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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 
Tuesday, 7 December, 1982 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: Presenting Peti-
t ions Reading and Rece iv ing Pet it ions . 
Prese n t i n g  R eports by Sta n d i n g  a n d  S pe c i a l  
Committees 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TABLING OF REPORTS 

MR. SPEAKE R :  The Honourable M in ister of F inance. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
have a n u m ber of returns to f i le today: First of a l l ,  the 
Annual  Report of Manitoba Data Services for the year 
ended March 3 1 ,  1 98 1 ;  second, the Publ ic  Trustee 
Report for the year ending March 3 1 ,  1 982; next, a 
return u nder Section 30.2 of The Law Society Act; 
next, a return u nder Section 1 3  of The Special M unic i
pal  Loan and General Emergency Fund Act ;  then 
Volume 1 of  The F i na n c i a l  Statemen ts. P u b l i c  
Accounts, for the year 1 98 1 -82 ending March 31 , 1 982, 
as wel l  as Volume 2 of the same report; and the report 
of the Provincial Auditor for the year ending M arch 3 1 ,  
1 982; and f inal ly ,  the Quarterly F inancial  Report for 
the six months ending September 30, 1 982; and, Mr. 
Speaker, I have a short statement to make with respect 
to that last docu ment and I have copies avai lable. 

MR. SPEAKER: I s  there a copy for the Chair? 
The Honourable M i n i ster of F inance. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I n  
recent weeks, governments across the country have 
been iss u i ng u pdated reports on their f inancial  posi 
tions. Consistently, right across the country, those 
u pdates have shown the same basic results. I n  every 
case, the national recession has u ndercut reven u e  
growth, and the drop i n  reven ues has l e d  t o  substan
tial  deficit i ncreases. As our own Second Q uarter 
Report i ndicates, the same trend - reduced revenue 
growth as a resu l t  of the recession - has inevitably 
affected our province's position as wel l .  

The largest s ing le  adj ustment we have faced is  a 
reduction of about $81 m i l l ion  i n  the forecast of cor
poration i n come tax revenues. This inc ludes an a l low
ance of $ 1 6  m i l l ion  for a negative adjustment i n  
respect o f  the 1 981  taxation year. 

Overal l ,  we are now projecting a 1 982-83 combined 
deficit of $498.4 m i l l ion ,  an i n crease of about $ 1 55 
m i l l ion over the printed Estimates. This is a substan
tial increase in the defic it  and we are concerned about 
it .  It  i s  i mportant to remember that because most of 
the i n crease in the defic it  resu l ts from the effect of the 
recession on  reven u es, it  is reasonable to conclude 
that once a national recovery beg ins  to take hold we 
wi l l  see a pick-up in revenue growth and a reduction i n  
the pressure o n  our f inancial posit ion.  

We bel ieve most Manitobans recogn ize that i n  a 
period of severe recession an i ncreased deficit not 
only is u navoidable, but i s  in fact appropriate and 
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desirable to susta in  and stim ulate economic activity. 
My col leagues and I, who attended the Economic 

Summ i t  Conference in  Portage l a  Prair ie ,  were 
encouraged that many of the private sector delegates 
appeared to share this view and to agree that the 
alternatives to a larger deficit - drastic expenditure 
cuts or substant ia l ly larger, higher taxes - were defi
n itely not what the economy needs at this time. Of 
course, some provinces have taken such action to a 
degree, such as, by closing hos pitals, schools and 
laying off large n u mbers of staff, but  most have rec
ognized that such act ion is  counter-productive. 

Our revised Estimates of total expenditure for the 
1 982-83 fiscal year are within 1 .8 percent of the i n it ia l  
Estim ates. In  fact, on  a department-by-department 
basis, most of the projections are even closer to the 
orig i nal  B udget targets. The main d ifference from the 
"print" is an i ncrease in statutory publ ic  debt costs. 

O ur success i n  holding down expenditure growth 
without damaging essent ia l  programs has been 
achieved through detai led program reviews and real
locations of resources within departments wherever 
poss ible. This process is cont i n u i ng.  M uch of the 
emphasis on shift i n g  and stretchi n g  resources has 
necessarily, however, been focused on next year's 
plans and the results w i l l  be made k n own when the 
Estim ates for 1 983-84 are tabled i n  the House in the 
New Year. 

I want to advise the House at this t ime that I have 
requested Professor Clarence Barber of the U n i ver
sity of M a n itoba, who has also been named recently to 
the Federal Royal Commission on  the Economy, to 
look at our current system of presenting the provi n
ce's accounts, to compare it with those of other juris
dictions, and to suggest ways in which we m ight make 
it more in formative and meani n gfu l ,  both to members 
of this House and to the taxpayers of Manitoba. We 
hope to have some suggestions from Professor Barber 
before we resume sitt ing in the New Year. If so, it  may 
be poss ib le  for us to consider some i mprovements i n  
the presentation of the 1 983 Budget and Estimates. 

To keep the deficit situation manageable,  we are 
· taki n g  addit ional steps to contai n  expenditure growth, 

both for the balance of the current year and i nto the 
new fiscal year. Desirable but non-essential spending  
approved for 1 982-83 which does not  offer s ign i ficant, 
economic or social benefit w i l l  be postponed or 
cancelled. 

To supplement corrective action already taken, the 
Government has recently adopted the fol lowing 
expenditure control measures: 

Out-of-provi nce travel w i l l  be l i mited to essential 
conferences and meet ings,  and the n u mbers travel
l i n g  w i l l  be kept to an absolute m i n i m u m  - general ly 
one off icial ,  u nless i t  i s  i mperative that more than one 
attend. 

No further additions to the Government's vehicle 
fleet w i l l  be permitted. Vehicle requirements m u st be 
provided from within the existing fleet. 

Treasury Board m u st a pprove any new road con
struction projects, land acqu isit ion,  and dra inage pro
jects and all departments w i l l  be required to make 
addit ional efforts to remain  with in  current approved 
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funding l im its. 
Final ly. we intend to l imit new hiring to all but the 

most essential positions. This is not a rigid, arbitrary 
staff "freeze," but it is definitely a "chil l . "  It wil l  mean 
that a n u m ber of positions wil l  go u nfilled. 

To conclude.  Mr. Speaker .  the deterioration in our 
position as a resu l t  of the recession has been less 
severe than it has in some other Canadian jurisdic
tions. In part that can be attributed to the fact that our 
economic performance has been relatively favourable 
compared to that of other provinces. and in part to the 
fact that we have implemented a n u mber of policies to 
secure our economic base and to protect Manitobans 
against the worse effects of national pol icies and 
national conditions. 

Next week I will be attending a Federal-Provincial 
Conference of Finance M in isters in Ottawa. One of 
the major objectives of that conference is to ensure 
that all provinces and the Federal Government work 
together as closely as possible to ensure that the 
resources we do have available are al located most 
effectively. I should emphasize that while we are ful ly 
prepared to co-operate with the Federal Government. 
we also look to the national Government to provide 
constructive leadership and to ensure that national 
pol icies contribute as m uch as possible toward reduc
ing unemployment and ensuring a sustained recovery 
across the country. 

M R .  SPEAKE R :  The H onourable Leader of the 
Opposition.  

HON. S. LYON: Mr. Speaker, we have just heard this 
Government convicted out of its own mouth for its 
incompetence, for its maladmin istration ,  for its inabil
ity to carry out the m andate of government in Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a phrase in the statement that 
was used by the M in ister of Finance - if he stil l 
deserves to be cal led by that title after the first year of 
his control over the finances of this province - there 
was a statement to the effect. Sir, that other actions 
wou ld be taken by the Government to secure the eco
nomic base of the province against recession. I say, 
Sir. the best action that could be taken by this 
Government to secure the province against economic 
recession would be for it to resign today. 

Mr. Speaker, people who have demonstrated their 
u nfitness. their inabi l ity to govern, should get out of 
the road. call an election and let others who are capa
ble get in and do the job.  Mr. Speaker, who are these 
contemptible people to stand before the people of 
Manitoba today and say we aren't going to have a 
B udget deficit of $335 mi l l ion;  our estimate right now 
is al most $500 m il l ion .  Who are they in one year to 
load $ 1 55 mi l l ion more onto the backs of yet u n born 
Manitobans because of their inabil ity to govern? Who 
do they think they are. Mr. Speaker? Let them get out 
of the road. They're incompetent. 

Mr. Speaker. we heard in the Throne Speech hand
holding statements about this Government coming 
into office, taking over when a recession was u nder 
way. Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker. if they knew the recession was 
u nder way in the Throne Speech. why didn't they 
k now the recession was u nder way a year ago when 
they were drawing up these forlorn Estimates of 
Expenditure and Revenue? They can't have it both 
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ways. Mr. Speaker, if they knew this. why did they 
present this House with false spending estimates and 
false revenue estimates if as they say in the Throne 
Speech there was a recession u nder way of which 
they had knowledge? They can't have it both ways. 
Mr. Speaker. They can't continue to m islead the peo
ple of this province and this H ouse. 

The M in ister of Finance, Mr.  S peaker, and I wish the 
camera wou ld swing onto him, is laughing as he sits 
here admitting the greatest gross neg l igence in the 
administration of pub l ic finance in the history of this 
century and he thinks it's a joke. Wel l ,  he, Mr. Speaker. 
is a socialist joke and we're going to be rid of him and 
his incompetent col leagues very, very soon. He says, 
isn't it wonderfu l  we are doing better than other pro
vinces. The Province of Quebec, Mr. Speaker, is on ly 
projecting an increase in its deficit of $200 m il l ion .  Mr .  
Speaker, here is  the Government of Manitoba, a pro
vince with just over a mi l l ion  people with expenditures 
of about $2.5 bil l ion,  coming in and saying that they're 
going to double  last year's deficit in one year and say 
it's not our fault ;  it's all the fault of the recession. Wel l ,  
they were there. They were in office and they're to  
blame, and when the children and the grandchildren 
in this province have to pay the debt charges for these 
incompetent left-wing cupidities - ( I nterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. 

HON. S. LYON: Mr. Speaker, my honourable friends 
gave me the word I was searching for, incompetent 
left-wing jokers who call themselves the Government. 
because they sit and laugh at what they have infl icted 
on the people of Manitoba in one short year. Mr. 
Speaker, I don't need any com m u n ist interjections. I 
don't need any comm u n ist interjections in this House 
from the one at the end of the table; we know about 
him. They say, Mr. Speaker . 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Does the Honourable 
M in ister of Energy and M ines have a point of order? 

HON. W. PARASIUK: The people on this side of the 
House are New Democrats, I find it very objectionable 
when we have the Leader of the Opposition sinking 
into the gutter and starting to go back to the politics of 
the 1 930s when people cal led each other fascist and 
com m u n ist. Mr. Speaker. I wou ld hope that we have a 
new approach in this House in the 1 980s. 

M R .  SPEAKE R :  I thank  the Honourable M in ister for 
bringing that to the attention of the House. 

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 

HON. S. LYON: Mr. Speaker. we'll have a new 
approach in the House when we get new and better 
faces. 

On one page. Mr. Speaker, we hear these incompe
tents say this. 'This is a substantial increase in the 
deficit and we are concerned about it ."  That's on page 
two. You go down two paragraphs. and they say, ". 
an increased deficit not only is u navoidable, but it is, 
in fact, appropriate and desirable to sustain and st im u
late economic activity." 

Wel l ,  how concerned can you be about something 
that you think is appropriate. I f  you think a $500 m il-
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l ion deficit is appropriate for Manitoba, you'd better 
get out of office right away, because it isn't approp
riate, and there are a m i l l ion people in this provi nce 
who are prepared to tel l  you i f  you ' l l  screw up your 
cou rage and cal l  an elect ion.  We' l l  tel l  you r ight now, 
M r. Speaker, what the people of Manitoba w i l l  say i n  
the face of a $500 m i l l ion deficit. 

Mr. Speaker, there's another statement made i n  
here, the truth of which w e  w i l l  wait for further Quar
terly Reports to bear out,  and that is on page three, 
where they say that, "Our revised Estimates of total 
expenditures for 1 982-83 are within 1 .8 percent of the 
i n it ial Estimates." We w i l l  be look ing very very care
ful ly at that statement to see what cred ib i l ity can be 
attached to it  when other Q uarterly Reports come in ,  
because we've come to learn that i f  these people,  M r. 
Speaker, est imate that they're going to have a deficit 
of $335 m i l l ion ,  and i t  can turn i nto 500 m i l l ion  in six 
months, then what weight can you attach to a 
Government which says its expenditures are only u p  
1 .8 percent, when i t s  deficit is u p  something l i ke 6 0  o r  
7 0  percent over what they predicted s ix o r  seven 
months ago. What a c rass g roup of incompetents, M r. 
Speaker! Then to try to blame it on the Federal 
Govern ment, to try to blame it on anything else but 
the i r  own m ishandl i n g  of thei r  own mandate in this 
provi nce. 

M r. Speaker, I say to the people of Manitoba: Watch 
with a g reat deal of concern the move that is being 
heralded i n  this statement whereby a professor at the 
U niversity of Manitoba who, as I reca l l ,  has a lready 
said that a huge deficit  for the country would not be a 
terrib le  thing.  A p rofessor who is on tenure, I daresay, 
at the Un iversity of Mani toba, and who f l ies in the face 
of all of the econom i c  advice that is coming to bear 
and being brought to bear, M r .  Speaker, u pon the 
national defic i t  of $23.5 b i l l i o n  which is sti l l  r is ing.  But  
the point is ,  Mr .  Speaker, when th is  Government says 
that they are ask i n g  this professor to look at o u r  cur
rent system of present ing the provi n ce's accounts to 
compare it with those of other j urisdictions and to 
suggest ways i n  which we m ight make it more i n for
mative and meaningfu l  and also, if so, it may be possi
ble for us to consider some i m p rovements in the pres
entation of the 1 983 Budget and Estimates, I say to the 
people of Manitoba, g iven the track record of this 
g roup of incompetents, watch out for people who are 
trying  to cook the books because they don't dare tel l  
the truth. The one thing they want to do is to erase and 
to eradicate the former precedents by which the 
reven ues and expenditures of this p rovince were 
presented to the people of Manitoba. They want to 
change the method of bookkeepi n g  all of a sudden to 
cover up the ir  $500 m i l l ion  deficit. 

Mr. Speaker, we are receiving  this statement a week, 
two weeks, later. We are receiving this statement as 
they try to man ipu late the Debate in this House, but as 
I said yesterday, in the absence of the M i n i ster of 
F inance, his attempt at manip u lating  the Debate i n  
this House is  not going t o  work. Those cheap, tawdry 
tricks of the left wing are not going to work in this 
Parl iament. 

M r. Speaker, he can depend, personally from me, 
that he w i l l  hear about this adm ission,  this convict ion 
against h im and his al leged ab i l ity. He wi l l  hear about 
it  chapter, l i ne, and verse every hour of the Throne 

50 

Speech Debate and when the H ouse resumes again ,  
and it had better resume i n  January, M r .  F irst M i n ister, 
because we want to keep track of you people. No 
January hol idays, let's get back to business here after 
this account ing.  Let's resume this House in January, 
so that we can keep a watch on these people with the i r  
demonstrated i ncompetence a s  related t o  the people 
of Manitoba today. 

At the end of the statement, what do we get? "To 
supplement corrective action a lready taken,  the 
Government has recently adopted the fol lowing 
expenditure control measures" and they talk about 
out-of-province travel. They talk about no addit ions to 
the fleet. They talk about Treasury Board approving 
any new construction projects and l im i t ing the h ir ing 
to a l l  but  the most  essential posit ions. Mr .  Speaker, 
those are all good meas u res and do you k now why we 
k now they're good measures? Because we had to 
br ing them i nto effect in 1 977 to c u re the hemorrhage 
of expenditures that the i r  predecessors were i nf l ict ing 
on  the people of Manitoba at that t ime. The same 
i ncompetent lot are back in the saddle again tempor
arily and whi le this k i nd of measure w i l l  work w ith a 
government that bel ieves i n  restra i n i ng pub l ic  expen
diture, I doubt i f  they have the i n test inal  fortitude or 
the will to carry i t  out at al l .  

