
ment among educational  i nstitutions in the prov ince 
that th is  is somet h i n g  that can he lp  them to deal with 
Student A id  more effectively, perhaps more expe
d iently in many i n stances, and more effic ient ly .  I have 
no problems with that concept. In fact, as a former 
adm i nistrator of a post-secondary i nstitution e l ig ib le  
for  Student  A i d, I k now t hat it certa i n ly is somet h i ng 
that a l l  i nstitutions would f ind to be a he lpfu l  move. 

I do have some d ifficu l ty in the sense t hat i f  we are 
say i n g  that there may be in future an opport u n ity for 
the government to take away the process which 
a l lows the students to - s ince it  is they who qual ify and 
it  i s  t hey who m ust in  effect make the appl ication and 
be approved u nder their  c ircumstances and not the 
i nst itut ions - I wou ld  hope that  th is k ind  of  th ing wou ld  
on ly  be done if there is  mutual  consent amongst the  
Student Aid B ranch and the i nst itut ion and the stu
dent. I would h o pe that we're not go ing  to create a 
s ituat ion i n  wh ich we take the student's choice mak
ing or  decis ion mak ing  out of the picture entirely in 
t h is .  I hope it's enabl i n g ,  so that where it  i s  exped ient 
for al l  th ree parties it  is done, but  n ot that it  can be 
i mposed upon the student in  part icu lar  s ince it  is the 
student who m ust apply.  I t  is the student who, by 
virtue of the i r  own qual if icat ions and circu mstances, 

can be approved. The reg u lat ions in the Act a l ready 
provide for the fact that i nst itut ions m ust be i nstitu
tions who are n amed and who q ual ify for Student A id, 
but  it is the i nd iv idual  student who makes the d i ffer
ence as to whether or not a loan or a b u rsary or g rant is 
or is not made. So I wou ld  hope that they are not go ing 
to be e l i m i nated from the process by th is, but  rather  
that t he objective i s  to enable the i nst itut ion to be in  
receipt of the money d i rect ly i f  a l l  t hree parties concur 
i n  the process. 

So, M r. S peaker, in say ing that I bel ieve the b i l l  can 
be helpfu l  and can be u seful  and that we w i l l  be mov
i n g  t h is a long to comm ittee, I wou l d  a lso say t hat  t he 
concern that was expressed by the Member for 
R o b l i n-R ussel l  i s  one that I share; that the M i n ister's 
notes on ly  refer to the fact that i nstitutions can receive 
the tu nds d i rectly, whereas the amendment does 
specify person s  in the reg ul at ions or  i nstitutions and 
that part  has not been covered by the M i n ister's i n it ia l  
d issertation i n  i ntrod u cing  the bi l l  for second reading  
and I wou l d  hope that you wou ld  expla in  why that h as 
to be there. 

Secondly, I woul d  h ope that the M i n ister woul d  look 
into and report back to u s  as to whether or not i nstitu
t ions m ust be defined, either i n  the reg u l at ions or  in 
the Act, because it  is not so p resently defi ned i n  the 
Act or the regu lations. S ince that i s  fundamental to the 
u n derstand ing  of what is bei ng  done by th is  very very 
minor amendment, I woul d  hope that it's either 
explai ned to u s  here or i n  comm ittee stage as to what 
is necessary i n  order to cover that aspect. 

So with t hose few words, I would say that we are 
prepared to a l low the b i l l  to go to com m ittee, so that 
we can h ave t hose explanations from the M i n ister. 

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the q uestion? 
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The Honourable M i n ister w i l l  be c losing debate? 

H O N .  M.  H E M P H I LL: Yes. Thank you, M r. S peaker. 
Yes, I t h i n k  I am p l eased that the members opposite 
are prepared to let th is  go on to committee. I do t h i n k  
t hat I would l i ke to respond to s o m e  of the points that 
were made here today and I t h i n k  a few poi nts that 
were made yesterday, pr ior to gett ing  to committee, 
so t here isn 't any misunderstand ing  a bo u t  the p u r
pose of the change or what it is go ing to do, what 
dangers or problems there might  be. 

I t h i n k  we a l l  know, Mr. S peaker, that in rea l ly  large 
bureaucracies, l i ke t he education system, it's very 
easy to get bogged down in procedu res and pro
cesses that req u i re the gothering  of information i n  
large amou nts a n d  t h e  f u n ne l l i ng  o f  i nformation 
through m u lt i level s  of i nd iv iduals and people for no 
p u rpose. Someti mes there might have been an origi
nal  reason .  If we don't exam ine it,  we're doing th ings  
automatical ly  without hav ing  the or ig ina l  p urpose 
carried through .  

I t  is my hope, and I h ave been ta lk ing to members of  
the Department of Education, not to ig nore the fact 
t hat we have to h ave controls and good adm i n i stration 
and good management, but that I real ly  do want a 
review of informat ion t hat ;s being requested and 
gatl1ered from the f ie ld  and stored, to make s u re t hat it  
is usefu: and it 's meeting  its p u rpose and that we're 
not botheri ng  people u n necessar i ly  to p roduce 
in formation t hat we don't need.  Secondly, that we are 
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not delay ing  the decision-maki n g  p rocess by hav ing i t  
go thro u g h  too many layers. 

Th is  is  a fairly s i m ple - probably in the category of 
housekeeping - change, Mr. Speaker, and I don't t h i n k  
t hat i t  i s  g o i n g  to cause the p roblems t hat t h e  
mem bers opposite were concerned about. 

F i rst of a l l ,  i t  is  the quest ions about i nstitut ions and 
persons.  T hey are defi ned .  I nst i tut ions and persons, 
as they are u sed in the amendment is  covered by 
M a n itoba Reg u lat ion 249-80, and I w i l l  tel l you what 
i nstitut ions and person s  are. 

I nst itut ion:  Section 1, C lause H in th is  regu lation ,  
" u n iversity" means, " the U niversity of  M a nitoba and 
its aff i l iated col leges, or B randon U niversity, or  the 
U niversity of W i n n i peg, or  any other u n iversity estab
l is hed u nder The U n i vers i t ies Estab l i shment Act, or 
any other i nst itut ion so des ignated by the M i n ister." 
Therefore, the term " i nst itut ion" refers specif ica l ly to 
educat iona l  i nst itut ions or req u i res a specif ic deci
s ion by me to a l low somet h i n g  else. 

Persons: Section 2 of the Regu lat ion, P u rpose of 
B u rsaries genera l ly defi nes the persons who are e l ig i
ble,  but  Sect ion 3 defines the qua l i fications of the 
appl icant and I t h i n k  t hat i t  wi l l  be c lear that i t 's very 
specif ic who t h is w i l l  be go ing to. "They sha l l  be a 
Canad ian cit izen or have l anded i m m i g rant status. 
They shal l  have a scholastic record wh ich ,  in the o p i n
i o n  of the M i n ister, is s u c h  as to merit  the award. T hey 
sha l l  be a person who has resi ded for 12 consecutive 
months in the p rovince whose parents, guardians or 
s po nsors as the case may be, are res idents of M a n i
toba; or whose parents, g uardians or sponsors have 
ceased to be res idents of M a n itoba after he  has 
entered the p rogram for wh ich  an award i s  sought, 
and t hat they shal l  accept a l l  condit ions of the award 
for wh ich appl icat ion is  made." 