Mr .  Speaker, I conclude by say ing that this i s  a 
shoc k i ng statement that has been presented to the 
people of Manitoba today. No such statement need 
have been presented at all i f  they had been doi n g  the i r  
job. They're not doi n g  their job. They are pract is ing 
the i r  crazy k i nd of left-wing bigotry in  th is  prov ince i n  
the admi n istration o f  o u r  affairs. Mr .  Speaker, they 
bel ieve that a smal l  g roup of left-wing activists can 
take over a prov ince and can ru i n  a prov ince's f inan
cial rat ing ,  can ru i n  a province's f inances, and say, 
well ,  it 's al l  the problem of the national Government. 
Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, that can't and that won't happen i n  
this prov i nce s o  long a s  we, on this side o f  the House, 
and the majority of the c it izens of M a nitoba, I can 
assure you, draw breath. 

M R .  SPEAKER:  Notices of Motion . . .  I ntroduction 
of B il ls  

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR. SPEAKER: Before we reach Oral Question period, 
may I d irect the attention of members to the Speaker's 
gal lery where we have the H igh Commissioner of New 
Zealand, M r. Edward Latter. On behalf of all the 
members, I welcome you here this afternoon. 

There are 30 students of G rade 9 standing from 
Elmwood H igh School. They are u nder the d i rection 
of M rs. Haggarty and M rs. Landry. The school is in the 
constituency of the Honourable Member  for Elmwood. 

There are 35 students of G rade 8 standing from the 
G eneral Wolfe School u nder the d irection of Miss 
Suterman. The school i s  located in  the constituency 
of the Honourable Member  for E l l ice. 

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

MATTER OF PRIVILEGE 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  The H o n o u r a b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
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Fort Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr.  Speaker, before Oral Ques
t ions,  I wish to address the H ouse on a Matter of 
Privi lege and I wi l l  be concluding my remarks, Sir ,  
with a substantive motion. 

Yesterday, Mr .  Speaker, I asked the Honourable 
M i n i ster of Com m u nity Services and Corrections dur
ing dai ly question period whether he would confirm 
that he had estab l ished an i n q u i ry i nto conditions at 
Headingley Jail .  I described the i n q u i ry as a secret 
comm ission of i n q u i ry because I had rel iable i nforma
tion. S i r ,  that such an i nvestigation was i ndeed u nder 
way and I fou n d  i t  unacceptable that the M i n ister 
appeared to be proceeding covertly and that he had 
avoided maki n g  any pub l ic  annou ncement or pub l ic  
disclosure of his act ion .  M y  p urpose, S i r, was merely 
to str ip away the secrecy of that i n q u i ry so that we 
m ight k n ow what the terms of reference were and are 
and, if  we were u nsatisfied, suggest to the M i n ister 
what those terms of reference should be. 

Unt i l  the past 24 hours, Mr. Speaker, that was the 
sole question at issue but the M i n i ster's responses to 
my q uestions, and I have a transcript of yesterday's 
Oral Question period in front of me, and subsequent 
discoveries, disclosures, adm issions and commentar
ies in the media, and I have current media reports with 
me, now raise a m uch more serious q uestion, Sir .  
They now raise the q uestion of a del iberate breach of 
the pr iv i leges of this House by the M in ister of Com
m u n ity Services and Corrections. 

The M in i ster den ied in this House yesterday, S i r, 
that he has set up such an i n q u i ry. He said, i n  effect, 
that he was merely i ntending to do so in the future. I 
want to stress, M r .  Speaker, that the question at that 
point i n  t ime was not earthshaki ng, it was a q uestion 
that was designed to enable me to inqu i re of the M i n is
ter what those terms of reference were because I wish 
to say, without digressing ,  and I won't digress, S i r ,  
that I don't bel ieve those terms of reference are accu
rate or wide enough or on  target. I w i l l  raise that with 
the M in ister later, but he denied that he had even set 
up such an i n vestigation and that is the point to which 
I am speak i n g ,  Mr. Speaker. I n  this House he advised 
us that he was merely contemplati ng such a move. 

That appears, Mr. Speaker, to have been an i nexpl i
cable and an incomprehensible and a total ly u naccep
table act of m isleading of the members of this House. 
S u bsequent discoveries, as I 've said, and admissions 
and reports i n  the media confi rm that the s u bject mat
ter of my question yesterday was accurate and that a 
u niversity professor i n  Winnipeg is indeed already at 
work on the i n q u i ry on the M i n ister's i nstructions, as I 
had i n q u i red of h im on fou r  occasions i n  question 
period yesterday afternoon. The M i n ister has mis led 
this House, Mr .  Speaker, and further exploited the 
credib ility of the F i rst M i n i ster's Government and I 
have no recourse, S i r, but to move. as a Matter of 
Privi lege THAT this House do censure the M i n ister of 
Com m u n ity Services and Correct ions for a serious 
breach of the priv i leges of its members by mis leading 
its mem bers in the matter of the establ ishment of an 
I nq u i ry i nto conditions at  Headingley Ja i l .  

I t  i s  seconded by the Honourable M e m ber  for 
Sturgeon Creek 
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M R .  SPEAKER: Order please. Are there any members 
present who wish to advise the Chair as to whether 
this matter is a proper motion of privi lege? 

The Honourable M i n ister of Comm u nity Services. 

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, on  a point of order and 
a matter of personal pr iv i lege, I explained to the 
honourable member yesterday that when we had 
f ina l ized the terms of reference and when this matter 
had been ful ly dealt with by the Government 

MR. SPEAKE R :  O rder please. I bel ieve the Honour
able M in ister is debat ing the context of the matter and 
not whether or not the motion is  a proper matter of 
p riv i lege. I have not put the motion to the House yet; it  
i s  not a debatable issue. 

The Honourable M i n i ster. 

HON. L. EVANS: M r. Speaker, I'm s i mply say ing on 
the matter of the point of order that the al legation that 
is made by the honourable gentleman is not true and 
he is  st i l l  us ing his  i magination,  so I reject h is  a l lega
tions. There is no  evidence whatsoever to support 
his . 

M R .  SPEAKER: O rder p lease. O rder please. Such 
remarks as the M i n isternas made would be proper i f  
and when the motion is  put to the House. I t  has not  yet 
been put to the House. I 'm ask ing if there is any advice 
from any of the mem bers as to whether i t  shou Id be or 
whether it  is not in order. 

The Honourable Minister of Health. 

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr.  Speaker, it is qu i te diffi
c u lt if a M i n ister cannot rise on a poi nt  of o rder and 
state that there is no  factual proof in the accusation -
he's repeating the same thi n g  he did yesterday. That's 
about the only way he can expla in this point of order 
and say that there is no fact to i t  at a l l .  You've got to 
have facts before you br ing accusation in this House. 

M R .  SPEAK E R :  O rder p l ease. The H o n ou rab le  
Member  for  V i rden. 

MR. H.  G RAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. May I 
draw to you r attention, S i r, that the issue before the 
House is a motion that has been duly moved and 
seconded. I t  is a proper Motion of Privi lege and if you 
refer to Beauchesne; Sir, you w i l l  find that it  i s  not the 
role of the Speaker to rule on that; it is on ly the H ouse 
that can decide on  the issue. I t  is the Speaker's pre
rogative, i f  he so desires, to possib ly i nterfere only to 
the point where he can change the time of debate, 
p robably from the present to the end of the q uestion 
period, that is u nder Beauchesne. Under our  own 
ru les it  says it  m ust be raised i mmediately. So I sug
gest to you, S i r ,  the only course of action is for the 
House to debate the issue now. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: It is my u nderstanding - this ques
t ion ,  of cou rse, having been raised and discussed 
brief ly yesterday, Mr. Speaker - that once the c la im 
has been made of a breach of pr iv i lege it i s  then the 
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duty of the Speaker to decide if a pr im a facie case can 
be establ ished. The Speaker req u i res to be satisfied 
both that the p riv i lege appears to be suff iciently 
involved to justify him g iving such precedence, as it  is 
somet imes put that there is  a prima facie case that a 
breach of p riv i lege has been committed and also that 
the matter is being raised at the earl iest opportunity. 
As I said yesterday, I'm not raising the issue of 
whether or not it  has been raised at the earl iest oppor
tunity; clearly it  has but the mere mak ing of a motion 
does not establ ish a pr ima facie case. The mere rhe
toric of the person moving the motion does not estab
l ish a pr ima facie case. The person moving the motion 
has said that on his interpretation of words used in 
debate that there was a m isleading of the House. The 
record is before us and for the Speaker to peruse if the 
Speaker wishes to take it under advisement. 

I have read the record that i s  before us and clearly it 
cannot be said in the way in which it was said by the 
mem ber at al l  that there was any m isleading of the 
House. The record speaks for itself and it would be the 
duty of the Speaker to see whether or not, in the 
context of the motion made, namely, that the H ouse 
was mis led by a statement made in the House by the 
M inister. The statement made by the Minister is now a 
matter of record. It is relatively easy to see w ithout 
debate, without tak ing up the t ime of the House, 
whether in fact a pr ima facie case has been estab
l ished. It  is the d uty of the mover, S ir ,  to establ ish that, 
at least on a balance of probabi l it ies, not merely to 
declare it. To declare is  not to establ ish. It  has been 
argued in terms of the record; the record is ava i lable. 
You w i l l  f ind, I submit, on perusal,  that no such cla im 
has even been establ ished to the point of a pr ima facie 
case. Therefore I recommend that you take the matter 
under advisement and rule as you are bound to rule 
- ( I nterjection) - I' l l  wait for the owls to stop hooting 
if I may, M r. Speaker, so that you can fulf i l !  the duty 
which is  cast u pon you, properly, by the precedence 
in this H ouse, to see whether or not the motion shou ld 
be proceeded with. 

MR. SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Member for Turtle 
Mountain. 

MR. B .  RANSOM :  Mr. Speaker, since you have asked 
for advice on the question may I draw to your attention 
that o u r  R ule 24 requ i res that a Matter of Priv i lege be 
taken into consideration i mmediately, it  cannot be set 
aside. 

I also, S ir ,  would l i ke to d raw to your attention, 
C itation 80( 2) of the Fifth Edit ion of Beauchesne. Sec
tion (2)  says, "A Question of Privi lege on the other 
hand," and this is in reference to p rivi lege rather than 
a Point of Order, "is a q uestion partly of fact and partly 
of law, the law of Contempt of Parl iament, and is  a 
matter for the House to determine. The decision of the 
House on a question of pr iv i lege, l i ke every other 
matter which the House has to decide, can be el ic ited 
only by a question put from the Chai r  by the S peaker 
and resolved either in the affirmative or the negative 
and this question is necessar i ly  founded on a motion 
made by a member." The motion, of course, having 
been made by the Member for Fort Garry. 

Section (3) says, "It follows that, though the Speaker 
can rule on a question of order, he cannot rule on a 
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question of pr iv i lege. H is function, when a question of 
pr iv i lege is raised, is l i m i ted to decid ing whether the 
matter is of such a character as to entit le the motion 
which the member who has raised the q uestion 
desi res to move to priority over the Orders of the Day." 

Mr .  Speaker, in raising the question of pr iv i lege, the 
Member for Fort Garry said indeed that the evidence 
for his Matter of Priv i lege was in Hansard in the 
answers g iven by the Minister of Community Services 
yesterday in which he denied that the commission had 
been establ ished or indeed that the Chai rman of the 
Commission had been appointed. The Member for 
Fort Garry also said that the evidence is  avai lable 
here, Sir ,  in a c l i pping from the Winnipeg Free Press of 
today where the gentleman in question is indeed 
quoted as saying that he has been appointed, he is  in 
fact serving as head of this comm ission, and the 
Member for Fort Garry did not go into the detai l  of 
reading that into the records, S ir ,  but I ' m  sure that he's 
q u ite prepared to do that, or  indeed, I can do it .  

In the interests of saving the time of the H ouse, the 
information was presented to the H ouse, tabled in the 
House, S i r, the case is establ ished on the basis of that 
information, and I submit  there is a pr ima facie case 
and the question should be put to the House. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M inister of Com
m unity Services. 

HON. L. EVANS: M r. Speaker, I wonder i f  I could refer 
you to Page 28 of Hansard of Monday the 8th, yester
day, and I think if  you' l l  read that it's q u ite clear that 
my answer was correct, accurate; it  was not m is lead
ing. The honourable member is making some al lega
t ions, etc., which he cannot substantiate. What I said 
yesterday - and it's quite clear here - that this i s  correct 
and true, and I repeat that. The M inister is making a 
wi ld  unfounded al legation for which he has no evi
dence. I suggest, M r. Speaker, that you should con
sider this matter before any further steps are taken. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  The H o no u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
Springfield. 

MR. A. ANSTETT: Mr. Speaker, very briefly, I wish to 
· concur with the suggestion of the Member for Turtle 

Mountain, that there is  a pr ima facie case of pr iv i lege 
here. The Member for Fort Garry has al leged that the 
M inister has del iberately m isled the House. The M inis
ter has rep l ied that he has not. I think the evidence in  
the motion or the wording in the motion meets with 
the demands of our R ules and of Beauchesne and the 
question to be decided by you ,  S ir ,  is whether or not 
the debate should proceed to d iscuss this matter of 
pr iv i lege. The members wish to d i scuss that q uestion, 
the Minister wou ld l i ke to set the record straight, and 
I 'm sure the Member for Fort Garry would  l i ke to have 
the record set straight. I would suggest to you, S i r, 
that the matter of whether or not then the debate 
shou ld proceed should be put to the House. 

SPEAKER'S RULING 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. I thank 
a l l  the members who have offered the i r  advice on 
this matter. 
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The Honourable Mem ber for Turtle Mounta in  is 
q uite correct that it  is the H ouse that makes the deci
sion on  the motion itself. The matter at the moment is 
whether the motion itself i s  in order. There are two 
th ings that have to be satisfied, two condit ions that 
have to be satisfied. before a motion of privi lege is  i n  
order: o n e  is  the fact that i t  should b e  raised a t  the 
first ava i lable opportun ity. which I accept that it  has 
been done: the second one. that there is  a prima facie 
case which has been referred to by several members. 

Without tak ing  the matter u nder advisement when it 
m ight  not come up again unt i l  tomorrow, I do get the 
sense of the House that they consider i t  should be 
dealt with at this moment and I w i l l  then, therefore, 
rule that the motion is in order. 

Do you want it  read to you again? 

MOTION presented 

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

HON. L. EVANS: I was wonder ing ,  Mr. Speaker, 
whether the honourable member who makes the a l le
gations wished to e laborate and explain h is  part icular 
posit ion.  Mr. Speaker. as usual ,  the honourable 
member is very good at twist ing a situation. twist ing 
words and mis leading the pub l ic  of Manitoba and 
there were examples in  the last House where th is  
Member for Fort Garry made certain statements 
which,  u pon further checking,  were total ly  u n founded. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what I said yesterday i n  answer 
to the Honourable Member for Fort Garry is on Page 
28 of Hansard, and what I said is a carefu l ly  thought
out reply which does reflect certa in ly the situation. 
What I stated. Mr. Speaker. i s  that I welcome the q ues
t ion from the honourable member and I can advise 
h i m  that - and I 'm quoting from Page 28 - that we're i n  
t h e  process o f  establ ish ing a study, and when w e  have 
completed the detai ls .  the parameters, etc. ,  the 
honourable  member would be advised of that i nfor
mat ion.  I further went on to say that we're hoping to 
get certa i n  i ndividuals who w i l l  help us on th is study, 
but we have not yet offic ia l ly and formal ly  estab l ished 
the study yet. 