There i s  a waiv in g  qua l if ication that says, "If there is 
an appl icant who does not fu l f i l !  the qua l i fications 
requ i red for the award but  h as app l ied,  and in my 
j u d g ment,  shou ld  receive special  considerat ion ,  then 
that is  possi ble t hat I may waive one or other of the 
requ i red qua l i fi cat ions u n der very s pecial c i rc u m
stances. So, i n  that case, I t h i n k  that the defin i t ions of 
i nst itut ions and persons is very c lear. 

I also want to make i t  c lear t hat control ,  as such ,  is 
real ly  st i l l  rem a i n i n g  with the Department of Educa
t ion .  The app l ications sti l l  come to us .  We receive the 
appl ications; we review the appl ications to make s u re 
they fit the criteria; we do t h e  p rocessi n g  and we make 
the decisions.  Real ly ,  the only d ifference is  that i f  an 
i nst itut ion such as St.  Bon i face Col lege, for i nstance, 
wh ich is g iv ing  out b u rsaries to teachers i n  tra i n i n g  
h a s  a half-a-dozen teachers who h ave received the 
award after t hey've gone t h ro u g h  the process, i nstead 
of del i veri ng  i t  and g iv ing i t  to the students on  an 
i nd iv idual  basis, we do a l l  the determi nat ion ahead of 
t i me; decide who is qua l if ied; the amount of money of 
the bursaries and we g ive the cheque to the i nst itut ion 
and they d istr ibu te i t  to the students, so that the 
money is  st i l l  going d i rectly to the students, not to the 
i nst itut ion.  

I t h i n k  the M em ber for La Verendrye yesterday - I 
heard part of h i s  ta lk  - but  I t h i n k  he was concerned 
about the removal of d i rect activity between money 
go ing to the student.  He had some concerns that i t  
was becom i n g  an account ing feat and j ust a matter of  

paper f low and that the stu dents would lose the i r  feel
i ngs  of res pons i b i l ity for payment of the money s i nce 
t hey never saw the money; s ince i t  just became a 
f igure on the u niversity's account ing books. That i s  
n o t  s o ;  they do g e t  t h e  money d i rectly. Therefore, I 
don't t h i n k  there is any change related to that. 

I t h i n k  that t h is is  one of t hose changes that rea l ly  
j ust i ncreases the eff ic iency; i ncreases the abi l ity to 
respond a l itt le more q u i ck ly  and st i l l  cont i n u es with 
the same controls and req u i rements that we s h o u ld 
have i n  p lace i n  the Department of Educat ion .  

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The H onourable Government H ouse 
Leader. 

H O N .  R.  PENNER: Mr. Speaker, w i l l  you please ca l l  
the adjourned debate on  B i l l  No.  43? 

B i l l  NO. 43 - AN ACT TO A M E N D  

THE P U B L I C  S C H O O LS ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: O n  the p roposed motion of the Hon
o u rable M i n ister of Educat ion ,  B i l l  No.  43 ,  stand i n g  i n  
the name o f  the Honourable M e m ber of Sturgeon 
C reek. 
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The Honourable M em ber for T uxedo. 

MR. G .  FILMON: The Member for Sturgeon Creek 
took the adjou rnment for me. If i t  is  permiss ible,  I 
wou l d  l i ke to speak at t h is t ime. 

I thank the M i n i ster for having p rovided me with  her 
notes in i ntrod u c i n g  the bi l l  for second readi n g  so that 
I m i g ht prepare early to respond to the aspects of the 
b i l l  that  she has presented. In  reviewi n g  it ,  Mr .  Speaker, 
I am satisfied that the two elements of the b i l l ,  as 
stated, are i ndeed that this w i l l  permit school d iv is ions 
to deal d i rectly with I n d ian Band Counc i ls in  s ign ing  
agreements for  the education of I nd ian  students in  
p u b l i c  schools. Certa in ly,  that  is  a concept which we 
can and do support, Mr .  S peaker. 

I u nderstand that the Federal Government w i l l  have 
to pass its own leg is lat ion  to perm it  that to h appen 
from the s ide of  the I n d ian Bands and that wi l l  take 
p lace in the near future. T h i s  enables the prov i nce to 
fu l f i l !  its part of the tr ipartite arrangement by being 
able to transfer the respons ib i l i ty d irectly to school  
d iv is ions in  t h e  negot iat ions.  

As wel l ,  Mr .  S peaker, I do have a q uesti o n  regardi n g  
that part icu lar  i n volvement. I bel ieve that there is  a 
stated i ntent ion that th is  responsi b i l ity be transferred 
as of the commencement of the school term, in Sep
tember of t h i s  year. If t hat is not the case, then the 
M i n ister can correct t hat i m p ression that I have i n  
conc l u d i n g  debate or  a t  the t i me o f  committee. B u t  i f  
that is  the case, then o f  cou rse I have a q uest ion.  

In  v iew of the fact that the funding from the pro
v i nce, under the former system of transfer of funds to 
school d iv is ions ,  i s  made o n  a calendar year basis and 
if the new agreements are g o i n g  to take p lace for the 
school year commencing in Septe m ber, there wi l l  be 
an overlap of funds, where in essence school d iv is ions 
wi l l  have been paid twice for the education of I nd ian  
students; one ,  by v i rtue of the fact that  t hey w i l l  have 
been taken i nto account  in the n u m bers and the 
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agreements that have been made between the prov
ince and the school div is ions for th is  calendar year; 
and two. in the ag reements t hat may take p lace i f  they 
are s igned for the school term commen c i n g  i n  
September. 

It may be a concern that is  u nfounded but if it  is  the 
case. I ask the M i n ister just s i m p ly to report and  
exp la in  to us whether or  not  my perception of  the  
potent ia l  problem is r ight .  The other  th ing  that I woul d  
ask the M i n ister t o  report back o n  is  the aspect o f  the 
b i l l  wh ich  refers, n ot on ly  to the transfer of  the abi l ity 
to school d ivis ions to enter i nto agreements with any 
person - and  I th ink that may be somet h i n g  t hat j ust 
s imply  carries on from the existin g  act - but  if it  was 
i ntended to add any other potent ia l  ent ities for 
agreements, perhaps she cou l d  j ust i nform us of t hat 
part icu lar  situation. 

The second aspect of the b i l l  wh ich she rightly i n d i
cated was a matter that h ad been agreed to by her 
predecessor, the former M i n ister of Education i n  the 
former govern ment, to be addressed i n  th is  Legisla
tive Session wh ich  was the matter of ensur ing that 
now it is stated i n  t he Act that s ick leave is a matter that 
can be negotiated between school d iv is ions, school  
boards and teachers over and  above the provisions set 
forth u nder T he Pub l ic  Schools Act. My on ly  q uest ion ,  
and  perhaps it  can be considered a crit icism, is  that 
the wordi n g  that h as been used i n  order to p rovide for 
that poss ib i l ity  of h av ing school d ivisions deal d i rect ly  
w i th  teachers i n  barga i n i ng for  s ick leave, I bel ieve 
goes farther than a l lowin g  them to barga in  over the 
amount of s ick leave, t hat rather it  now a l lows them to 
barga in  over the manner i n  which s ick leave can be 
acc u m ulated. 

I bel ieve the Act did set forth specifica l ly a manner  
of  accu m ulation that  is  referred to as earned s ick  leave 
and that there has been,  not on ly  d iscussions, but i n  
fact d isagreements i n  t h e  past between t h e  school 
boards and their employees, the teachers, as to how 
that might be i nterpreted. So, t herefore, the manner of 
acc u m ulation of sick leave on  an earned basis was 
specifical ly set forth in the changes to The P u b l i c  
Schools Act. I woul d  hope that t h e  M in ister is  not 
suggest ing that the whole arg u ment and d isagree
ment t hat was haggled out in the past is n ot opened u p  
agai n  b y  v irtue of th is  amendment bei n g  too broad. I 
w i l l  speak to that i n  comm ittee as to a sug£ested 
word i n g  that I feel w i l l  correct that very s imply  and  
leave it  for  the M i n ister to d iscuss wi th  her staff. 

I n  any case, we are not concerned with the pr inci
ple .  In  fact, we s u pport the pr inc ip le  and had agreed 
with the teachers that that aspect of it  would  be 
addressed in th is  Session .  We are happy that the new 
government has addressed it  and we' l l  d iscuss it ,  i n  
terms o f  t h e  actual wordi n g, when i t  comes t o  Com
m ittee. I have n o  further q uest ions on  the matter, M r. 
Speaker. 

Thank you.  

M R .  SPEAKER: The H onourable Member for Rob l in
R ussel l .  

M R .  W. McKENZIE:  Mr.  Speaker. I move, seconded 
by the Honourable M em ber for Lakeside, that debate 
be adjourned. 
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M R .  SPEAKER :  Can it be made c lear to the H ouse 
whether the Honourable M e m ber for Sturgeon C reek 
wishes to address th is  matter or  wish to have the b i l l  
stan d  i n  h is  name? 

The Honourable Member for Turt le M o u ntain .  

M R .  B .  RANSOM: M r. S peaker, t h e  Member f o r  Stu r
geon C reek had adjourned the b i l l  on behalf of the 
Member for Tuxedo and doesn't wish to speak. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber  for Rob l in
R usse l l  is  tak i n g  the adjourn ment on  the b i l l .  I t  is  
moved by the Honourable Member for R o b l in-Russe l l  
and  seconded by the Honourable Member f o r  Lake
side that the debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The H onourable G overnment H ouse 
Leader. 

NOTICE OF C O M MITTEE MEETING 

H O N .  R. P E N N E R :  M r. S peaker, before I ca l l  the next 
b i l l, may I annou nce the meet i n g  of the Committee on 
Law Amendments for Tuesday next at 10:00 in the 
morning and 8:00 in the even ing .  

C O MM I TTEE CHANGES 

HON. R.  P E N N E R :  May I further announce some 
changes with respect to Law A me n d ments.  T h e  
Mem ber f o r  l n kster w i l l  su bst itute f o r  the Honourable 
M i n ister of Nat u ra l  Resources. With  respect to Statu
tory Regul at ions and Orders, the Member for K i ldo
nan wil l  substitute for the Member for Wolseley. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. Speaker, woul d  you p lease 
cal l  the adjourned debate on B i l l  No. 23? 

BILL N O .  23 - AN ACT TO A M E N D  THE 

LEGAL A I D  SERVICES S O C I ETY O F  

MANITOBA ACT 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for T u rt le  
M ou ntain on  a point  of order. 

MR. 16. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, did I understand the 
House Leader correctly to say that the Law Amend
ments Comm ittee was meet i n g  at 10:00 o n  Tuesday 
morning? 

H O N  R. PENNER: Yes. 

MR. B. RANSOM: My q uestion wou l d  be then, M r. 
S peaker, to the H ouse Leader. Was that a decis ion of 
the Committee to meet then? If not, I woul d  advise h i m  
t hat l1as n o t  been agreed t o  by t h e  O pposit ion.  

HON. R.  PENNER:  No, that  was not a decis ion by the 
Committee. The Committee rose and I was u nder  the 
i m p ression  - but  i f  I 'm  wrong, I don't mind of cou rse 
bei n g  corrected - that Comm ittee meets at the cal l of 
the Govern ment House Leader. 
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M R .  B. R A N S O M :  M r. S peaker, I bel ieve that the gen
eral practice has been to have the Committee sitt i ng 
dur ing the regu lar  hours of the Leg islature. 

M R .  SPEAKER: I f  there is some u ncertainty on  the 
matter, we wi l l  check Beauchesne. 

The Honou rable Member for Turt le Mountai n .  

M R .  B. RANSOM: M r. S peaker, I don't mean to delay 
the bus i ness of the H ouse by rais ing the q uestion at 
the moment If you wou l d  wish to proceed with the 
Order Paper and dea l  wi th  th is  question su bseq uently,  
it  wou l d  be satisfactory. 

M R. SPEAKER: On t hat part icu lar  point ,  we h ave 
noted t hat it  is customary either for the Committee to 
set a date or for the two mem bers represent ing each 
s ide to decide between themselves when the next 
meet ing should be. H owever, it  m ust always be that 
the f ina l  ca l l  of the Comm ittee must be i n  the hands of 
the Government H ou se Leader i n  order that the work 
of the govern ment not be p revented from happening .  

M ay I s uggest t hat the two H ouse Leaders confer 
between themselves on  this matter and come to an 
agreement? 

On the p roposed motion of the Honourable Attorney
General ,  B i l l  No. 23, stand ing in the name of the H on
ourable M i n ister of F i nance. 

The M i n i ster of F inance. 

MR. V. SCHROEDER: M r. S peaker, I had concluded 
my remarks. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Mem ber for Tuxedo. 

MR. G .  F I L M O N :  M r. Speaker, as many on  our side 
have noted in the past wh i le  in debat ing  this b i l l  on 
Second Read i n g, there is an aspect of this part icu lar  
legis lat ion that we f ind to be not o n ly offensive but ,  in  
fact, dangerous. I don't bel ieve, M r. Speaker, that 
members o n  th is  s ide are opposed to see ing  p u bl i c  
advocacy groups acq u i re the f u n d i n g  that is neces
sary for t hem to make adequate representations  and 
presentations on  p u bl ic issues on  which they h ave an 
i nterest I bel ieve, Mr .  S peaker, that there are; how
ever, a n u m ber of aspects to the manner in wh ich  th is  
i s  go ing  to be affected, because I assu me that i s  the 
objective of the Attorney-General i n  br ing ing forth 
th is  b i l l .  There are a n u m ber of  aspects as to the 
manner in wh ich  t h is is go ing  to be affected by the 
provis ions in this b i l l ;  a n u m ber of aspects to which we 
object; a n u m ber of aspects about which we have a 
good deal of concern. 