I further stated, - the Member for Fort Garry asked 
questions about security and escapes. etc . ,  etc . ,  and 
whether h is  concern about security at Headingley was 
what prompted us to establ ish the inquiry and I said to 
h i m  that " I  cannot confirm that, but I can advise the 
honourable member that I spent a great deal of t ime 
this summer v is i t ing a l l  our correctional i nstitutions, 
inc luding Headingley, i ncluding the Remand Centre 
at Winn ipeg and that I've had a great deal of conversa
tion with staff, sen ior and middle management and 
rank and fi le staff. I 've had many hours and days of 
discussions with various people in the correctional 
system and i t  has brought us to the conclusion that we 
should have a comprehensive study." 

Then he asks a supplementary question and so on,  
but the point is ,  Mr.  Speaker, I concluded we have had 
discussions with an i ndividual to engage in a study 
and that has not been f inal ized or formal ized. When it 
has. I wi l l  be very pleased to g ive the deta i ls to the 
honourable member. 

Mr. Speaker, the fact is that even today we are st i l l  
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having prel i m inary discussions. We t h i n k  we have an 
excel lent i ndividual i n  mind who can carry on a study, 
a study that i s  badly needed, and I th ink  i s  a positive 
step. I wou ld hope the Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry w i l l  co-operate with us when we conduct the 
study and g ive u s  any i nformation that h e  has and any 
concerns that he has. I hope he' l l  spend many hours 
with the group of people or whoever is i nvolved in th is .  
But Mr. Speaker, there's a procedure i n  Government 
that the honourable member should know fu l l  wel l ,  
that before anyth ing is f inal ,  before anyth ing is  estab
l ished as a government body, that M i n i ster involved 
m ust go to Treasury Board to get approval for the 
expenditure of money, and then finally that has to be 
establ ished and agreed u pon by Cabinet. Those 
steps, Mr. Speaker, have not been taken. 

They have not been taken and there is  such a t h i ng 
as doing some prel iminary work before you can estab
l ish specif ic  terms of reference before you -( I nter
ject ion)- Mr. Speaker. I would appreciate if the 
Honourable Member for Pem b i na wou ld qu ite his 
yak k i n g. h is yahoo remarks that he's good at and I 'd 
appreciate your assistance in th is ,  because we on this 
side are gett ing sick and t ired of i nterruptions and 
these i nterruptions being al lowed to be made without 
any interruption. 

Mr. Speaker, I would appreciate your assistance in 
bring ing order and decorum to the H ouse from some 
of the yahoos from over on my right here, because 
that's all i t  is .  They t h i n k  that they're serious about the 
business of the House and when they want an expla
nation they don 't permit the person who wants to g ive 
the explanation in all s incerity to do so. 

So no wonder the people that are l iste n i n g  up here 
m ust t h i n k  th is  is a big joke. because the big joke is  
r ight  there. the  Member for Pembina,  who keeps on  
interrupting me .  

Mr .  Speaker, we are engaged i n  a very positive step 
because we bel ieve that there are certain problems 
that shou ld be overcome and we welcome, and we 
want,  the assistance of the Mem ber for Fort Garry to 
help us overcome those problems. But I say, Mr. 
Speaker -( I nterjections)-

M R .  SPEAKER: Order please, order p lease Order 
please. If there are members present who want to hold 
their  own private debate I w i l l  be most pleased to make 
Room 254 ava i lable and they can debate a l l  the after
noon. In the meantime, I ' m  hav ing some difficu l ty i n  
hearing what the Honourable M i n ister is saying. 

The Honourable M i n ister of Comm u n ity Services. 

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker. as I was explai n i ng ,  the 
i ndividual and individuals i nvolved have requested 
that they seek out additional i nformation in order to 
del ineate specif ic terms of reference that we m ight be 
able to agree u pon,  so there are al l  k i nds of detai ls that 
have to be worked out before you prepare any Ii nal  set 
of references. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I reiterate, whi le  there may have 
been some i nformal u noffic ia l  discussions by certai n  
people t h e  fact is - and I advised my department again 
today i n  a discussion on th is - that th is can only be 
considered a formal study and it w i l l  only beg i n  offi
c ia l ly  when it i s  agreed to by the Cabinet of Manitoba. 
That h as not yet occurred. We hope that this will be 
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expedited so that we can get on with the very i mpor
tant study and, again ,  I trust the Member for Fort 
Garry is going to help us on this in a very positive way. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur. 

MR. J.  DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, I rise to support my 
col league's Motion of Priv i lege to this  House, and 
certa in ly I thi n k  the people of Man itoba would expect 
f u l l  disclosure of an action taken by the Mem ber for 
B randon East and the M in ister of Com m u n ity Affairs, 
something that I think  has been a breach of pr iv i lege 
of this House and a breach of pr iv i lege of the Provi nce 
of Manitoba, and part icu larly to those people of B ran
don ,  who deserve far m o re than a member who would 
stand i n  this House, stand here and barefaced tel l this 
Assembly that a comm iss ion ,  an i n q u i ry i nto the cor
rectional  i nstitutions in this provi nce, had not yet 
taken p lace when it is q uoted i n  the Free Press where 
one M r. Kam i nsk i  said yesterday he had al ready 
begu n  his work. 

I have two diff icu lt ies, M r. Speaker, either we have a 
Government who does not k now how they're handl ing 
the provincia l  affairs of th is  province and the funds 
which they're g iv ing to people to do work - that is 
certa in ly  evident in the Financial  Statement that was 
released today; the other, that the Member  for B ran
don East and the M i n i ster of Correctional I n stitutes 
would try and have us bel ieve that he had not beg u n  
that work or spent that money. 

M r. Speaker, I made reference to the people of 
Brandon East because some few days ago there was 
one of the most outstanding celebrations or funerals, 
which I would consider a celebrat ion,  of a man who 
represented the B randon area, in Walter Dinsdale. I t  
paid tr i bute t o  a m a n  who would never, ever be caught 
doi ng such a c r i m inal  thing in our provi nce. We have a 
member  from the same c ity ,  M r. Speaker, who has the 
audacity to expect those people from that town to 
represent them i n  that way. 

Mr .  Speaker, I can only suggest that fol lowing on  
the resolution or the Motion of Priv i lege, that the 
member not only res ign or be removed from the 
Cabinet of this province,  but  he resi g n  his  seat so that 
a credib le i ndividual can replace h im.  Thank you. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General. 

HON. R .  PENNER: Mr. Speaker, it's bad enough to 
have made a serious a l legation again st a member  of 
this House in whatever capacity, which I w i l l  point out 
in a m i n ute in my view is  carelessly made, but when 
that person ,  a member  of this House, rises to defend 
hi m self  and has to face the k i nd of hec k l i n g  which the 
M in ister faced whi le  he was trying to make his case i n  
defence is fore ign ,  both t o  the ru les and precedents of 
this House and to o u r  whole concept of the admi n is
tration of just ice, it's a fou l ,  rotten thing to do. 

I t  has been said that i f  you steal a person's pocket
book you steal nothing ,  but i f  you rob that person of 
his reputation you take everything that a person has i n  
terms o f  h i s  cred ib i l ity and h i s  existence a s  a human 
bei ng.  If you make that k ind of charge you at least 
have the respons i b i l ity of al lowing that person to fai rly 
defend himself. 

Now with respect to the motion itself, I am surprised 

that the Mem ber for Fort G arry should be so careless 
of his responsi b i l ity to the House and to the members 
of this H ouse to have made that motion,  to have 
accused a mem ber of m isleading the H ouse and p u r
porting to base it on Hansard when Hansard is before 
him and Hansard speaks clearly as to the words 
clearly used and now clearly defended by the member. 
What did the member  say? The member  said, and I ' l l  
start with the last p o i n t  that he m ade - I shou ld remind 
the member  of the Opposit ion that this i s  not  a laugh
ing matter when a member  in this House is  charged 
with m isleading the House. You have g iven this House 
an opportunity to debate it ;  let it  be debated on 
pr inc ip le. 

The Member for B randon East stated, and the 
members over there who have a memory longer than 
1 2  months would remember, that before a Commis
sion of I nq u i ry of any k i nd is  off ic ia l ly  establ ished and 
off ic ia l ly u nder way it m ust, as the member pointed 
out, come before Treasury Board. I t  m ust, as the 
member pointed out,  come before Cabinet. It is not 
poss i ble in the nat u re of things to even beg i n  that 
process without mak i n g  some inqu iries as to the 
avai lab i l ity of people, the parameters that are to be 
recommended, the length of the study, the cost of the 
study; al l  of those thi ngs m u st be i nvestigated. 

It is not at a l l  u n usual ,  and the members k now this, 
to approach an i ndividual who has the kind of credib i l 
i ty  and status of Professor Kaminsk i  and say, I 'm 
going to be want ing to put this u nder way; I ' l l  have to 
get it approved, but I would l i k e  you to make some 
i n q u i ries as to the k i nd of study that we wil l  be mak ing 
and how long you thin k  it  w i l l  take. He m u st k n ow 
those thi ngs.  The M i n ister m u st in form h imself of 
those things before he can br ing a recommendation 
before Treasury Board, and part icu larly in these days 
when every recommendation for the spending of a 
farthing is scruti n ized m in utely by Treasury Board, 
the Leader of the O p posit ion to the contrary. -
( I nterject ion)- The Member for Fort Garry says i n  an 
aside across the f loor - wel l ,  I just want the member to 
admit  that it  i s  u nder way. But the quest ion which he 
put in  the House and which is  a matter of record - wi l l  
the member adm i t  that i t  i s  a lready in  p lace and u nder 
way - and to that the Honourable M i n ister of Com m u n-

. ity Services said that the i n q u i ry ,  that we are hoping 
we w i l l  get  certai n  i ndividuals who w i l l  help u s  on  the 
study, but we have not off icial ly and formal ly  estab
l i shed the study yet. That was true with respect to 
every word and every syl lable. It was a careful true 
statement and to rise in the House and on the basis of 
that statement to accuse a member  of this House of 
m isleading the House is  careless in the extreme. 
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M R .  SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Turt le 
Mountain .  

M R .  B. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, it's i nterest ing t o  see 
how the Government House Leader i nterprets the 
answers g iven by the Member for Brandon East as 
somehow not m isleading the House when clearly at 
the t ime the Member for Fort Garry was not satisfied 
with the accu racy of the answers that were g iven and 
continued to persist in placing the question before the 
M i n i ster of Comm u n ity Services and Correct ions to 
g ive him the opportunity to provide the House with a 
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straight answer. 
He asked, I believe, Mr. Speaker, on four d ifferent 

occasions - three occasions following up the i n it ial  
question to the M i n ister of Corrections - was the 
i n q u iry u nder way? The M i n i ster continued to evade 
and avoid answering the q uestion and to lead this 
House to bel ieve that i n deed the i n q uiry was not u nder 
way. 

Now when this H ouse rose yesterday the u nder
standing that the members had was that the inquiry 
was not u nder way and ,  Sir, I am certai n  that there are 
members on the backbench of that government,  if not 
in the m i nds of the Cabi net, who went away think ing  
that that i n q u iry was not  u nder way. And i f  it  wasn't, 
Sir, why would Mr. Kaminsk i  say then that he has 
already begun work? Is that the type of government 
that we have over there? That, on the one hand,  the 
Government House Leader says nothing gets u nder 
way unt i l  it's been approved and careful ly  scrutin ized 
by the Treasury Board, the way i t  should  be done, or is 
the M i n ister of Corrections off establishing  comm i s
sions without reference to his col leagues as appears 
to have been the case? And yesterday he d idn't wish to 
admit  that e i ther to this House or to his col leagues, 
Sir. 

There was a day, in years past, when a M i n ister who 
m isled the House would feel obl iged to resign as a 
consequence of m islead ing  the House. We f ind,  Sir ,  
there are many examples of it  with this Government 
and it seems to be done without any type of care on  
the part of the members opposite. This is the most 
recent case, Sir, and I suggest that the resol ut ion 
which the Member for Fort Garry has put forward has 
been well  supported with evidence and deserves the 
support of this House. We cannot have members of 
the Treasury Bench making mis lead ing  statements. 

M R. S P E A K E R :  The H o n o u r a b l e  M e m ber for 
Thompson. 

MR. S. ASHTON: Mr. Speaker, although I'm relatively 
new as a member in this House, I 'm gett ing qu ite used 
to hear ing the s l imy personal attacks comi n g  from 
members opposite and this is no d ifferent from the 
many they made dur ing the f irst Session I sat i n  this 
Legislature. 

Mr. Speaker, I 've got ears; I can l i sten. I 've got eyes; I 
can read. The M i n ister heard; it is recorded i n  Hans
ard. I can advise h i m  that we're i n  the process of 
establ ishing a study. So there was no attempt on the 
part of the M in i ster to deceive anybody i n  this House. 
He made no reference, as the previous speaker d i d ,  to 
the fact that there was no study u nder way. He said it  
qu ite c learly that we were i n  the process of establ ish
ing a study and he also i n d icated in Hansard, and it's 
recorded here, that he was q u ite w i l l ing at the t ime 
that the study was establ ished to g ive the details to the 
honourable mem ber now who is bring ing  up this 
motion of privi lege. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I heard what was said yesterday. 
I 've read what is in Hansard. There was no attempt on 
the part of the M i n ister to deceive anybody, and I 
suggest we f in ish with these s l imy personal attacks 
and get on  with the business of the province. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  The H onour a b l e  L e a d er o f  
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the Opposition. 

HON. S. LYON: Mr. Speaker, contrary to the j u n ior 
Member for Thompson who just took his seat, this is 
not a s l imy attack on  an i n d iv idual .  This  goes to affect 
the privi leges of this House, and as I said yesterday i n  
m y  remarks on  the Throne Speech, Sir ,  we've had far 
too many examples i n  the last year of the lack of 
credi b i l ity of i n d iv idual M i n isters i n  this Government 
across the way, and this i s  only another example i n  
this sordi d  u nfold ing chapter o f  a government that 
doesn't dare to tel l  the truth from t ime to t ime. 

The Member for Fort Garry yesterday, Mr. Speaker, 
asked a very s imple quest ion.  He wanted to know 
whether this i n q uiry - and he cal led it a secret i n q u iry 
because there hadn't been any mention of i t  at al l - was 
u nder way; and he asked the question on a n u m ber of 
occasions and everybody's been very carefu l ,  Mr. 
Speaker, to say ah wel l ,  he got a firm and fixed answer. 
Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, let's read back i nto the record the 
f inal  question when he was try ing to e l ic i t  some 
statement from the M i nister to confirm the statements 
that he had been g iven. This i s  on  Page 29, "MR. L. 
SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, one final supplementary on 
this subject for today, Sir. I s  the M i n ister denying that 
Professor Len Kaminsk i  has been ordered to report to 
h im on the situation at Heading ley Ja i l ,  i nternal, 
related to security, safety and adm i n i stration 'as 
q u ickly as possible?' HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, 
the i nd iv idual the honourable member refers to is  a 
c itizen of Mani toba and I am i n  no positio n ,  as i ndeed , 
nor would  he be if he were i n  my posit ion ,  to order an 
i n d iv idual  c itizen i n  Manitoba to do this ,  that or any
thing. So I 'm not ordering any i n d iv idual ,  but as I said 
ear l ier ,  Mr. Speaker, we have had d iscussions with an 
i n d iv idual  to engage in  a study and that has not been 
f inal ized or forma lized. When i t  has, I ' l l  be very 
pleased to g ive the details to the honourable member." 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as the Member for Fort Garry 
said,  all of CBC, all the media had to do was talk to 
Professor Len Kaminsk i  and the Free Press obviously 
did that. In today's edit ion, Tuesday, the 7th of 
December of the W i n n i peg Free Press the headl i n e  is ,  
"Professor hired to study jai ls." Yes, that's the head
l i ne .  "Com m u n i ty Serv i ces M i n is ter Len Evans" 
-( l nterjection)-

Mr. Speaker, we were just treated to a lecture by the 
Attorney-General of this provi nce who is i l l-equ ipped 
to tell members of any free democracy about behav
iour or decorum in a Parl iament, but we were just 
treated to a lecture by h im about heckl i ng .  I want to 
tel l  the honourable mem ber that he can heckle me a l l  
h e  wants because that's part o f  the ju ice o f  Parl iament 
and he, from his hard core left wing, can object to i t  al l  
he wants but it  wi l l  be carried on  in this House and I 
don't object if he carries on with it.  But I don't want to 
hear any lectures from this k ind  of a person with his  
rather checkered pol i tical background with respect, 
Mr. Speaker, to parl iamentary decorum.  - ( I nter
ject ion)- Why don't I get on? Why don't you get on  
and clean u p  your act across the way? 