The fact of the matter is,  Mr .  S peaker, i n  our read i n g  
of t h e  b i l l ,  I do n o t  bel ieve there is any req u i rement 
t hat there be a d i rect i nterest i n  the action involved in 
order for a Legal A id  Certificate to issue on  their 
behalf .  The fact of the matter is t hat I do not bel ieve 
t hat there is any q u a l if ication or manner  in wh ich 
there is a req u i rement on  behalf  of the Legal  Aid 
Board to determine whether or not there is any publ ic  
i nterest whatsoever i n  the group's act ion i n  order that 
it  be fu nded or receive a certificate to qua l ify for legal 
aid. 

I say that this is contrary to most pr inci ples accepted 
in o u r  society today, because even in the matter of 

insurance law, for i n stance, Mr. S peaker, t here is a 
requ i rement that i n  order for one to be able to p u r
chase i n s u rance, one has to demonstrate that one has 
a n  i nsurable i n terest i n  whatever action or whatever 
entity one is p u rchasing insurance for. I say that 
because the alternative wou ld  be, if you can visual ize 
t hat one p u rchases i n s u rance on  someone else's l i fe 
i n  wh ich one does not have an i n terest or a demon
strab le i nterest, that then becomes a form of gambl i n g  
or  l ottery. So that's just one example; it  i s  n o t  permit
ted u n der  i n s u rance l aw because of that very reason.  
O n e  must be able to demonstrate that one has an 
i n s u rable i n terest i n  order to pu rchase i nterest on  or  
behalf of  any g iven circu mstance. 

S i m i lar ly,  I bel ieve that t here m ust be somet h i n g  i n  
th is  b i l l  u nder which t hose who would  apply for a 
Legal A id  Certificate, i n  order to achieve or receive 
legal aid to assist t hem in f ight ing a particu lar  action 
or mak ing  a part icu lar  presentat ion t hat t hey ought  to 
have to demonstrate that there is  a part icu lar  i n terest 
on behalf of the i r  g ro u p  in order to make that presen
tat ion ,  i n  order to f ight that case, i n  order to receive 
legal aid in order to do so. I'd say it  shou ld  even g o  
beyond that ,  n o t  on ly  demonstrat ing  that they have an 
i nterest in  it ,  but  that there is a publ ic  i nterest in  it But ,  
even havi ng  accepted that ,  M r. S peaker, I th ink  it  goes 
right to the root of the man ner in which this determi n a
t ion w i l l  be made; that is,  the determ i nation to grant a 
Legal A id  Certificate, to g ive the option or the oppor
t u n ity of h av i n g  a Legal Aid l awyer work on  the i r  
beha l f  i n  putt ing forth a presentation i n  a pub l ic  issue, 
in a pub l ic  foru m  or u nder whatever type of actio n .  
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The fact of the matter i s  that th is  p uts into the hands 
of govern ment a very very strong power, a power 
wh ich  I 'm not s u re any of u s  woul d  s upport; that is, the 
power to c hoose s ides on  a particu lar  issue, the power 
to determine whether or  not the govern ment through 
the Legal  Aid Board, which because of the fact the 
govern ment appoints that board, becomes ergo a ph i 
l osophical  arm of the government,  a n  i nstrum ent w i th  
w hich the govern ment can effect certai n t h ings by i ts  
appointments to that board. T hey now have the power 
to choose which  g roups t hey w i l l  f u n d  and to take 
s ides on  an issue by choos ing w hich side they're 
going to support f inancia l ly for legal a id .  

I t  seems to me that there is  a poss i b i l ity of the 
government choosing on ly  one s ide ,  and by v i rt u re of 
that decis ion ,  g iv ing o n ly one side the opportu n ity to 
f ight its case with legal aid, with p u bl i c  fund ing, there
fore, g iv ing them a tremendous power to decide what 
the decis ion is go ing  to be u lt i m ately t hat comes from 
that issue or  t hat decision t hat has been arrived at with 
p u b l ic ly  fu nded legal  a id support to f ight 

I do not bel ieve that i t 's  i n  the publ ic  i nterest to g ive 
the govern ment t hat power, to choose s ides, to 
determine wh ich causes they wil l  s u p port and u l t i 
mately wh ich  causes may s ucceed because of h av ing  
decided to g ive pub l ic  f inanc ia l  s u pport to t hose 
causes and tangib le assistance in the form of legal 
assistance t h ro u g h  a Legal A id  Certif icate. I d o  n ot 
bel ieve that it's i n  o u r  i n terest to g ive t hat power to the 
govern ment I don't bel ieve i t 's  i n  the pub l ic  i nterest 
and I do not bel ieve that we, as government in th is  
prov ince col lectively, we, as the Legis lat ure, should 
have that power to decide whose objectives are in  
concert with our  p h i losophical  or  pol it ical objectives 
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and therefore decide through th is  mechanism to s u p
port them i n  a man ner which is real ly  h i d den from the 
publ ic purview because the pub l ic  wi l l  n ot u l t imately 
recogn ize that these groups, who h ave been g iven 
support. who have been a l lowed to f ight  their case 
with legal aid pa id  for by the taxpayer, are do ing  i t  that 
way. 

People w i l l  say, wel l ,  th is  is  a legit i mate i n terest 
group,  and boy, they made a good presentat ion  and  
isn 't t hat wonderf u l .  But  there may be a n  equa l ly  legit
imate g roup on the opposite s ide wh ich  has been 
denied that opport u n ity by v i rtue of a decision made 
by the Legal Aid Board who are i ndeed a n  appoi nted 
p h i l osoph ical  arm of the govern ment,  and I say that is 
too much of a p ower, in fact, h as the potent ia l  to be a 
very very u n reasonable power to h ave i n  the hands of 
any government i n  future, whet her it is t h i s  govern
ment, whether i t  i s  a s uccessor government of a d i f
ferent pol it ical  and p h i losophic stripe. 

I do  not t h i n k  i t  i s  in the pub l ic  i nterest for u s  to 
proceed with such a b i l l  and  I strong ly  recommend 
that members of the Legislature not s u p port t his ,  in  
fact, that it not proceed to legis lat ion ,  M r. Speaker. 

Thank you very much.  

M R .  D EPUTY SPEAKER, J .  Storie: The Honoura ble 
Member for Pemb i n a. 

M R .  D. O R CHARD: Thank you,  M r. Speaker. I beg to 
move, seconded by the H onourable M e m ber for 
Emerson, that debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

M R .  D E PUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Govern
ment House Leader. 

HON. R .  PENNER:  Mr. Speaker, woul d  you p lease 
ca l l  the adjourned debate on the C row Resolut ion? 

RESOLUTION - C R OW RATE 

MR. D EPUTY SPEAKER: On the adjourned debate by 
the H onourable M i n ister of H i ghways and Transporta
t ion.  the Honourable M i n ister of Agr icu l ture. 