Here's what the Free Press said, Mr. Speaker, today: 
"Comm un i ty Services M i n ister Len Evans has com
missioned a study i nto overcrowdi n g  at Head ingley 
ja i l  and at the Remand Centre i n  W i n n i peg's Pub l ic  
Safety B u i ld ing .  
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"The study w i l l  be headed by Professor Leonard 
Kami nsk i  of the U niversity of Manitoba's School of 
Social Work and a former officer of the John Howard 
Society of Manitoba. Kaminsk i  said yesterday he has 
already begu n  work."  

Now, Mr. Speaker, th is  nonsense about statements 
not being in contradiction to one another. If my 
honourable fr iend wants to stand up and say that 
Professor Kam insk i  was ly ing when he spoke to the 
Free Press, let h im say so. But  how can he then say, 
Mr. Speaker, that the i nformation that he gave to the 
House yesterday is true if Professor Kaminsk i  isn't 
ly ing? Now one or the other is te l l i n g  the truth and the 
purpose of this motion, Mr. Speaker, is to make sure 
that Government M i n i sters across the way for once, 
when they are asked questions in this H ouse, w i l l  
beg i n  to try to  te l l  the truth. 

Mr. S peaker, for the record, the Mem ber for Bran
don East, M ick  B urke's friend,  the one who appoints 
his pol i t ical friends who have to get fired after the 
M GEA looks i nto the appointments - we k n ow about 
his background - the one who makes other appoint
ments that we're going to be talk ing  about too, Mr. 
Speaker, he says it's all in Hansard. I just read from 
Hansard . Anybody, exc lud ing perhaps the Member 
for Thom pson, can read Hansard and anybody can 
read H ansard and see that the M i n ister yesterday d id  
not  answer forthrightly and with candour the ques
tions. Professor Kaminsk i ,  when he was approached 
by the Free Press, obviously said,  yes, I have been 
approached and I 'm already at work. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this exercise is  to 
f ind out who's tel l i ng the truth. From the evidence 
we've heard so far, i t  looks as though the M i n ister isn't .  

MR. SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Member for Bran
don West. 

MR. H.  CAR ROLL: Mr. Speaker, with the exception of 
yourself, I would  l i ke to perhaps thin k  of myself as 
probably the most objective person i n  the House. I 
l i stened with some i nterest to the speech by the 
Attorney-General and ,  if I were s i tt ing i n  a j u d ic ia l  
capacity, I would have to accept his semantics and his  
argu ment because, i n  my v iew,  technical ly there 
wou ld have to be an acqu ittal of Mr. Evans if he were i n  
a court. Having said that however, a s  a n  I ndependent 
member, I left the House yesterday thi n k ing that there 
was no comm ission i n  existence and,  Mr. Attorney
General ,  I m ust say that as an I ndependent member I 
was left and the M i n ister left me with a d istinct idea 
that there was nowhere near the progress made i n  
terms o f  that comm ission, as I learned today that there 
was. I was astounded this morn ing and yes , i ndeed, I 
felt m isled.  Mr. Speaker, I would say that Mr. Evans, 
technical ly,  is not in breach of priv i lege of the House, 
but I feel m isled. 

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

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. S peaker, it  seems a b it 
chi ld ish and r id iculous, the exercise that's going 
through at this t ime when there are so many i mportant 
thi ngs to do. Mr. Speaker, here we are without any 
proof, without the person in question here to q uestion 
or to g ive us his side of it ,  without anybody from the 

media. We are acting as prosecutor, as judge, and of 
course there's an awful lot of name-cal l ing and that is 
q uite r id iculous and I don't thi n k  it's worthy to spend 
the t ime of this House on  a thi n g  l ike this. 

Mr. Speaker, first of a l l ,  what is the i mportance - I 
know I am going to be told that somebody, and I ' l l  
come t o  that about the m isleadi n g  part - i f  a comm is
sion is  started or is not started? Is  that going to stop 
the world? That's n u m ber one. Now they m ight say, 
wel l ,  it's a q uest ion of pr incip le and I agree with that. 
- ( I nterject ion)- Mr. Speaker, no, I don't m iss the 
point and I ' l l  tel l  you, if you l isten,  the point is this, that 
a question was asked. The M i n ister said that, a l l  right, 
he d idn't try to say there is nothing to it  at all. The 
members talk about. it's a great thing.  You know, he 
d iscovered some earth-shatteri n g  news. There is a 
secret, what d id  he cal l  it? An i n q u iry u nder way. Well ,  
f irst of al l ,  the people across and the member that 
made this accusation know exactly the steps that have 
to be taken. I thin k  he knows that you have to have an 
Order- in-Counci l  before the setup, before anybody 
could be paid. I thin k  that usual ly i s  d iscussed i n  
Cabinet and i n  Treasury. That wasn't done. There are 
no M i nutes and that wasn't done at any t ime.  The first 
t ime that I heard of that was yesterday and I am not the 
only one, I checked with some of my colleagues. 

Now, all of a sudden, what is  printed in the paper 
becomes a fact. That will decide i f  a man should  res ign 
and the accusation, which is not  worthy of members 
of this House - no wonder the people do not respect us 
when we don't respect each other. We are always 
i mply ing motives to each other and we're ready to 
j u m p  at anyth ing even when we know it's a b i g  joke, to 
try to take a man's reputation, as was mentioned 
before. I understand there could  have been a m isun
derstanding,  but should  we waste a l l  the t ime here. 
You k now, you don't just pass an Order- in-Counc i l  
and then go and ask the person, w i l l  you act? You have 
to sound that person out,  you have to f ind out if he 
wants to do it, i f  he has the t ime, if he's i nterested and 
that i s  exactly what the M i n ister did.  He told him.  He 
to ld  us repeatedly that he told him,  and his Deputy 
M i n ister i nformed him, that of course it looked good; 
he thought that he could  put i t  through, but i t  had to go 
to Cabinet. Now does that stop - ask any one of you, if 

· you're going to be honest - i f  you're asked by some
body to do something and you're in terested, does that 
prevent you from trying to f ind out what it's a l l  about, 
to inqu ire? I sn't that the normal thing to do? I sn't that 
what everyone here would do? 
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The thi n g  is ,  let h im come back and say that he was 
paid for the t ime that he spent so far. Let anybody 
come back and show us that they have a copy of the 
Order- in-Counci l  that was passed authoriz ing that; 
not that the M in ister who qu ite cand idly stated that 
yes, f i ne, he was thi n k ing about it, but he couldn't. He 
certa in ly d idn 't order anybody and that had not  gone 
to Cabinet. That's what he said and that was very 
pla in .  

And a l l  of a sudden a member who thi n ks that he 
d iscovered something very i mportant, you k now, this 
stuff, i f  that's going to make anybody do his work here 
of tryi n g  to f ind out and hav ing  the spies - that's the 
way they run it  in R ussia and you're always accusing 
us of those kind of methods, of try ing to get that 
i nformation,  and that's not the first t ime this k i n d  of 
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accusation or this k i nd of thing  has been done - if 
anybody thi n ks this is a feather in h is  hat, let h im.  I ' m  
certa in ly  n o t  g o i n g  t o  get excited over anything l i ke 
that at a l l .  

I thin k  that anybody that's got  a b it  of honesty and a 
b it  of s i ncerity could u nderstand that maybe. l i k e  the 
Member  for B randon who says that he m ight have 
been misunderstood or m isled. That's possible,  but 
there's a b ig  difference, Mr .  Speaker, by l isten ing to 
somebody, gett ing the wrong mea n i ng and asking 
h im to resi g n  and cal l i ng h im a crook, a l iar  and a l l  the 
k ind of accusations we've had today. That is certa in ly 
not worthy of members of this House. I thin k  let's have 
a dam n  vote and let's get out of here with dignity. 

MR. SPEAKER :  The Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you, M r. Speaker. The M i n
ister of Health has i ndicated that this debate is chil
dish, that this debate has no p urpose, that this debate 
is wast ing the t ime of the H ouse when ,  as the M i n ister 
says. there are so many i mportant issues at stake. 
Wel l ,  I ask you, S i r ,  and I ask the people of Man itoba, 
what is  more i mportant than the consideration of 
whether a M i n ister, a front bench M i n i ster of a 
Government is g iv ing factual and correct in formation 
or whether that M in i ster i s  attempting to m islead the 
House and the people of Manitoba? 

I bel ieve that we are l iv ing in a democracy and I even 
bel ieve the Attorney-General k nows we are l iv ing in a 
democracy, and i n  a democracy truth is of the utmost 
concern. And when we pose very s imple questions to 
M i n isters of the front bench and we get evasive, m is
leading answers from those M i n isters, should we not 
attem pt, as Her Majesty's Loyal Opposit ion,  to p u rsue 
the truth and to attempt to br ing to Manitobans the 
facts as to how this Treasury Bench of this Govern
ment i s  carry ing on the affairs of this province? 

I suggest that this i s  not a childish debate, that the 
pursuit  of truth is never childish in a democracy. I t  
m a y  be i n  some countr ies with a different pol i t ical  
organizat ion,  but in a democracy such as Canada the 
pursuit  of truth should be utmost i n  each and every 
m i nd, and to declare this debate chi ldish is to demean 
the democratic process and what we are all here 
elected to do. 

Now, i f  we are wast ing time in trying to find out what 
the truth is ,  then does that mean that we stand u p ,  ask 
questions and receive any sort of an answer from 
members of the Treasury Bench and accept them as 
being nothing but the truth? That, S i r ,  we cannot do. 
That has been demonstrated i n  the last Session. That 
same M i n ister. when he had the responsi b i l ity for the 
Telephone System, gave me two different answers on 
two different occasions to the same question; he did 
not tel l  the truth last Session .  This is not the f i rst t ime 
we have questioned i nformation from the M i n ister of 
Com m u nity Services and Corrections. So I thin k  this 
debate is very worthwhile.  

Mr .  Speaker,  there is nothing more clear than the 
M i n i ster's answers. that we have not offic ia l ly and 
formally establ ished the study. If that is true, as my 
Leader has said, then Professor Leonard Kaminski  is 
tel l i ng a l ie  to the Free Press reporter who wrote this 
story. 

Now, the Attorney-General says not at a l l .  Maybe he 
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has a different concept of truth that he m i ght share 
w ith us at a later date, because to me that does not 
i ndicate that both the M i n ister and Professor Kaminski  
are te l l ing the truth. I look forward to further contribu
t ions from the Attorney-General on what his version 
of truth is. 

M R .  S P EA K E R :  The H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
Springfield. 

MR. A. ANSTETT: Mr. Speaker, I 've l i stened with 
i nterest to the contributions from both sides, part icu
larly the M in ister of Comm u n ity Services on this q ues
t ion.  I ,  too, was u n certa in  as to exactly what the status 
of M r. Kaminsk i  was unt i l  I heard from the M in ister this 
afternoon. However, I did not jump to the conclusion 
that members opposite j u m ped to yesterday. The M i n
ister said - the Member for Arthur suggests I was 
mis led - I said only that I was not certai n  and that 
u ncertainty does not g ive me g rounds to make an 
i rresponsible accusation against the M i n ister. 

Now, maybe - and I ' l l  concede this point w i l l i ngly to 
members opposite - that the M i n i ster may have con
tr ibuted to that u n certainty by not providing a l l  of the 
detai ls  that he had no authority to provide yesterday 
and he won't have that authority unt i l  an Order- in
Counci l  is passed. 

Let's look at the options that were real ly avai lable to 
the M in ister yesterday. He was asked, i s  something 
happening? He replied, we're i n  the process of mak ing 
it  happen. We are i n  the process of establ ishing a 
study. That was his  reply.  ls someone suggest ing that 
that reply was inacc u rate? The M inister has stood u p  
today and confirmed that. He hasn't changed that i n  
any way, shape or form. He says, w e  w i l l  b e  going to 
Treasury Board. We wi l l  be going to Cabinet to get an 
O rder-in-Coun c i l  passed. That's his respons i b i l ity. 
Nothing wrong with that reply. 

Now we f ind that the electron ic  media and the print 
media have i nformation from an i ndividual who was 
named by the Member for Fort Garry yesterday, Pro
fessor Kaminsk i ,  that says he's a lready begu n  work. 
Now I 'm u ncerta i n ,  as is  the Member  for Brandon West 
and as was the Member for Fort Garry. I ' l l  concede the 
point ,  but then the M in i ster of Comm u nity Services 
got up and answered the only question u pon which 
this Point of Privi lege is based, the only question. and 
that q uestion is :  how can Professor Kaminsk i  be 
work i n g  i f  the process has not been formally estab
l i shed; and he got up and he said he is doi n g  the i n it ia l  
preparatory work, probably costi ng ,  prel i m inary, 
whatever it  is ,  setti n g  the parameters and the detai ls. 
That's what the M i n ister said, that certain p re l i m inary 
work had to be done. Okay? That's what he's told the 
House. He's explained the difference between what 
appears i n  the new;:,paper and what some of us heard 
on the radio and television this morning ,  and the 
statement that the Member for Fort Garry made 
yesterday. 

Now, I bel ieve that was the purpose of this debate, 
to g ive the M i n i ster an opportun ity to expla in ,  to 
answer an al legation by the Member  for Fort Garry, 
that the i nformation he gave yesterday was in some 
way incorrect. He's g iven that explanat ion .  M r. 
Speaker, I would submit  that, having g iven that expla
nation,  he's provided substantive proof to this House: 
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( 1 )  that there was no point of pr iv i lege; (2)  that he 
repl ied accu rately yesterday; and (3) he's provided us 
with the i nformation which appeared in yesterday's 
Hansard as wel l ,  that presently some work is going on 
which relates to the completion of the detai ls,  the 
parameters, etc. 

So, M r. Speaker, I submit ,  as I d id  earl ier, the 
mem ber had a legit imate q uestion to ask the M i n ister. 
He cou ld wel l  have asked for those further detai ls 
du r ing question per iod,  rather than through this 
debate, but s ince he raised it this way it was a legit i
mate quest ion.  He's had a proper and legit imate 
answer and, Mr .  Speaker, I would suggest to the 
mem ber that the only honourable thing he can do at 
this point is withd raw his motion now that he's had his 
answer. 

MR. SPEAKER:  The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, if  nobody else wishes 
to speak, I w i l l  c lose the debate on this substantive 
motion .  

M R .  SPEAKER: There appears to be none. 
The Honourable Member for Fort Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, I want to acknow
ledge the contributions of a l l  those on both s ides of 
the House who have part ic ipated in this debate and, i n  
part icular, thank my col leagues, my Leader a n d  the 
Honourable Member for Brandon West who have 
spoken from the perspective of the i mportance of 
i ntegrity, truth and honour  on  the Treasury Benches 
of the Government of this Province. 

Sir, there seems to be a double standard at work 
here. A n u m ber  of speakers from the Government 
benches have made reference to the fact that the M in
ister of Com m u n ity Services and Corrections appar
ently was hog-tied in terms of making a defin itive 
decision or a defin it ive announcement on this appoint
ment of Professor Kam i nsk i  in the establ ishment of 
this i n q u i ry because he had to go through the process 
of Treasury Board, he had to go through the process 
of obta i n i ng an Order-in-Counci l ,  having it  passed by 
Cabinet, and he had to deal w ith a l l  the machinery of 
Government. The Honourable Government House 
Leader, the Attorney-General, has raised that point, 
the Honou rable M in ister of Health raised that point, 
and others have raised that point.  

Mr .  Speaker, I wish the M i n i ster of Agriculture were 
here. Let us just address for one moment the fact that 
the M i n ister of Agricultu re g ranted forgiveness on  
something l i ke - what was i t?  - $400,000 worth of loans 
out in the marketplace through the Beef Marketing 
Plan without benefit of Order- in-Counc i l ,  without 
benefit of any k ind  of those processes or mechanics i n  
Cabinet, i n  Treasury Board, or  anywhere else i n  a 
formal sense, and annou nced it ,  S i r. 

A l l  we're ask i ng is that when the M i n ister of Com
m u n ity Services and Corrections,  deal ing with a sub
ject as i mportant as the major, the senior, correctional 
faci l ity i n  this province advise this House and advise 
the people of Mani toba when he is lau nching an 
i n q u i ry and an i nvestigation i nto the condit ions i n  
existence at that fac i l ity because w e  are aware, I a m  
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aware, S i r ,  I bel ieve the M i n ister is aware, many M an
itobans are aware of rather questionable, rather serious 
conditions at that fac i l ity. 

I w i l l  have considerable to say about that, and was 
going to say something about it  when we reached the 
Est imates of the M i n ister of Correct ions. However, at 
the f i rst opportun ity, I wanted to raise the q uestion as 
to whether he had i n itiated this i n q u i ry ,  and why he 
hadn't announced it, why he hadn't made it publ ic ,  
because I have i nformation ,  and I repeat and reiterate, 
S i r, that I have in fo rmation that ind icated to me that 
inqu i ry got u nder way approx i mately November 1 5th. 
I'm fu l ly prepared to accept the word as reported i n  
the media and a s  conveyed t o  m e  b y  various members 
of the media and some of my other i nformants close to 
the Headingley Jai l  situation that such is  the case. 

So, S ir ,  let us just stop for one moment and exam ine 
the question of  what k i nd of doub le  standards are  at 
p lace here when col leagues of the M i n ister rush to his  
defense i n  an indefensib le  posit ion.  This is defend i ng 
the i ndefensible. We're asking for straight answers. Al l  
we're ask ing from this Government,  because God 
k n ows they're not able to supply m uch else to Manito
bans, a l l  we're ask i n g  from them is to come clean. We 
expect every day in question period, and every day i n  
debate i n  this House, and I thi n k  the taxpayers, the 
c it izens and voters of Manitoba have a God-given 
right to expect that they come clean. I f  they come 
clean and answer honestly and truthful ly  they wi l l  f ind 
that thei r  d i ff icu lties and the i r  traumas through this 
Session and succeeding Sessions w i l l  be a lot l i ghter, 
a lot easier to bear than is otherwise going to be the 
case. 

So, Mr. Speaker, don't let the M i n i ster of Health 
stand up and rat ional ize in defense of the M in ister of 
Com m u n ity Services on  the g rounds that this i s  a 
waste of t ime. Seeki n g  the truth, seeki n g  honour, 
seeki n g  i ntegrity is never a waste of t ime. Perhaps I ' m  
talk i n g  t o  the wrong M i n ister. I m a y  be talk i n g  t o  the 
wrong M i n ister when I talk of truth, honour and i nteg
rity, but I address those remarks to him in the hope 
that they w i l l  fal l  upon his ears with some sense of 
pr inciple. 

Mr. Speaker, another thi n g  that i s  very surpr is ing 
and d isturbing to us i n  the Opposit ion is  that the F i rst 
· M i n ister of this provi n ce should  not enter this d iscus
sion either to offer, i f  one can be offered, some sort of 
explanation of the conduct of his M i n i ster or  to stand 
up for the very things that my Leader and this side of 
the House have been standing up for, and that i s  
candor, admissions, honesty and honour. Why would 
the Fi rst M i n i ster of the House, the Fi rst M in ister of 
this provi nce sit through this debate in s i lence and 
have nothing to say, either in  defense of his M in ister or  
i n  defense of the pr incip le that i s  at  issue here. I thi n k  
that's a serious condemnation o f  the attitude that 
Govern ment takes, S i r, towards the pr inc ip le  of 
honesty and truth in debate and argument. 

We've seen evidence of this before, and now, we're 
seeing  it again in the f i rst three days of the new Ses
s ion,  this fledg l ing  Government's second Session.  
Having fa l len i nto traps of evasiveness of the i r  own 
construction in the i r  f i rst Session ,  they now appear to 
be stum b l i n g  b l i nd ly i nto the same course of action i n  
the second Session.  They are headed for ru i n  and 
devastation - so is the province, inc idental l y - but they, 
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i n  part icular, are headed for ru in  and devastation if 
they persist in that course, Mr. Speaker. 

I asked the M i n ister for an answer to a question 
because I t h i n k  there was a subsequent l egit imate 
fol low-up question that the people of Manitoba had a 
r ight to know the answer to, and my follow-up q ues
t ion was going to be: Why? Why would he get on with 
the job of appoint ing and establ ish ing th is i n q uiry and 
not tel l  the people of Man itoba about it? I have suspi
c ions as to why, but those wil l  surface during debate, 
no  doubt, and I i ntend to debate those with h i m .  I 
th ink ,  frankly,  that the M i n ister has been h u ng out to 
dry. I don't know who he's tryi n g  to protect or defend 
because I can assure h i m  that I th ink  there's consider
able evidence that nobody is try i n g  to protect or 
defend h im.  

In  fact, although he probably regards me as an 
adversary, I want to say to h im,  Mr. Speaker, through 
you, Sir,  that I bel ieve through the i n it iatives that I took 
th is  fal l in wri t ing to the M i n ister about the s i tuation at 
Headingley that I probably was protecting h i m  and 
defending h i m  better than some of those on  whom he 
relies. I bel ieve he's been hung out to dry, and I bel ieve 
that a proper i nvest igation of the situation at Heading
ley w i l l  reveal that. I 'm not saying that the M i n ister i s  to 
b lame for that; one is hardly to blame for the fact that 
he or she is  h u ng out to dry. The only t h i n g  that the 
M i n ister is to blame for is fai l i ng to answer that q ues
t ion yesterday so that we cou ld get on with th is job of 
f inding out what's wrong at the u pper level of the 
Corrections D iv is ion,  what's wrong at the u pper level 
of Adult Corrections, and what's wrong in Headingley 
itself. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I conclude by reiterating my 
s incerity in seeki n g  the truth about the diff icu lties at 
Headingley Ja i l :  my s incerity in f irst approach i n g  the 
M i n ister last August i n  the wake of the Hoffman
Baptiste escape attempt and the first reports that I got 
on circumstances in the ja i l ;  the s incerity in my ques
t ions yesterday which were a imed at getti n g  at the 
terms of reference of this i n q u iry which I t h i n k  had to 
be terms of reference that support the M i n ister and 
support the i ntentions of any M i n ister of Corrections 
to ensure a proper security system i n  th is provi nce; 
and my s i ncerity in moving the Motion of Privi lege 
which was seconded by my col league, the Honoura
b le Member for Sturgeon Creek. 

I conclude, Sir, by ask ing th is M i n ister in future, and 
h is col leagues, because we' l l  have many further q ues
t ions on th is and other subjects, to come clean. By 
com ing clean in their answers they can stay out of 
trouble. 

QUESTION put, MOTION defeated 

M R. SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Mem ber for Turtle 
Mountain .  

M R. B .  RANSOM: Yeas and Nays, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Call in the members. 
Order please. The question before the House, it  has 

been moved by the Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry and seconded by the H onourable Mem ber for 
Sturgeon Creek, 

THAT this House do censure the M i n i ster of Com-
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m u n ity Services and Corrections for a serious breach 
of its privi leges by m isleading its members in the mat
ter of the establ ishment of an inqu iry i nto conditions 
at Headingley Jai l .  

A STANDING VOTE was taken, the result being as 
fol lows: 

YEAS 

Messrs. Banman, Blake, Brown, Downey, Driedger, 
F i lmon ,  Gourlay, Graham, Mrs. Hammond, Messrs. 
H yde, Johnston ,  K ovnats, Lyon, Manness, McKenzie, 
Mercier, Nordman, Mrs. O leson ,  Messrs. Orchard, 
Ransom, Sherman, Steen. 

NAYS 

Messrs. Adam, Anstett, Ashton ,  Bucklaschuk,  Car
rol l ,  Corr in ,  Cowan, Desjardins,  Mrs. Dodick ,  Mr. 
Doern, Ms. Dol in ,  Messrs. Evans, Eyler, Fox, Hara
piak,  Harper, Mrs. Hemph i l l ,  Messrs. Kostyra, Lecuyer, 
Parasi u k ,  Pawley, Penn er, Ms. P h i l l i ps,  Messrs. Ploh
man,  Santos, Schroeder, Scott, Mrs. Smith,  Messrs. 
Storie, Uskiw. 

MR. ACTING CLERK, G. Mackintosh: Yeas, 22, Nays, 
30. 

MR. SPEAKER: The motion is accordingly lost. 
The Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain .  

ORAL QUESTIONS 

Appointments - Brandon University 

M R. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, my q uest ion is for the 
M i n ister of Comm u nity Services and Corrections. 
Was the M i n ister of Com m u nity Services and Correc
t ions involved in the appointments to the Board of 
Governors of the Brandon U niversity made since 
November 30th, 1 981 ? 

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

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, as a Mem ber of the 
Cabinet,  l i ke al l  other Cabinet M i n isters, one is 
i nvolved. 

M R. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, I would l i k e  to ask the 
M i n ister of Comm u nity Services, did he specifically 
make recommendations with respect to appointments 
to the Board of Governors of Brandon Un iversity? 

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, there is a process 
i n volved in see k i ng out names for all k i nds of Boards 
and Commissions and I, along with my col leagues, 
share in that process. 

M R. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, is the M i n ister of 
Com m u n ity Services and Corrections prepared to 
acknowledge that the adm i n istration of Brandon U n i
versity has now been cast into disarray because of the 
NOP appointments to the Board of Governors and are 
becom ing involved in adm i n istrative deta i ls  of the 
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u niversity rather than dea l ing with issues of pol icy as 
they should be? 

HON. l. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I wou ld  ask you, i s  that 
question in order? The m em ber asked me a q uest ion 
perta i n i ng to another m i n istry and I bel ieve that q ues
tion is wrongly d i rected. I seek your gu idance, Sir .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Attorney-General. 

HON. R .  PENNER: On the same point of order, Mr. 
Speaker, a q uestion which is s imply a rhetorical ques
t ion cal l i ng for an op in ion is not a question which is i n  
order. A question m ust b e  d i rected t o  a M i n ister with 
respect to i nformation obtained by that M in ister o r  
known t o  that M i n ister i n  h i s  capacity a s  a M i n i ster but 
it  is out of order i f  it  s i mply cal ls,  rhetorical ly as that 
one d i d ,  for a statement of op in ion or to adopt an 
opin ion ,  queer as it m ight have been,  of the questioner. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Elm
wood on the same point. 

MR. R .  DOERN: O n  the point of order, I bel ieve it  is 
appropriate to d i rect a q uest ion to a M i n ister for a 
portfo l io  for which he is responsible. I n  this case that 
question should have been d i rected to the M i n ister of 
Education.  Clearly you're not going to d i rect q ues
t ions on agriculture to the M i n ister of Health and 
questions of health to the M i n ister of Agriculture. 

MR. SPEAKE R :  To the same point of order, the 
Honourable Member for Turt le Mountain .  

M R .  A .  RANSOM: M r. Speaker, I am q uite prepared if 
the M i n ister of Com m u n ity Services and Corrections 
is not prepared to take responsib i l ity for the appoint
ments which he has recommended and I ' l l  d i rect my 
q uestion to the M i n ister of Education. Is the M in ister 
of Education satisfied that the adm i n istration of Bran
don U n iversity is being carried out at a competent 
level now that her N O P  appointees are becom ing 
i nvolved i n  day-to-day adm i n i strative deta i l?  

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

HON. M .  HEMPHILL:  Mr.  Speaker, I m ust say that I 'm 
having some d ifficu lty u nderstanding what the p rob
lem is. We have a Board of Governors that i s  s i mply 
doing the ir  job, and as I have stated on  many occa
sions and as have the members opposite, we should 
stay out of the business of Boards of Governors who 
are carry ing out the i r  responsib i l it ies. 

We made changes to the Board of Governors, M r. 
Speaker, for very defin ite reasons; made changes i n  
the k i nd o f  representat ion a n d  the k i n d  o f  people who 
were s i tt ing on the Board of Governors and I wi l l  
explai n what they were. There are about 1 6  members 
on the Board of Governors and we made five of those 
appointments, M r. Speaker. We i n c reased the n um ber 
of student representation and we increased the n u m ber 
of Senate representat ion .  In each of those cases the 
students and the Senate selected the ir  own member 
ahd I 'm q uite sure are very capable of select ing the 
best people to represent them on a Board of Governors. 
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We also appointed two Native representatives to the 
Brandon Un iversity and I ' m  sure the members oppo
site wi l l  u nderstand the reasons for that. B randon 
U niversity del ivers almost a l l  of the majority of the 
Native education programs in u n iversit ies in the Pro
v ince of Manitoba but the Native populat ion had no 
representation on that Board of Governors, Mr .  
Speaker. We appointed Mr .  B i l l  Thomas who is 
Chairman of the Manitoba I ndian Education Associa
t ion and Superintendent of the Peg u is School Board . 
We appointed I saac Beaul i eu ,  former Educative 
D i rector of the Native Counci l  of Canada and Chair
man of the Sandy Bay School Board. Both men are 
recogn ized as Native leaders in the i r  comm u nity . The 
n um ber  of changes that were made, Mr .  Speaker, 
actual ly br ing B randon Un iversity representation for 
student and faculty and members of the com m u n ity 
more i n  l ine and make them consistent with the 
representation and n u m bers that are on the other 
Board of Governors. What I want to ask the members 
opposite i s  why they are so upset about the demo
cratic process in this i nstance when they are cal l i n g  
o u t  f o r  support f o r  democracy when w e  were arg u i n g  
the other issue earlier. 

Boards of Governors and School Boards often don't 
agree. The i ndiv iduals are there and they put forward 
the i r  feel i ngs and thei r  attitudes and thei r  posit ions 
and, as we k n ow from the press that we've had over 
p roblems and d ifficu l t ies that school boards are hav
ing resolving  issues, that they often have a very d i ff i
cult  t ime deal i n g  with very, very d iffic u lt decisions and 
issues. They get their in formation from the best p laces 
they can. They get it  from Senate. from Facu lty, from 
Admin istrat ion.  They make the best decisions they 
can and the Board of Governors at B randon is operat
i n g  in the same way as are other boards and I support 
the ir  contin u i n g  work. 

MR. B. RANSOM: A supplementary question, Mr .  
Speaker, I would ask the M in i ster then, what is  the 
problem at B randon Un iversity? Why are the affairs of 
B randon U niversity being  splattered across the a i r  
waves of the province and the front pages of the 
newspapers of the province? What is the problem? 

MR. SPEAKE R :  Order please. Order please. I 'm hav
ing some d ifficu lty i n  hearing the M in ister's reply.  

The Honourable M i n ister of Educat ion.  

HON. M .  HEMPHILL:  M r. Speaker, I am not sure what 
the p roblem is either at B randon U niversity because 
what they're going through is no d ifferent than what 
any other board is going through and they are not 
having thei r  d ifficu lties in making decisions splashed 
across the media. 

Mr. S peaker, there was one issue that I understand 
was an issue related to the l i brary at the B randon 
U n iversity and there was a recommendation from the 
Senate and there was a recom mendation from the 
Adm i n istrat ion.  Those two recommendations were 
not the same. That is not u nusual in s i tuations l i k e  this 
where Facu lty and Admin istrat ion and Senate and 
Students al l  part ic ipate in decisions that are made 
about thei r  u n iversity. Because the Senate and the 
Admi n istration could not agree, the Board was put i n  
the posit ion of having t o  make a decis ion between the 
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two recommendations and their decision was that 
they accepted the recommendation of the senate. 