H O N .  B. U R US K I :  Than k  you,  Mr. Speaker. When we 
adjourned yesterday, when I spoke on the C row rate 
last, M r. Speaker, I was d iscuss ing some of the mat
ters that I felt were being put forward by the Conserva
t ive Party t h ro u g h  the ir  Leader with  respect to how 
best can we ach ieve the resol ut ion  of the C row rate, 
Mr. Speaker. We have put forward major concerns 
with respect to t h i s  matter and we w i l l  cont i n u e  to do 
so, but  to get t ied i nto a resolut ion  that goes on  s ide ,  
bas ica l ly  on  s ide with  the proposed changes, or  at 
least the ant ic i pated changes, that may be brought  
about  by recom mendat ions from G i lson and the Fed
eral Government in a l lowing for an u pward rev is ion i n  
the d irect costs t o  farmers, M r .  Speaker, there's n o  
doubt where w e  stan d  on  th is  s ide with respect t o  that. 
We stand clearly on the side of the farmi n g  community 
and t hat t hey s ho u l d  not be pay i ng addit ional  costs. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the issues that h as come out  
dur ing th is debate, of course, has been the losses that 
Carl  S navely ,  the s upposed i n d ustry ana lyst or the 

specia l ist in dea l i ng with the rai lway reven ues. The 
Federal Government has cont i n ua l ly  put forward the 
not ion that the cost to farmers of transport ing  grain 
u nder the statutory rate has fal len to about 20 percent 
of the actual cost. Those are the k i n d s  of statements 
that Pep i n  has cont i n u a l ly made rea l ly  in a forcef u l  
manner, wh i le  we've dealt w i t h  t h e m ,  we've put  them 
forward, I t h i n k  i t  i s  t ime to reinforce those statements 
because t hey are i n  fact, i f  one can put it, stretch i n g  
t h e  fact o f  the matter i n  terms o f  how o n e  views the 
agreement of the ra i lways with  the Federal Govern
ment and the cost ing that i s  put  forward by M r. 
Snavely. 

Mr. Speaker, S n avely's est i m ate of the total variable 
cost of operat i ng the rai lway systems doesn't reflect 
the operat i ng expenses and depreciat ion i n  the com
panies' audited f inancial  statements. In his rcµort i t  is  
shown that,  for example, the total costs of operat i ng 
the C N R ,  the total system cost is $3.2 b i l l ion .  I n  the 
audited f inancia l  statements of  the company where 
they i nc lude the total expenses and deprec iat ion ,  they 
s how it as $2.394 b i l l ion  o r  $2.4 b i l l ion ,  $850 m i l l i o n  
less. For the CPR,  Snavely est i m ates the total system 
cost as showing at $1.965 b i l l ion ,  wh i le  on  the ir  f inan
c ia l  audited statements the company shows operat ing  
expenses and  depreciat ion at  $1.478 b i l l ion ,  some 
almost $500 m i l l ion  less. Now, M r. Speaker, you k now, 
for the two rai lways combined,  Snavely's estimates of 
the total systems are a lmost $1.4 b i l l i o n  h i gher than 
actua l ly  shown in  the f inancia l  statements of the rai l
ways. Snavely has stated that the rai lways have l ost 
over $700 m i l l i o n  on  its rai lway operat ions in 1980, 
whereas the companies' statements i n d icate a profit 
of $250 m i l l ion .  

On CP, M r. Speaker, he  shows that they lost  a l most 
$200 m i l l ion ,  $193. 7 m i l l ion ,  wh i le  the ir  actua l  profits 
as s hown by the ir  statement were $276.8 m i l l i o n .  So, 
M r. Speaker, you k now, t here is a real problem with  
the ana lys is  done by Mr .  Snavely i n  terms of i n d i cat
i n g ,  putt ing  tru ly forward, what is on one hand shown 
as an absolute profit by the rai lways tota l l i n g  in excess 
of $500 m i l l ion ;  Mr. Snavely has shown that they have 
lost about $900 m i l l ion .  N ow, o bviously ,  there is  a 
great d isparity and  a great d i fference of op in ion  i n  
terms o f  what t h e  actual fact i s ,  either t h e  rai lways 
have lost money or  they have made money.  By the i r  
own f inanci al statements, they s how that they h ave 
made money. So, on the one hand,  how cou l d  we say 
that they are los ing money? U nless, of course, Mr .  
Speaker, we want  to sel8ctively dea l  with the f igures 
and selectively separate out the systems cost and say 
we w i l l  o n ly deal with grain and the reven ues t here
from. and we wi l l  deal with everyth ing  else. 
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Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, no company i n  terms of report ing  
and  i n  terms of  dea l i ng w i th  i ts  operat ions,  I wou ld  say 
many large corporations, if  anyth ing ,  cross-su bsidized; 
they look at the i r  total f igu res and they don't  selec
t ively put forward the f igures t hat they want to show 
on one area of operat ions or  another. The ent i re i nsu
rance i n dustry, for example,  does do that k i n d  of 
f inancial  bookkeeping wrere they do in terms of the ir  
rates cross-s u bs id ize a l l  their  operations because not 
every rating area at any one point  in t i me, u n less the 
year has been extremely buoyant, does make an abso
l ute return  on  the basis of the prem iums col lected; so 
that most bus i nesses, if  t hey have several port ions of 
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their  operation, do cross-s u bs id ize their  operat ions if 
there happens to be a so-cal led l oss. Mr .  Speaker, the 
l oss they are s howi ng  relates to the ag reement t hat 
they've had with the Federal Govern ment,  t hat t hey 
wou l d  in return for certain com mitments h ave that 
stab le  rate. 

So, M r .  Speaker, Snavely's f igures do n ot refer to 
the costs, as that word is u nderstood in everyday 
language, of general ly  accepted account ing pr inci
p les or  tax l aw. I n stead, S navely's f igu res are based on  
h i s  persona l  i nterpretation  of  what is k nown as  oppor
tun ity costs, of capital employed in rai l transportat ion  
which for  the 1980 year he  p laced at  25.4 percent .  I n  
p la in  E n g l ish, the rai lways want t o  earn on  the capital 
employed a return  on  investment of over 25 percent. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, in t hese days which fi rm, which 
farmer is earn ing 25.4 percent on  h i s  operations? 
Farmers in many sectors are barely able to maintain 
and ho ld  on  to their  operations from g o i ng u n der and 
not rea l iz i n g  a retu rn of 25.4 percent on the capital  
employed, M r. S peaker. Wouldn't the farmers of M a n i
toba and of Western Canada love to have a ret u rn o n  
that capital  employed o f  25.4 percent, M r. S peaker? 
Would n't they love to do that? - ( I nterjectio n ) - To 
have that k i nd of a return, Mr. S peaker, but  accordi n g  
to Snavely, that i s  the retu rn that i s  requ ired to  main
tain an ongoing f inancia l ly  viable self-susta i n i n g  rai l 
way sytem in Canada. T hose are h i s  words. So they've 
got to have that k i n d  of return ,  M r. S peaker. A n d  who 
is go ing to pay for it? Yes, Mr .  Speaker, the farmers of  
M a n itoba and of Western Canada.  That i s  who's going 
to g ive them that k i nd of  return  because M r. Snavely 
says they are losin g  m oney after their statements have 
shown a profit. 