I have worked with many Admin istrators over the 
years, Mr. Speaker, and so have the members oppo
site. Just because a Deputy M i n ister or a President 
makes a recom mendation to a M i n ister or a Govern
ment does not mean that it  i s  always accepted 
because we have to gather i nformation from other 
than admi n istration to make our decisions. They 
gathered the in formation from the places they should 
have received it ;  they made a tough decision and they 
are doing their  job. 

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr.  S peaker, the Attorney-General 
has said that the problem at Brandon U niversity i s  D r. 
Perk ins ,  the President of the U niversity of B randon. 
Does the M in ister of Education concur with that view 
put forward by the Attorney-General? 

M r. Speaker, i f  there are no problems at B randon 
U niversity why h as Cam Conno r, a wel l-known 
member of the NDP resigned from h is  posit ion as an 
Administrator at  the Un iversity of B randon? 

HON. M. HEMPHILL: M r. Speaker, I would imagine 
that to get an answer to that question, they would  have 
to ask the gentleman. 

Abortion Clinic 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Mem ber for St. 
Norbert 

M R .  G. M ERCIER: Mr.  Speaker, I have a q uestion to 
the Attorney-General. Mr. Speaker, could he i n form 
this House as to whether he s u p ports o r  is in favour of 
expanded abortion faci l ities in Manitoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General. 

HON. R. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, I have made state
ments with respect to my position as an Attorney
General. I n  terms of the proposal of D r. Morgentaler, I 
don't feel it necessary to expand beyond that. What I 
have said to various g roups who have contacted me, 
and I have no hesitat ion in repeating in this House, 
and that is ,  that those who feel that there is a need for 
addit ions to such services should operate wit h i n  the 
law. I have said that to g roups who have lobbied me 
wi th  respect to psychiatric services i n  terms of their  
lobbying. I have said that to many g roups who have 
come to me about various problems and pointed out 
to them the way in which,  as com m u n ity g roups, they 
can make their i nf luence felt. That is what I have said 
to those who have chal lenged me with respect to my 
legal  and constitut ional position as Attorney-Genera l ,  
that there is  a way of ach ievi ng t h i ngs with in  the law; 
there are ways of achieving th i ngs outs ide of the law. I 
would  recommend that, if they have a goal, that they 
acheive it  i nside the law. The way to do that i s  to 
gather data, to gather statistics, to make representa
tions and to lobby. That has been my position clearly 
and consistently throughout. It  remains my position 
today. 

MR. G. M ERCIER: Mr.  S peaker, to the Attorney
General, does he s upport or  favour any changes lo the 
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Criminal  Code of Canada which would remove i n  
whole or i n  part the present rest rictions on  abortions? 

HON. R .  PENNER: I do not th i n k  that q uestion is  i n  
order. M y  views with respect t o  what should b e  i n  the 
cr im inal  law is  a matter of personal convict ion,  i s  a 
matter for debate outside th is  House, which I am wi l 
l ing to part ic ipate with anyone at  any t ime. The law 
that i s  p resently on  the books is a federal law. It  has 
been i nt roduced some years ago. I f  there's to be a 
change i n  that law, it woul d  be made at the federal 
level . The position with respect to myself and my party 
is wel l  known. I have taken a posit ion on th is  issue as 
the Attorney-General, as I've said, and in response to 
the ear l ier  q uestion,  i t  is clear - and of course it i s  clear 
that they don't l i ke that fact - it  i s  with i n  my constitu
tional prerogatives. It  i s  clear that they don't l i ke that 
fact. They wou ld l i ke the Attorney-General ,  somehow 
or other, to fudge the issue so they can make pol itical 
capital out of the m isery and concern on both s ides of 
the issue of thousands and thousands of honest Man
itobans who d iffer on matters of pol icy. To attempt to 
make pol it ical capital out of that i s  cheap. 

MR. G. MERCIER:  Mr. Speaker, in view of the 
Attorney-General's quoted statements that he would  
prosecute Dr. Morgentaler because he wou ld  be 
u nder press u re to prosecute - that was in the Win
n i peg Free Press, November 1 st ,  1 982 - and i n  the 
Winn ipeg Free Press on  December 1 st, '82, that the 
Crown may choose to press charges after complaint ,  
Mr .  Speaker, wou ld the Attorney-General today give 
an u ndertak ing to th is House that he wi l l  carry out h is  
statutory responsibi l it ies i n  accordance wi th  h is  Oath 
of Office and not in accordance with his own personal 
viewpoints? 

M R .  SPEAK E R :  The Honou rab le  the Attorney
General. 

HON. R. PENNER: I have j ust made that statement 
twice. It's one thing to be dense; it's another thing to 
be hard of hearing .  That can be cured. 

A MEMBER: He's written out his questions. 

HON. R. PEN N E R :  I k now he wrote them out, you see, 
and he couldn't  change at the last moment. I need no 
lessons from any p ipsqueak in th is  House about con
stitutional dut ies. I am proud of the way I have con
ducted myself as Attorney-Genera l ,  and when the 
t ime comes when any l i tt le wet hen can point a f inger 
at  me and say that I have not acted wit h i n  the duties 
and responsib i l ites of the office, that wi l l  be the time to 
level such cr it ic ism . My position h as been clear, and 
that's what they don't l i ke, certa in ly.  As I have said, if 
anyone opens up a cl i n ic ,  or  does anyt h i ng that is 
pr ima facie i l l egal ,  the law wi l l  take its normal course. 

I have also said, and I've said it c learly, that I w i l l  not 
stay prosecutions. I have also said that in my view 
there is no legal position which would al low an 
Attorney-General to g rant someth i n g  cal led an 
i m m u n ity. I have quoted the authority of  the Manitoba 
Court of Appeal which goes back to a decision on the 
B i l l  of R i ghts in 1 688, that i ndeed i f  an i ndiv idual  hold
ing the office had the r ight in a class of cases to say 
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that they would or would not prosecute, or do so by 
the back door of g ranting i m m u n ity or stays of prose
cution,  then we would  have not the rule of law but the 
ru le of persons, and I do not adhere to that posit ion at 
a l l .  I bel ieve in the rule of law. 

MR. G .  MERCIER: M r. Speaker, would the Attorney
General table i n  th is Legislature, for the information of 
mem bers, the correspondence he has had with Dr. 
Morgentaler? 

HON. R .  PENNER: I do not bel ieve that i t  is a docu
ment that shou ld be tabled in the House. I will g ladly 
send the Member for St. Norbert copies of that cor
respondence. In fact that correspondence, as he 
knows, is already a matter of publ ic  record. 

Quarterly Report 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle 
Mountain .  

M R .  B. RANSOM: M r .  Speaker, it  is q u ite evident 
today, on  the basis of i n formation provided in the 
quarterly report, that the Government is  going to be 
expend ing more funds than have been authorized by 
this Leg is lature. I would l i ke the ass u rance of the 
M i n i ster of F inance - and I ask him for th is assurance, 
Mr. S peaker - that the authority for the addit ional  
expendi ture which w i l l  be requ i red wi l l  in  fact be 
sought by a S u pplementary Supply Bi l l  in  th is Session 
before we adjourn prior to Christmas. 

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

HON. V. SCHROEDER:  Mr. Speaker, that authority is 
not req u i red pr ior to Christmas. Any authority which 
wi l l  be req u i red wi l l  be asked of the Legis lat u re before 
the t ime for the funding being req u i red is here. 

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, I ' m  very pleased to 
have that answer from the M i n ister of F inance. I j ust 
want to make certain that I u n derstand what he said. 
W i l l  he  g ive the assurance that his Government then 
wil l  not be passi n g  any specia l  warrants for expendi
tu res that are a l ready k n own to be u pcoming? Wi l l  he 
g ive the assurance that they wil l  not pass any special 
warrants between the r is ing of th is  sitting  and the 
reca l l ing  of the Legislature in February or January, 
whenever it  might be? 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: No, M r. Speaker. I can check 
the record and see what the previous Conservative 
Government did several years ago with respect to 
Special Warrants when they had a fall Session 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. Order please. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: when they had a fal l 
Session and then reconvened several months later. I 
m ust say, however, at the present t ime - and we d id  
pass a Special Warrant about a week and a half  ago I 
bel ieve, that Cabinet d id - and I don't k n ow of any 
fund ing  that i s  requ i red at th is t ime. I 'm not say ing 
though that we would not  pass a special warrant before 
we come back .  
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Foreign borrowings 

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr.  Speaker, to the M i n ister of 
F inance. Did the M i n i ster of F inance seek advice from 
Mr. Saul Cherniack, former NDP M LA and present 
Chairman of Hydro, with respect to foreign borrow
i ngs at any t ime s ince the 30th of November 1 98 1 ?  

HON. V .  SCHROEDER: M r .  Speaker, I can say that I 
d i d n't seek advice i n  the sense that I went to see Mr .  
Cherniack, but I do have a press release here dated 
Apr i l  2 1 st ,  1 978, issued by the then Premier, the 
Member for Charleswood, when a $57.5 m i l l ion bond 
issue was sold in Switzerland and he said, "We are 
particu larly encou raged to have such a very good rate 
of i nterest," the Premier declared. I just thought that 
should be on the record after some of the statements -
some of the vicious statements - that the Leader of the 
Opposit ion made when we were borrowing some 
money recently.  

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr.  Speaker, I ackn owledge that 
the M i n ister of F inance is u nder no ob l igation to 
answer questions which are placed to h i m ,  but on  the 
chance that perhaps he d idn 't u nderstand the ques
tion I ' l l  p lace it once again .  Did the M i n ister seek 
advice from Saul Cherniack,  former NDP M LA and 
presently Chairman of Manitoba Hydro, with respect 
to fore ign borrowings at any t ime s ince November 30, 
1 98 1 ?  

HON. V .  SCHROEDER: M r .  Speaker, I have sought 
advice from many i n d iv iduals with respect to borrow
ing .  I have talked with Saul Cherniack, yes, i ndeed, I 
have talked with h i m  a n um ber of t imes. But  I have not, 
as I thought I had said, if  I d idn't  say it I ' l l  put it  i n  
d ifferent words, I have talked with M r .  Cherniack. M r .  
Chern iack has d i scussed borrowings with m e ,  I don't 
recall going to h i m  to get that advice, but certain ly  
we've talked about it  and I don't  bel ieve that there are 
many people i n  the h i story of Manitoba, i ndeed I can't 
t h i n k  of any, who served this prov ince better as a 
F inance M i n i ster. 

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr.  Speaker, that last statement 
w i l l  no  doubt be debated in this House on the basis of 
the h u n d reds of m i l l ions of dol lars that the taxpayers 
have had to pay out as a conseq uence of fore ign 
borrowing.  I f  the M i n ister of F inance d id  not  seek out  
Mr .  Cherniack's advice, d id  M r. Cherniack then 
approach the M i n ister and ask for the opportunity to 
go to Switzerland? 

HON. V. SCHROEDER:  Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, it  seems 
that the member has the same problem as the Member 
for St .  Norbert. He's got these q uestions written out 
and i t  doesn't matter what answer one g ives to a pre
vious questio n ,  he has to ask h i s  three q uesti ons. He's 
asked them; I have answered them. 

Low I ncome H ousing - Sprague 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Emerson. 

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Mr. Speaker, my question is to 
the M i n i ster responsib le for Housing.  For a n u m ber of 
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years. a low i ncome housing construction project has 
been operating in Sprague, which is in Southeast 
Manitoba. The project consists of b u i l d i ng ready-to
move homes for people who qual ify for it. The M i n i ster 
in the last days has been f launt ing h i s  achievements 
regarding housing programs and job creations. Can 
the M i n ister i nd icate why they're s hutting down the 
project i n  Sprague? 

M R. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Housing.  

HON. J.  STO R I E :  M r .  Speaker. I am not aware of the 
c i rcu mstances su rrou n d i n g  th is .  Perhaps, i f  the 
honourable member would  offer me further i nforma
tion or perhaps he could see me after question period 
and g ive me the i nformat ion.  I ' m  not fami l iar  with the 
situation as he's expressed it .  

Headingley Jail - study re conditions 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker. my q uestion is  to the 
Honourable M i n ister of Corrections and I would ask 
h i m  when we may expect, not by excruciatingly 
extracted answer but by M i n isterial Statement i n  th is 
House, an announcement that an inqu i ry i s  being 
u ndertaken i nto conditions at Headi n gley Jai l?  

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

HON. L. EVANS: In due course, M r. Speaker. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker. since that i n q u i ry i s  
already u nder way, when can we expect the M i n ister 
to announce, by way of M i n isterial Statement in th is  
House, what h is  terms of reference are? 

Mr. Speaker, can the M i n ister advise th is House 
whether he has established terms of reference for that 
i n q u i ry with the i nvestigator, Professor Kaminsk i ,  and 
whether the members of th is  Legislature representi n g  
5 7  constituencies i n  Manitoba wi l l  have access to 
those terms of reference to determine whether the 
i n q u i ry is  viable and worthwhi le or whether it  i s  merely 
a repetit ion of someth ing he's a lready done? 

HON. L. EVANS: M r. Speaker, we made this very clear 
yesterday, that we were in the process of establ ish ing 
the study. When we have f inal ized the terms of refer
ence, the extent of the study, when we f inal ize a l l  the 
detai ls and we are satisfied; I ,  as the M i n ister, am 
satisfied on the course that we should be fol lowing. It 
will be presented to the Treasury Board and then to 
the Cabinet and when Cabi net f i nal ly approves of i t ,  it 
w i l l  be announced and w i l l  be made pub l ic  to the 
member opposite, to the Legis lature and to the people 
of Manitoba. I have indicated this yesterday and I 'm 
merely repeat ing what I 've said to the member 
yesterday. 

M R. L. SHERMAN: Thank you, Mr .  Speaker. Can the 
M i n ister confirm that a review was carried out between 
August and October by his department i nvolving the 
College of Physicians and Surgeons. i nvolv ing MONA, 
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i n  a med ical audit that was part of the review of the 
situation at Headi ngley? F i rst of a l l ,  can he conf i rm 
that report was carried out by h is  department? 

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I want to take that 
question as notice. 

I llegal trucking operations 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you, M r. S peaker. I have a 
question for the M i n ister of H ighways and Transporta
t ion.  Can the M i n ister i nform me if complaints i ss u i n g  
from i l legal trucking operations are being  i nvesti
gated and p u rsued by the department without 
in terference? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of H ighways. 

HON. S. USKIW: M r .  Speaker, I th ink  that the best 
answer I can g ive at the moment is that with i n  a couple 
of days there wi l l  be a statement made with respect to 
that whole question. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Wel l ,  i n  ant ic ipat ion of  t hat 
statement, M r. Speaker, I would  appreciate an answer 
as to whether complaints are being p u rsued by 
department staff, by i nvestigation staff, in the normal 
course? 

HON. S. USKIW: Mr.  Speaker, I bel ieve that there are 
general complaints and there are specif ic ones. It's my 
u nderstanding that the specif ic ones are dealt with i n  
the normal manner. General complaints w i l l  b e  a s u b
ject of somet h i ng else which w i l l  be announced i n  a 
couple of days. 

Assessment Review hearings 

MR. SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Member for Swan 
R iver. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: M r .  S peaker, I h ave a q uest ion to 
the M i n ister of M u nic ipal  Affai rs.  I wonder if  the M in is
ter can in form the House as to how he p lans on deal
ing with the assessment review recommendat ion .  

MR. SPEAKE R :  The Honourable M i n ister of M unic i
pal Affairs. 

HON. A. ADAM: Thank you, M r. Speaker. I have 
announced previously,  last Session ,  that we w i l l  be 
hold ing hearings in January. I 've responded to the 
Honourable Member for Swan R iver by letter the 
approximate dates that we would be hold ing these 
hearings. I hope, pr ior to those hearings, to have a 
briefing for the Standing Committee on M u n i ci pal  
Affairs of  the Leg islature so that they wi l l  have some 
briefing before we u ndertake these hearings. 

M R. D. GOURLAY: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I wonder if  
the M in ister could i n dicate to the House what the 
Government posit ion w i l l  be with respect to the 
assessment review recommendations pr ior  to going out 
on these hearings? 
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HON. A. ADAM: M r. Speaker. we have, as members 
opposite (Ire aware, undertaken a study over the past 
few months and we have come up with some conclu
sions as pertain to the recommendations. These 
recommendations will be provided to the members of 
the committee and to the people who attend the 
hearings. 

MR. D.  GOURLAY: Mr. Speaker, I wonder i f the M i n is
ter could clarify the actual position.  Wi l l  the Govern
ment, through the M i n ister of M u n ic ipal Affairs, have a 
f irm position to take to those hearings so that the 
various people that are asked to come to those hear
ings know what the Government's position is  going to 
be? 

HON. A. ADAM: M r. Speaker. we have a n u m ber  of 
recommendations provided to us by the Weir Commit
tee on Assessment. The major problem is  that people 
do not u nderstand what has been recommended. It's a 
very complex document and,  as a result of that, we 
have received some requests by some local Govern
ments to p lease come out and advise us what the 
recom mendations are because we don't u nderstand 
them; they are too complex. The pr imary purpose of 
the hearings is  to go out and try and i mpart this i nfor
mation that is  contained in the recommendations so 
that we wi l l  -( I nterjection) - I'm not s u re whether 
members opposite understand the recommendations 
themselves, but we k now there are a lot of people out 
there that are having d i ff iculty g rappl i ng with the 
recom mendations and we wi l l  want to have some 
feedback from people out there what they t h i n k  of 
these recommendations. We bel ieve in i nterfacing  
with the pub l ic ,  i n  com m u n icating with the publ ic ,  and 
we i ntend to  do that, Mr .  Speaker. 

MR. D. GOURLAY: Mr. Speaker, I wonder i f  the M in is
ter can ind icate at this t ime the locations and dates as 
to the actual hearings. 

HON. A. ADAM: I bel ieve the dates wil l  be between 
the 24th and 28th of January. Staff is  work i n g  on the 
detai ls.  We want to meet, Mr .  Speaker, with the Advi
sory Committee of M un i c i pal  Affairs so that we can 
d iscuss with them where the most appropriate p laces 
are to have the hearings and we wi l l  announce that i n  
due course. 

Festival du Voyageur - casino facility 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La 
Verendrye. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Thank you, M r. Speaker. I d i rect my 
question to the M i n ister of F inance and would ask h i m  
i f  he could confirm that he presented a cheque for 
$ 1 25,000 to the Festival du  Voyageur for the estab
l ishment of a casino faci l ity? 

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

HON. V. SCHROEDER: No, M r. Speaker. 

MFt A.  BANMAN: Ttiank you , Mr. Speaker. A q ues
tion to the M i n i ster of Economic Development and 
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Tourism, I wonder i f  she could  inform the House 
whether or not she presented a c heque for $ 1 25,000to 
the Festival du Voyageu r for the establ ishment of a 
casino facility. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Economic 
Development. 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, the Festival du Voya
geur received a cheque for their role as a tourism 
attraction and the casino operation is,  as you a l l  know, 
a part of the winter festival but i n  fact it is not the only 
part of the operation.  So I th ink the p urpose of the 
money is  certa in ly  not to be separated from the casino 
operation but it is  on ly dedicated to that ro le  i n  the 
sense that it is  a part of their total w inter festival and it 
happens to be the major tourism attraction i n  Manit
oba in the winter months. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, i n  l ight of the province 
being faced with that part icular fac i l ity, I wonder if the 
M i nister could i nform the House whether any studies 
as far as the viabi l ity or the feas ib i l ity of the establish
ment of such a fac i l ity was u ndertaken by her depart
ment before they issued any funds to that part icular  
organization. 

HON. M .  SMITH: Mr. Speaker, the role of Travel 
M an itoba is  to respond to requests accordi n g  to the 
program areas that we have. In  this case the Festival 
had done their p lanning and submitted their proposal 
and request for funds to the department. After very 
careful analysis of their proposal the department d i d  
not, i n  fact, meet t h e  fu l l  level o f  t h e i r  request but met 
the components of the proposal that we felt came 
within our area of concern. There was som e  d iffer
ence between the amount requested and the amount 
g ranted but it seems to me that is  a very normal proce
d u re and,  in fact. I th ink a very sound procedure that 
Government does not always g ive the f u l l  amount that 
a g ro u p  would l i ke  to have but in fact designates that 
portion of the request they feel is  fu l ly  supportable. 
That is  in fact what we did and I th ink  we made a very 
sound decision. 

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

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, as the M i n i ster 
responsible for Lotteries I feel that I have some added 
i n formation to g ive the House. I 'd l i k e  to do so at th is  
time. 

I wish to say that the Festival du Voyageur was 
i nformed that they had no automatic l icence for that 
p lace and in fact that bu i ld ing ,  as far as I was con
cerned, would have to stand on  its own two feet and 
not take any consideration that they wou ld have any 
l icence for either b i ngo or a casino.  They acknowl
edged that to m e  and I could show the letter to the 
Members of this House and the honourable member i f  
he wants to see it. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La 
Verendrye. 

MR. R.  BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, in l ight ofthe fact that 
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b u i l d i ng was supposed to be used for a casino and 
now apparently is not functional for casino purposes. 
I have a further q uestion to the M i n ister in charge of 
Lotteries. I wonder i f  he could tell me whether the 
Lottery Licensing Board made that decision or i f  the 
M i n i ster made the decision. 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: I made the decis ion to write 
to that g roup so they wou ldn't go u nder the assump
tion they wou ld have an automatic l i cence, either for a 
casino l i ke it seems to have been the style the last few 
years, or that they could  operate a commercial b ingo. 
They wou ld have to be s u bject to the same pol i cy that 
would be made after we received the Jewers Report 
and the pol ic ies are made and announced in th is  
House. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, a question to the M i n
ister i n  charge of Economic Development and Tour
ism . Th is  then begs the q uest ion.  i f  the M i n ister i n  
charge o f  Lotteries i nformed the Festival d u  Voyageur 
that they did not have an automatic l i cence for a 
casino.  can the M i n i ster now - and s ince that was part 
and parcel of the economic viabi l ity of that fac i l ity 
- ( l nterject ion)-

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n i ster of Health 
on  a Point of Order. 

HON. l. DESJARDINS: The mem ber ins ists on 
repeat ing and tel l i ng the members of th is House and 
I 'm answering  that wasn't the case. We have docu
mentation to prove that;  that wasn't even taken into 
consideration at any t ime. 

MR. R. BANMAN: M r. Speaker, since -(l nterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, I wonder i f  the M i n is
ter of Econom i c  Development and Tourism would  
provide the House wi th  the  rat ionale, the  feas ib i l ity 
workings with regard to that fac i l ity so that we can 
have a look and see whether or not the $1 25,000 was 
expended in a proper and fiscally p rudent manner so 
that we can assure the taxpayers of Manitoba that th is  
part icular  i nstance is one that was studied very tho
roughly before it  was gone i nto. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i nister of Economic 
Development. 

HON. M. SMITH: Yes, M r. Speaker. When we received 
the request for a g rant by the Festival, the Honourable 
M i n ister responsible for Lotteries and myself met 
together and realized that there m ight be some 
assum ption on  the part of the Festival that there was 
going to be a reg u lar l icence for them to operate 
casi nos there and that might  in fact leave them to 
undertake a more ambit ious project than was reaso
nable. So we u ndertook to meet with them, M r. 
Speaker, and explain to them that we were not i n  a 
position to guarantee them any r ight to hold casinos 
there d u ri n g  the part of the year when the Festival 
proper was not in session and that we wanted them 
not to make any assu mptions they were f inancing that 
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bu i ld ing with the expectation of casino funds. There
fore, I t h i n k  what we d id  was ask them to review their  
plans and we i n  fact made very careful detai ls i n  offer
ing the g rant to exclude any dependency on casino 
funds. 

In fact, we did reduce the amount that was g iven to 
them from their or ig inal  request because we thought 
there had been somewhat - how shal l  I say? - an 
excessive expendi ture pattern laid out and we felt we 
shouldn't be responsible for rather ambit ious p lan
n i ng on their  part The part of the operation that we felt 
we could ,  in good conscience fund,  was the faci l ity 
which does have meet ing rooms that are complemen
tary to our Convention Centre. They have a smal ler
scale room which is avai lable for those conventions, 
large meetings,  which often get bumped from the big 
Convention Centre because i t  has to g ive pr:urity to 
national or i nternational conventions.  We examined it 
very careful ly in relation to that faci l ity and then made 
very clear to the o rgan izers of the Festival that we 
wanted to support their  festival activities in the winter, 
but not an ongoing casino activity. I t  i s  fully docu
mented and I t h i n k  the $1 25,000 is  clearly designated 
to the tourism components of that operation.  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. 
Time for question period having exp i red. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

THRONE SPEECH DEBATE 

MR. SPEAKE R :  On the proposed motion of the 
Honourable Member for R iel and the motion i n  
amendment to by t h e  Honourable Leader o f  the 
Opposit ion ,  stand ing  i n  the name of the Honourable 
Member for St. Norbert 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, thank you very much.  
Mr .  Speaker, I too, l i ke others who have spoken i n  th is  
debate, am happy to see that  you, S i r, have recovered 
from the health problems that you had d u ri n g  the last 
Session and, very s incerely, extend to you my best 
wishes for a healthy Session and many more unt i l  th is  
Session u lt imately prorogues. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday my Leader referred to the 
NOP election document, "A Clear Choice for Manito
bans," as the most m is leading election document ever 
produced by a pol it ical  party i n  Manitoba. M r. Speaker. 
he was m o re than accurate. Contained with i n  that 
document was a promise which I don't bel ieve he 
referred to, but it  was one that said,  "An NOP Govern
ment would take act ion to get Man itoba's tro u bled 
economy moving agai n  and restore vital i ty to the p ro
vincia l  economy." Mr .  Speaker, I t h i n k  it's fair ,  as he 
d id ,  to judge the honesty and the i ntegrity of a 
Government by what it promises to do and by what it  
actual ly does. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, the M in ister of F i nance tabled 
the latest Q uarterly F inancial  Statement in th is  House 
showing a predicted deficit of $498.4 m i l l ion ,  double 
the deficit  of the last fiscal year. Mr .  Speaker, do you 
reca l l ,  the people of Man itoba wi l l  reca l l ,  the com
ments of the F i rst M i n ister, when shortly after assum
ing office or just before assum ing office, when the 
latest Quarterly Report was issued that ind icated a 
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deficit of some $257 m i l l ion  how u pset the F i rst M i n is
ter was, how he i n dicated i t  wou ld  be i m poss i ble for 
their Government u nder these c i rcumstances to carry 
on, that th is  was such a bu rden that the Conservative 
Government had thrown u pon them and how i r res
ponsible it  was for us to have had a defic it  i n  that 
amount. N ow we have witnessed, Mr. Speaker, the 
abi l ity of the M i n i ster of F inance in this part icu lar 
Government to manage the economic affairs of the 
Provi nce of Manitoba, $498.4 m i l l ion or half  a b i l l ion 
deficit predicted by the end of th is year. 

I suppose, taken by itself, it's not that important, Mr .  
Speaker, but I th ink  we have to look seriously at  the 
i m pl ications for the province as a whole. One of the 
f i rst questions that comes to m i n d ,  M r. Speaker, is, 
what w i l l  this do to the credit rat ing of this province? 
There was some doubts expressed, as I reca l l ,  when 
the B u dget was announced last spring by the F i nance 
M i n ister as to the effect of that def ic it  on the credi t  
rat ing of th is province. M r. Speaker, i t  w i l l  be i nterest
i n g  to learn in coming days and weeks what effect the 
amount of this def ic it  i s  going to have on the credit 
rating of th is  province. 

In addit ion,  M r. Speaker, our Leader referred to the 
burden part icularly on the younger people of this pro
v ince who are going to have to pay off these k inds of 
debts. This ,  without q uestion ,  i s  going to i mpose a 
b u rden on the people of th is provi n ce to retire a deficit 
of th is  size and it i s  i n c u mbent, Mr .  Speaker, u pon this 
Government who admitted i n  the Throne Speech that 
there was a recession u nder way when they took 
office. They admitted that i n  the Throne Speech but,  
yet, they ran u p  a deficit l ike this,  but it is i ncumbent 
u pon them,  Mr. Speaker, to gain control of the f inan
ces of this p rovince in the best i nterests of th is pro
v ince.  We, as our Leader has said ,  w i l l  do everyt h i n g  
w e  c a n ,  M r. Speaker, t o  deal w i t h  that issue a n d  to 
offer constructive crit ic ism. 

There appears to be, Mr.  Speaker,  very l i ttle s i m i lar
ity between what this Government says it w i l l  do and 
what i t  actual ly does. Mr. Speaker, i t  persists in self
serv ing rhetor ic and attempts to fool and delude the 
people of th is  province. 

On Page 9, M r. Speaker, of the Throne Speech, they 
stated that "The residents of this prov ince have the 
right to demand of their elected off ic ials the h i ghest 
possible standards and to that end,  legislation deal ing 
with confl ict of i nterest of members of the Legislative 
Assembly and conf l ict of i nterest of mem bers of 
M u ni ci pal Counci ls wi l l  be i ntroduced." 

Mr. Speaker, I t h i n k  it  would be much more to the 
point i f  they wish to achieve that objective, because 
it's certai n ly a r ight that the residents of th is  province 
have, but it  wou ld  be much more to the point i f  the 
Government i n  its election documents, i n  al l  of its 
statements, would stick to the truth and be honest 
with the people of Manitoba. That would be much 
more i m portant to the residents of th is provi nce than 
the k i n ds of statements we've had to deal with and the 
k i nds of election p romises that were offered to the 
people of Manitoba when we look at the results of 
what has occurred. 

M r. Speaker, they cont inue to offer to the people of 
Manitoba th is  self-serv ing rhetoric. On Fr iday last, Mr .  
Speaker, I t h i n k  the Premier  of th is  p rovince sunk to 
the lowest level that I have seen h i m  go.  He sa id  on 
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Page 9 of Hansard i n  response to a q uestion of the 
Leader of the Opposition ,  "The Honourable Leader of 
the Opposit ion should then identify for us, item by 
item by item, not just peanut items but substantial  
i tems because th is  Government, u n l i ke the previous 
Government of the Provi n ce of Manitoba, does not 
intend to k ick the crutches out from underneath the 
handicapped i n  the p rovince." Mr .  Speaker, that k i n d  
o f  statement, an outr ight l ie  from t h e  Premier o f  t h i s  
province t o  other elected representatives causes me, 
certa in ly  personal ly ,  and I know causes members of 
th is  O pposit ion ,  a g reat deal of concern, S i r. I had the 
oppo rtun i ty ,  Mr .  Speaker, when I served on C ity 
Coun c i l  as Chairman of the Works and Operations 
Committee, S i r ,  to i n it iate i n  the C ity of W i n n i peg the 
Handi-Transit system, and I g ive credit to the N O P  
Government o f  that day for complying with the request 
from the C ity of W i n n i peg to offer some f inancial  s u p
port. We i n it iated that program ,  Mr .  Speaker, and it's 
not only - it's not perfect, noth ing is perfect - but it's a 
good system for transportation of physical ly handi
capped people and probably one of the best certain ly  
i n  North America. 

Our Government carried out programs w h i le i n  
office t o  support the r ights o f  handicapped people, 
Mr. Speaker, and to have the Premier make a com
ment l i ke this you k n ow when i t  comes from the 
Premier  of the prov i nce it comes from the off ice of the 
Premier  - there are people out there who bel ieve that 
kind of comment. M r. Speaker, I personal ly resent that 
and I t h i n k  every member on  th is  s ide resents that and 
I hope perhaps one of the few members who is  in  the 
House from the opposite side wil l  br ing that to the 
attention of the F i rst M i n ister because I t h i n k  he 
should,  i n  al l  honesty, withdraw that statement. 