So, Mr. S peaker, - ( I nterjecti o n ) - on the i r  opera
t ion of h a u l i n g  g ra i n  and I have made com ments. If the 
mem ber had been here, he  wou ld  have heard me state 
them,  M r. S peaker - ( I n terjection)- I d i d .  I com
mented o n  it .  You  weren't here, M r. S peaker. The 
Honourable M em ber for Pembina  shou ld  - ( I nter
ject ion)- yeah . .  

MR. D EPUTY SPEAKER: The Member for Pembina 
o n  a point  of order. 

P O I NT OF O R D E R  

M R .  D.  O RCHARD: O n  a p o i n t  of order, M r. S peaker, I 
bel ieve the M i n ister of Agricu l ture made a ref lection 
as to my attendance i n  the H ouse which c learly i s  out 
of order and, i n  th is case, was completely u ntrue 
because I was i n  the House for h is  remarks. 

MR. D EPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister. 

HOl'll. B. URUSKI:  M r. S peaker, obviously then i f  the 
mem ber was here, and I apologize to him for that,  then 
he d id n't hear. He had his ears c losed to w hat I was 
say i n g ,  M r. S peaker. M r. Speaker, I said that I apolog
ized to the member that . 

M R .  D E PUTY SPEAKER: O rder please. The Honou r
able M em ber for Pemb i na on the same point of order. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: On the same point  of order, M r. 
Speaker, the M i n ister makes reference the odd t ime i n  

h is s peech a n d  then c learly leaves t he i m pression ,  as 
he  did in the last statement he made, that the rai l  roads 
were losing money according to Snavely, but yet mak
ing a p rofit and he  said that statement was u n defensi
ble. He neglected to c larify exactly what Snavely said 
and that was the point I was making .  

MR. D EPUTY SPEAKER:  O rder p lease. Those com
ments are n ot d irectl y  relevant to the point  of order. 
C learly, the M em ber for Pem bina  is  q u ite correct 
when he  states t hat it  is out of order for another 
member of the C h a m ber to refer to the presence or  
absence of a member and I would ask the M i n ister to  
withdraw those com ments. 

H O N .  B. U R U S K I :  Mr. S peaker, I wi thdraw that 
statement very c learly a n d  very open ly .  B ut,  M r. 
Speaker, obviously maybe physical ly the member was 
here i n  the Chamber and I accept t hat, but  i n  actual 
m ind, he  was way out of th is  area. 

MR. D EPUTY SPEAKER: O rder p lease. The Honour
able Member for Pembina on a point of order. 

MR. D.  ORCHARD: M r. Speaker, on  a point  of order 
and I may tu rn t h is i nto a po int  of pr iv i lege i f  the 
M i n ister does n ot withdraw those last remarks to the 
effect that I was here in  person and not i n  m ind .  That i s  
a reflection  on  my mental capacity wh ich  i s  beyon d  
reproach to a l l  mem bers o f  t h e  House, beyon d  abso
l ute reproach .  I would ask that you ask the M in ister to 
withdraw those rather obtuse and u n called for remarks. 

MR. D E PUTY SPEAKER: The Honou rable M i n ister 
on a point of order. 
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H O N .  B. U RUSKI:  M r. Speaker, I don't  intend to with
draw that statement because the honourable member 
obviously d idn' t  hear my remarks a n d  wasn't  l isteni n g  
very wel l .  I apologized and I w i thdrew the remarks o f  
h i s  bei n g  absent and I s a y  that again ,  that I do with
d raw that statement. But ,  with respect of h i s  mental  
capacity or  ab i l ity to hear and u nderstand what I said,  
Mr .  S peaker, that's for h im to f igure out  whether he 
u nderstood or  d i d n't u nderstan d .  I cannot f i g u re that 
out for the honou rable member. 

H e  obviously w i l l  have an opport un ity to debate t h i s  
issue whenever he feels that he  w i l l  be a b l e  to want t o  
debate th is  issue. There w i l l  be opportun ities f o r  h i m  
to d ispute what I have s a i d  w h e n  I spoke on  t h e  total 
costs of S navely and the costs of the selectivity, when 
I spoke on  the selectiv ity of the rai lways i n  the way 
t hey put their  fig u res forward. So, M r. S peaker, 
obviously the Member for Pem bi n a  d i d n't hear very 
well what I was saying in my remarks in the way that 
the rai lways accounted for and the way Snavely pres
ented t h ose f i g u res.  O bv i o u s l y ,  t h e  h o n o u ra b l e  
member h a s  s o m e  other i nterpretat ion ,  so he  w i l l  have 
h i s  opport u n ity to debate that motion and l isten to my 
remarks, M r. S peaker. 

MR. D EPUTY SPEAKER: We're sti l l  on  a po int  of 
order, I bel ieve. 

H O N .  B. URUSKI:  No, Mr. Speaker. 
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M R .  DEPUTY SPEAKER: A re there any further com
ments on  the point of order? N o  f urther comments. 
Before I woul d  make a ru l i ng ,  I would have to refer to 
Hansard. I w i l l  take the matter u nder advisement and 
exa m i ne the context of the remarks. My r u l i ng wi l l  be 
forthcoming .  

The Honoura ble  M i n ister of  Agr icu lture. 

H ON .  B. U R U S K I :  Thank you, Mr. S peaker, and I 
want to repeat again for the honourable member. He 
wasn't  l iste n i n g  very well  and i f  he says he  was l i sten
ing very wel l, he  wasn't here in m i n d  in what I had said.  
I f  the honou rable member wants me to repeat what I 
had said,  I w i l l  repeat for h i m .  Mr .  Speaker, I w i l l  repeat 
again that according to S navely, the C N R  lost $724 
m i l l ion  on its rai lway operat ions i n  1980 and the CPR 
lost  $193 m i l l ion ,  wh i le  on  their  f inancia l  statements 
the CPR shows a p rofit of $276 m i l l ion ,  w h i l e  the C N R  
s hows a profit of $250 m i l l io n .  

S u rely, the Honourable Member for Pembina  real ly  
doesn't k now where he is coming from and hasn't 
b e e n  l i s te n i n g  very we l l .  M r . S p ea k e r , if t h e  
- ( I nterj ect ion)- I t h i n k  t h e  M e m ber  for M orr is 
understood me. Mr .  S peaker, the Federal Govern
ment, i f  their  p rojections that the statutory rate would 
on ly  cover, I t h i nk, aro u nd 12  percent of the rai lway 
transportatio n  costs by 1985 and going down to 7 

percent i n  1990, is taken at face value, it rea l ly  shou ld  
fol l ow that the average rai l  transportation  costs per  
Canadian Wheat Board permit ho lder i n  Manitoba 
wou ld  rise from approximately $474 per producer i n  
1980-81 t o  a lmost $4,000 per producer i n  1985 and 
over  $6, 700 per producer by 1990, i f  farmer had to pay 
the f u l l  compensatory rate. -( l nterject ion)-

Wel l ,  absolutely,  Mr .  S peaker, because one has to 
put  t hat i nto perspective because, as I said before, it  
won't happen overnight .  I t  won't change tomorrow, 
Mr. S peaker. It w i l l  be done very s lowly. It w i l l  be done 
on  a steady cont inuous basis u nt i l  we wi l l  reach that 
f igure, maybe not,  M r .  S peaker, w i th in  two or t hree 
years, but certa in ly  it  is evident that it cou ld reach that 
by 1990. 

M r. Speaker. even Snaveley admitted that farmers 
cou ldn't  pay any more or  what he considered com
pensatory rates as -(I nterjection)- well ,  Mr .  S peaker, 
S navely admitted even though he said that the rai l
ways were losing al l  this money ,  he  said in his •eport 
and I q uote from his report: "It is our considered opin
ion t hat the sel l i n g  p ri ce of export grain and grain 
prod ucts are not and wi l l  not be sufficient to maintain 
the f inancial  i ntegrity of a l l  the part ic ipants i n  the total 
produ ction and d istribut ion process: example - pro
ducers, railways, elevator and storage companies." 
That's from Page 205 of his report. So even Snavely 
admits that i f  you're going to p rotect the railways, it  
has to come out  of someone e lse's pocket. Whose 
pocket i s  it  go ing to come out of, i f  not the farmers, M r. 
Speaker, if n ot the farmers of Western Canada and 
Manitoba that we are speak ing  about  here? 

Mr. S peaker, Snavely has confronted all Canadians 
with the choice between t he f inancial  i ntegrity of a 
p rofit-motivated railway system and the f inancia l  
i ntegrity of western grain producers. The Government 
of Canada is apparently w i l l i n g  to put  the western 
grain producers at risk in order to g uarantee the prof
its of the rai lway companies. M r. S peaker, that's rea l ly 

the essence of it ;  that's rea l ly  the essence of th is .  
The Conservative reso l ut ion ,  wh i le  mem bers on  the 

Conservative s ide may t h i n k  that this whole issue is  
comical ,  may t h i n k  t hat th is  who le  i ssue  is rea l l y  
somet h i n g  t hat is g o n e  b y ,  t hat the issue h a s  passed , 
Mr .  S peaker, they may t h i n k  th is  issue is a lready 
settled, that the farmers have accepted that th is  is 
i nevitable ,  they br ing forward a completely wishy
washy resol ut ion so that they can at least be on the 
s ide of  the angels  on  th is  issue. Mr .  Speaker, they want 
to be on  the good side even though,  s u bt ly ,  they want 
the issue resolved. 

I mean, we haven't heard from the M e m ber for 
A rt h u r, Mr .  Speaker. H e  has been one of those who at 
least has been forthr ight  enough to put  his posit ion 
forward, that he wants to see a change -( I nter
jection)- same guy that you k now. He wants to see a 
c hange; he wants it to be paid to a l l  p roducers and 
whatever money there is ,  let i t  be distr ibuted to the 
ent ire i nd ustry. At least, he  i s  the one who has been 
straightforward on it ,  M r. S peaker - ( I n terjection)- I 
can't say that for the rest of you, inc lud ing  the M em ber 
for V i rden. -(I nterject ions)- Mr.  S peaker. on  th is  
one issue I speak of ,  not  on  other issues to the Hon
ourab le  M e m ber for  Pem bina ,  on  one issue on ly ,  
when the member speaks of honesty i n  terms of  
position. 

M r. Speaker, the Conservative Party w i l l  h ave an 
opportunity .  The farmers of M an itoba w i l l  real ize 
where the Conservative Party stands, where t hey want 
to h ide beh ind the issue and su btly say that we shou ld  
change the rates. Mr .  Speaker, th is  amendment to  the  
resolut ion ,  i f  the Conservatives real ly say that they are 
on  the s ide of the farmers, t hey shou ld  have m oved a 
separate resolut ion,  vote on the f u l l  legis lative resolu
t ion that we had, i nstead of p lay ing games as they 
have done over the past, w here they got u p  i n  th is  
H ouse, speaker after speaker, because they had n o  
position . . .  
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P O I NT OF O R D E R  

M R .  DEPUTY SPEAKER: O rder p lease. T h e  Honour
able Member for V i rden on a point  of order. 

MR. H. G RAHAM: I rise on  a matter of H ouse p rivi
lege. The M i n ister has said that this side of the House 
is p laying games. M r .  S peaker, he is casting  serious 
reflect ions on  t h is ent i re s ide of th is  H ou se and I 
woul d  ask the M i n ister to withdraw that statement.  

M R .  DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister. 

H O N .  B. U R US K I :  M r. Speaker, I w i l l  s how t h e  hon
o u rable member the k ind of games you were p lay ing 
with respect to th is  issue. S peaker after speaker, they 
got up in this House, said not h i n g ,  and said wait for 
G i lson.  That mem ber, the Member for V i rden,  h as the 
audacity to get up in the House to withdraw th is  
statement after he  got  u p, d id n't s peak on  the  issue,  
and they moved an amendment to the resolut ion.  That 
s ide is p layi ng  games, M r. 0 peaker; they have p layed 
games on  th is  issue and they have put the farmers of 
Manitoba in jeopardy. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Mem ber for V i rden on 
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the same point of order. 

MR. H. G RAHAM: Mr. S peaker, on  the point of order, 
the member h as cast further aspers ions on  this s ide of 
the H ouse. They are entirely u n parl iamentary and I 
would ask agai n that the M i n ister withdraw those 
statements. 

MR. D EPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister 
on the same point of order. 

HON. B. U R US K I :  No, Mr. S peaker, a bsolutely not on 
this issue, absolutely not. 

MR. D EPUTY SPEAKER: O rder p lease, order p lease. 
I do not bel ieve a d ispute over a matter of fact consti
tutes a matter of privi lege nor a point of order. 

The H on ourable M e mber for V i rden. 

M R .  H.  GRAHAM: M r. S peaker, th is  is not a question 
of d ispute at al l .  This i s  a de l i berate attem pt by the 
M i n ister, a del iberate attem pt to reflect deleter iously 
on  th is  s ide of the House. I suggest to you,  S i r ,  it is 
c learly u npar l iamentary and I would ask you again to 
ask the M in i ster to withdraw those statements. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The H onourable M i n ister of 
F i nance on  the same point of order. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: M r. Speaker, on  that point of 
order, I wou ld  respectfu l ly p o i nt out that the M i n ister 
in mak ing th is  speech ,  a lthough it's a conti n u at ion of a 
speech that had been started previously,  referred 
specif ical l y  - he q u oted from the various speeches of 
the mem bers on  the other side of the H ouse, i n dicat
i n g  -( I nterjection)- he d i d  when the speech started. 
He referred to what these people have said;  he 
referred to the fact that a whole n u m ber  of speakers 
from the other s ide had said,  wait for some report or  
other  - ( I nterjectio n ) - G i l son ,  that's r ight .  T hey 
wanted to wait for G i lson.  It is the M i n ister's in terpre
tation that, in conj u n ct ion with  a g rievance by one of 
the members on the other s ide demand ing  suddenly  
that  we hear about  th is  partic u lar  debate before the 
G ilson Report ,  i t  is h i s  in terpretation that that. is the 
play ing of games. 

N ow, I bel ieve, M r. Speaker, that each member of 
this House is  entit led to i nterpret for h i mself what 
another member said,  but  is not entit led to misquote 
another member as was done the other day by one of 
the members on  the other s ide. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber for V i rden.  

M R .  H.  G R AHAM: M r. S peaker, on  the point of privi
lege that I h ave suggested is a legit imate point of 
privi lege; i n  l i g ht of your  r u l i n g  yesterday, th is  M i n is
ter h as accused th is  s ide of the H ouse of p lay i n g  
games w h i c h  I suggest t o  you,  S i r ,  is very u n par l ia
mentary, it is u ntrue and he shou ld  withdraw those 
statements. I would suggest to you,  S i r, t hat he is  not 
conduct ing h i mself in such  a manner  as wou l d  lend to 
orderly debate in th is  House and I would suggest that 
he withdraw the remark.  

M R .  S P E A K E R :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
Spr ingfield.  

M R .  A. ANSTETT: M r. Speaker, to the matter of privi
lege that has been raised by the Opposit ion.  Certain ly ,  
u n parl iamentary expressions are grounds  to  ask  for 
withdrawal,  but in this part icu lar  case the question of 
p laying games appears not on  any of the l i sts of for
bidden words in terms of an expression.  I don't bel ieve 
the M i n ister i ntended to cast aspersions or to i m pute 
particu lar  motives with regard to the resolut ion ,  but  
on ly  to describe behaviour .  Mr .  S peaker, that's done 
a l l  the t ime in  t h is House and I can ' t  see how it cou l d  
poss i b ly be construed t o  b e  u nparl iamentary. 
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M R .  SPEAKER:  The H onourable M em ber for Art h u r. 

M R .  J. DOWNEY: M r. Speaker, o n  the matter of privi
lege that was raised by the Honourable M em ber for 
V i rden,  spoken u p o n  by the M i n ister of F inance a n d  
i n d i catin g  that I ,  S i r ,  had put a n  i nfract ion ,  or  i n  your  
r u l i n g  had sa id  someth ing that was  a misquote of  the 
M i n ister of Agr icu l ture. I bel ieve i f  you were to c heck 
Hansard,  S i r, that wasn't the r u l i n g ;  i t  was a mis i nter
pretation  that you ru led on  and ,  of course, i s  up to the 
H ouse to decide. But  I d i d  not ,  S i r ,  and the M i n ister of 
F inance I t h i n k  shou ld  reconsider the statement he 
made that i t  wasn't a matter of q u ot ing the M i n ister, i t  
was a matter of the word " mis interpretat ion."  I woul d  
hope t h e  M i n ister o f  F inance woul d  consider t h e  with
drawal of those comments. 

As wel l ,  M r .  Speaker, on the matter of privi lege, the 
M i n ister of  F inance I would th ink i s  gett ing  i nto the 
same k ind of area that he  s uggested I was i n  and I 
wou ld  hope that he wou ld  recons ider a n d  withdraw 
those remarks as s u ggested by the M e m ber for 
V i rden.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i nister of F inance. 

H O N .  V. SCHROEDER: M r. Speaker, my recol lect ion 
of w h at the member said the other day is  that the 
M i n ister had said he  was in  s upport of  a state farm 
system and that ,  of course, was a falsehood; it was 
certain l y  not said by the  M i n ister. N ow, i f  it was h i s  
in terpretation from certain positions that t h e  M i nister 
took ,  he  i s  ent it led to in terpret th ings ,  but he  is  not 
entitled to stand up in the H ouse and misquote the 
M i n ister and that's what he  had done. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. I not ice the time is 
a lmost 12:30 and t ime for Private Members' H o u r. 
Would  it best s u it the decorum of the H ou se if I were to 
take these matters u nder considerat ion over the week
end and that we move on to Private Members' H o u r  at 
th is  t ime? 

The Honourable M em ber for T u rtle M o untain .  

M R .  B .  RANSOM: M r. Speaker, I wou ld  j ust l i ke to 
make the one point then on the point  of pr iv i lege 
before cal l i n g  it 12:30. 

MR. SPEAKER: T he Member for Turt le M o untain to 
the same point of order. 

MR. B. RANSOM: The issue, I bel ieve, h as been iden
t ified by the Member for Spr ingfie ld that i n deed by 
accus ing the Opposition of playing games, the M i n is
ter of Agricu l ture was i ndeed imput ing motives to the 
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O pposition .  

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber for  V i rden 
to the same point of order. 

MR. H.  G RAHAM: M r. Speaker, on  a point  of privi
lege, if you take th is  matter u nder advisement, may I 
suggest to you that I have very studiously avoided 
br ing ing  forward a formal motion. I had raised the 
matter as a privi lege of the H ouse hoping the M i n ister 
would have the courtesy to withdraw the remarks. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i st e r  of 
Agriculture. 

HON. B. U R U S K I :  M r. S peaker, in my remarks that I 
made to th is  House with respect to the O pposit ion 
where I accused them of playing games and it  was on  
the actions they took, not  o n  honourable members but  
on  the act ions.  I d id not i m pute any motives to any 
i n d iv idual mem bers of th is  H ouse; I d i d  not do  that ,  
M r. S peaker. I t  was  the actions that were theirs, M r. 
Speaker, I can go t h rough that.  I went through it once 
when I started mak ing my speech about what I consi
dered were the games, and I don't i ntend to i mpute 
motives to any i nd iv idual members. I t  was the actions 
of the Conservative Party on  this very issue that I was 
speaki n g  about. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder  please, order please. I thank al l  
honourable mem bers for their advice and  the i r  
remarks. I wi l l  take the matter u nder advisement and 
peruse Hansard to see exactly what was said .  

The t ime bein g  1 2:30. 

P R I VATE MEMBERS' H O U R  

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Actin g  Government 
House Leader. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER:  M r. S peaker, I bel ieve there is  
a desire o n  the part of the members to adjourn and  I 
m ove, seconded by the M i n ister of the Environment,  
that the H ouse d o  now adjourn .  

M R .  SPEAKER: I t  is  m oved - ( I nterjectio n ) - T he 
Honou rable Government H ouse Leader. 

H O N .  V. SCHROEDER:  With leave, I would like to 
withdraw that motion .  

M R .  S P E A K E R :  The Honourable Mem ber for  T u rt le 
M o untain.  

M R .  B. RANSOM: M r. S peaker, the O pposition  is  pre
pared to forego Private Mem bers' H o u r  today, but  I 
would put  it on the record that it is someth ing that is 
done on the base of co-operation between the two 
sides of the H ouse and the issue had never been 
raised with the O pposit ion today as to whether we 
wish to forego Private Members' H o u r. 

H O N .  V. SCHROEDER:  I fu l ly  agree with the state
ment made by the M em ber for Turt le Mou ntain .  T here 
should  be consultat ion and certai n ly the O pposition 
has the right to that hour. In view of what he has said, I 

agai n move the motion,  seconded by the M i n ister of 
the Environment,  that the House do now adjourn .  

M OT I O N  presented and carried a n d  t h e  H ouse 
adjourned and stands adjourned unt i l  2 :00 p . m .  on  
M on day. 
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