M r. S peaker, the Government however continues 
with its propensity to d iverge from the truth and 
offered recently to the press, to the media and to the 
pub l ic ,  a report on act ion taken by the N O P  Govern
ment,  December, 1 98 1  to November, 1 982. In that 
report, M r .  Speaker, I'm only going to deal with a few 
paragraphs, but i n  the second-last paragraph on the 
f i rst page, they talked about, " Fo r  the f i rst time i n  
several years, Manitoba's forecast t o  have one o f  the 
best economic  performances of any province." M r .  
Speaker, we've heard t h e  Q uarterly F i nancial  Report 
today. They k new that was coming so maybe it was at 
the pr inter's, M r. Speaker. But  despite the M i n i ster of 
F i nance's and the Government's knowledge of th is 
report, they made a statement l i ke that to the people of 
Manitoba. 

They went on, M r. Speaker, i nthe last paragraph on 
that page that said, 
"Many i n d ividuals and g roups that seem to be losing 
hope in the future have some expectation of a better 
l i fe for themselves and their  c h i ldren . "  Explain that, 
M r. Speaker, to the 5,371 i nd ividuals or fami l ies who 
are on welfare in the C ity of W i n n i peg, an increase of 
1 3 1  percent over the 2,322 welfare cases j ust 1 2  
months ago when this Government just took office. 

Mr. Speaker, they go on to talk about the good start 
made by the new N O P  Government. They talk about a 
one-time $23 m i l l ion Interest Rate Rel ief Program. 
Wel l ,  I know, M r. Speaker, the Member for Tuxedo is 
going to want to ask some questions about that, l i ke 
it's been described as a $23 m i l l ion I nterest Rate Rel ief 
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Program for months and months and months, but 
have they really spent any more than $5 m i l l ion? And 
why did they only spend $5 m i l l ion? Because they so 
restricted the req u i rements u nder that program that 
those are all the people who have been able to qual i fy,  
M r. Speaker. We told them that during Est imates last 
year, that they had to loosen up the restrictions to help 
the people who were being h u rt. We k now there was 
someth ing l ike 1 76 percentage increase in bankrupt
cies. - ( I nterject ion)- New northern pol ic ies are evi
dent, they sure are, Mr. Speaker. Tel l  that to the m i n
ers up North. 

They go on ,  Mr .  Speaker, to talk about restoration of 
the health care system as being led by an i ncrease of 
almost 1 00 percent in health construction. M r. Speaker, 
they very conveniently omit  to mention that it  was our  
construction p rogram that we p lanned and worked on 
and had started the two years pr ior to our defeat. It 's a 
good p rogram, Mr .  Speaker. We're happy they're pro
ceedi n g  with it.  In fact, the only good th ings you' l l  f ind 
as you go through th is  report are the programs that we 
had i m plemented and they are carry ing on.  Every
th ing else, M r. Speaker, has been botched. 

L ikewise, Mr. Speaker, they go on to say on Page 4, 
"That legislation to establ ish a Manitoba Oil and Gas 
Corporation is  being prepared on  the basis  of consul
tation with our fast expand ing  oil industry." Why do 
we have a fast expand i ng oil industry, Mr. Speaker? 
We have it because we changed the rates of taxation i n  
that particular industry and that's why it has expanded. 

Here's one of the funniest ones of a l l ,  Mr. Speaker. 
"Hydro development pol icy has been broadened to 
i nclude all possib le markets, rather than one to the 
exclusion of others." M r. Speaker, they've botched the 
Western G ri d  and now they're trying  to tell us that 
hydro development pol icy has been broadened. The 
fact of the matter is ,  Mr. Speaker, u nder this Govern
ment because of their actions, there will be no hydro 
development in Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, they go on to talk about - and I want to 
expand on this later on because they have the nerve 
agai n  to talk about increased g rants to school d iv
is ions i n  m un i c i pal ities to ease the property tax 
burden. We k now, and I 've said it  on n umerous occa
sions but it  bears repeat i n g  once again ,  u nder th is  
government taxes i n  the C ity of W i n n i peg School D iv
is ion on an average $7,000 assessed home have more 
than doubled in one year over the total increase over a 
four-year period u nder the Conservative Government. 
I f  that's easing the property tax burden, and they 
imp l ic itly refer to it  again in the Throne Speech ,  the 
homeowners in the C ity of W i n n i peg and owners of 
property throughout th is  prov ince, I take it, are in for 
another large property tax increase and that's not 
certa i n ly what this NOP Party promised to the people 
of Man itoba. 

They go on to talk about jobs and labour and I want 
to deal with that in some detail as they move on. The 
u nemployment situation, M r. Speaker, has to be the 
bottom-l ine statistic in  the consideration of the per
formance of any Government. Th is  November, 1 982 
labour force survey, M r .  Speaker, wh ich was d istr i b
uted on Fr iday last, shows 52,000 unemployed people 
i n  the Prov ince of Manitoba. And what is even worse, 
we f ind out that the C ity of W i n n i peg now has the 
second h ig hest u nem ployment rate of any major c ity 
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in Western Canada and this Government keeps say ing 
that  th ings are bad ,  but we're not  do ing as badly as 
other p rovinces. But  I want them to answer the q ues
t ion then, and perhaps the M i n ister of Labour can 
offer an answer to it .  The national actual u nem ploy
ment rate has increased 54 percent, comparing 
November,  1 982 to Novem ber of 1 981 , but Mani toba's 
rate has increased over that same period 79 percent, 
much much h ig her than the national rate. I don't cal l  
that, M r. Speaker, better performance than a l l  other 
provinces i n  Canada. - ( I nterjection)- I d idn't hear 
that remark, Mr .  Speaker, if  the member wants to 
repeat it  louder. 

I f  you recall the f igures for the month of August, Mr .  
Speaker, we had the h ighest rate of increase i n  u nem
ployment and now aga i n ,  in November of 1 982, sea
sonally adjusted, we have the h ighest increase of any 
province. 

M r. Speaker, I 'm not trying to gloat over these statis
tics. I th ink ,  Mr. Speaker, they are tragic. They are not 
just stat ist ics, M r. S peaker, as we all should k now. 
Each one of those n u m bers, Mr. Speaker, represents a 
h uman being, an i nd iv idual ,  a resident of th is pro
v ince. A certain n u m ber may be l iv ing alone, but many 
of whom may be support ing a spouse, a fam i ly ,  per
haps a s ingle-parent fam i ly .  Mr. Speaker, there's a 
story of human misery and tragedy behi n d  each one 
of these statistics. 

I have been called, Mr. Speaker, in past months by 
many people u nemployed, as I'm sure many members 
here have. M r. Speaker, when you talk to a Versat i le  
employee, a young married man with a young fam i l y  
a n d  a mortgage payment, concerned about losing h is  
home,  la id off; Mr .  Speaker, when you talk to  U n iver
sity of Manitoba g raduates, one i n  part icu lar told me 
the  other day he graduated wi th  a Master's degree i n  
Busi ness Administration a n d  can't f ind a job. 

M r. Speaker, those f igures, those statistics, the 
n u m bers represent 52,000 cases of human m i sery and 
tragedy. I don't  part icularly want to emphasize one 
g roup over another according to ages, Mr .  Speaker, 
but in Manitoba in the 1 5-24 year category, the u nem
ployment percentage is 1 6.4 percent. M r. Speaker, 
these are the people whom we've been t ra i n i n g  and 
we've been educat ing in our educational system and 
we've been tel l i n g  them, perhaps as parents, to work 
hard in school ,  to take a cou rse, to learn a trade, to do 
somet h i ng to get a job.  Then they g raduate, M r. 
Speaker, and there is noth ing avai lable for them. The 
M i n ister of Labour,  I take it, i s  not that concerned with 
hearing about the tragedies that are existing in 
u nemployment. 

M r. Speaker, those examples that I mentioned are 
on ly a few. As I said at the beg i n n ing with respect to 
u nemployment,  those stat ist ics have to be the 
bottom-l ine statistics. They have to be the most 
i m portant i n d ication of the performance of the 
Government. Whatever pol itical stripe the Govern
ment is ,  they have to be most concerned with that type 
of situat ion ,  M r. Speaker. What has to occur ,  I th ink ,  
and I suggest to  the Govern ment, i s  that they have to  
deal solely w i th  the  problem of u nemployment. Every 
facet of their  activity, every consideration of any 
f inancial  spending i n  their  Estimates, M r. Speaker, 
has to be d i rected at the i mpact on  employment in th is 
province, because you s imply can't have that many 
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people u nemployed. It's absolutely tragic.  What is 
even more d isturb ing ,  Mr .  Speaker, i s  that from the 
predict ions we read about by economists, it  looks l i ke 
it w i l l  be gett ing worse and that i mposes the h i ghest 
poss ib le responsib i l ity on the part of the Government 
to deal solely with this problem of u nemployment. 

The t h i n g  that should be done, M r. Speaker, i s  I 
t h i n k  they can forget about a lot of these t h ings that 
are i n  the Throne Speech. You know, they talk about 
human r ights. Wel l ,  i f  you don't have a job, Mr .  
Speaker, you don' t  have very many rights. There are 
so many th ings that are mentioned in th is Throne 
Speech, M r. Speaker, that should be, I suggest, just 
scrapped at least for th is  Legislative Session so that 
this Government can concentrate solely on the prob
lem of u nemployment, because it's gett ing  worse. 
When the Member for Turtle Mountain and the Leader 
of the Opposition called for a B udget to be brought i n  
a s  early a s  possible,  they called for the House to b e  
recal led a s  early a s  possi ble after Christmas a n d  New 
Year's, M r .  Speaker. I support that because that has to 
happen in order that the problem of u nemployment is 
addressed properly. 

In address ing that problem, Mr. Speaker, they have 
to look at whether or not they can cont inue the payro l l  
tax. Nearly everybody i n  the p rovince, M r. Speaker, 
certa in ly  the in terested g roups, the construction 
i n d ustry - you can go through them - the Chamber of 
Commerce, i n d iv idual employers, and I 've talked to 
i n d iv idual  employees and employers across th is  pro
v ince who bel ieve it's a tax on  employment. There is 
no q uestion about it.  I t  i s  a very regressive tax. 
Whether you make a profit o r  not, you have to pay the 
tax and with the cash-flow d ifficult ies that many smal l  
businesses and large businesses are having these 
days, eventua l ly  it gets down to the company laying 
off  an employee or reducing the wages of an employee 
or not taki n g  on another employee that m i g ht have 
been h i red otherwise in order to pay the payro l l  tax. 
Mr. Speaker, they have to, in the consideration of the 
serious u nem ployment statistics, l ook at that payroll 
tax situation. 

A smal ler point on  that tax, we've heard over the 
past year the concern of this Government with respect 
to day care standards, Mr .  Speaker, i m p rovin g  the 
standards of day care. I th ink ,  M r. Speaker, we had a 
good record i n  that part icular area. We increased the 
n u m ber of centres considerably and spent a g reat 
deal of money in that part icular  area. But  I was in a day 
care centre the other day, Mr. Speaker, in the fal l .  
They had a fixed b udget approved. They are hard
pressed for money.  The people who work in the day 
care centres are not paid that wel l .  as we know, but 
they had to pay, in October, the payrol l  tax. They had 
to f ind ,  somewhere with i n  their budget, money to pay 
the payrol l  tax - and don't tell me that's not go ing to 
affect the standard of care for the ch i ldren in that 
part icular day school.  Mr. Speaker, there has to be 
some rational approach to that tax because it's j ust 
regressive. It's a wrong type of tax and has to be 
withdrawn. 

Now, M r. Speaker, we've heard a lot about the Eco
nomic Summit  and then , r ight after the Economic 
Summit ,  and the Member for Lakeside asked a ques
t ion, we get an announcement i n  the Throne Speech 
that we're going to have a publ ic  l i fe i nsurance corn-
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pany in Manitoba and we're going to have ManOi l .  We 
a l ready have the payro l l  tax, M r. Speaker, and there 
are really no i n it iatives for the pr ivate sector in th is  
Throne Speech. 

In "A Clear Choice for Manitobans." they talked 
about provid ing an economic c l imate, bu i ld i ng a great 
future. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to th is Government that 
by these k inds of actions they are not creati n g  the k i n d  
of i nvestment c l imate i n  Manitoba that w i l l  create new 
employment opportun it ies in Manitoba and part icu
larly, the Premier of th is province should remember 
that he has to compete with three other western pro
vinces. B .C. ,  A lberta and Saskatchewan, and there are 
many matters where i nterprovincia l  co-operation par
t icu larly between the western prov inces can prove 
beneficial  for the Province of Manitoba. 

They have lost the Western G ri d  but there sti l l  are 
other projects out there that western Governments 
have d iscussed for a n u m ber of years where co
operation can br ing benefits to Manitoba. But,  Mr .  
Speaker, we have the Premier of th is  province out  
campa ign ing on  behalf of the N O P  i n  each of those 
provinces. He was in A lberta d ur ing the elect ion;  he 
was in Saskatchewan and he's just been in B . C  . .  -
( Interjection)- Wel l ,  it was just before the elect ion.  
There's no law, no,  in response to the M i n i ster of 
Health , there's no law, Mr. Speaker. 

But I suggest to the Premier and to the N O P  
Government that t h e  people i n  those provinces elect 
the i r  G overnment and he should deal with them. It's 
more important for h i m  to be co-operati n g  with the 
governments of those provinces, rather than out try
i n g  to defeat the Government. It just doesn't make 
sense. It's someth ing  we d idn't do,  Mr. Speaker, and 
there are very very few provincial  Premiers who i nter
fere i n  the electoral act ivi ties of other provi n ces. I am 
just say ing  to  h im ,  Manitoba needs the co-operation 
of the other  western prov inces to create employment 
opportun i t ies in Manitoba and I suggest, Mr. Speaker, 
that he confine his partisan pol it ical activities to the 
Province of Manitoba in order to gain the co-operation 
of the other western provinces. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I'm g lad the M i n ister for U rban 
Affai rs i s  here. I have talked about the i n c rease in the 
rate of real property taxation in Manitoba and they 

· have some c l iches in the Throne Speech about 
increased grants to the City of W i n n i peg. I hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that they w i l l  offer some real f inancial  sup
port to them th is  year so that the c it izens of th is  city d o  
n o t  have t o  bear t h e  burden o f  t h e  k i nds o f  increases 
that they had last year. 

N ow, M r. Speaker, in one area. I wou ld l i ke the 
M i n i ster of U rban Affa i rs ,  perhaps dur ing  the Throne 
Speech o r  I 'd  certain ly prefer to see it before this 
Session adjourns over the Christmas and New Year 
period, I would  l i ke  to have h i m  expla in  why the Pro
vincial  Government is meet ing with the Federal 
Government on the q uestion of the Shoal  Lake Devel
opment without the part ic ipation of the City of Win
n i peg . Why, M r .  Speaker, does the C ity G overnment 
have to go to the extent of ma i l i ng  a broc h u re to every 
resident of the city to the effect that W i n n i peg's water 
supply needs protection i n  order to ga in  support from 
the residents of this city so that they have a position of 
strength to deal with the Provincial  Government who, 
according to an editorial  i n  the W i n n i peg Free Press 
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today says, "The Provincial Government Manitobans 
have. however. has taken a variety of obscure or 
equ i vocal positions which seem to reflect a desire to 
conci l iate the I ndian band and to pun ish  the city." 
There should be, Mr .  Speaker. some answers. -
( I nterjection)- You're worried about the water? There 
is no  question we're worried about the water and we 
want to ask the M i n ister and the Government, why 
aren't they support ing the city? The C ity Counci l  and 
the Mayor are concerned about the water. That's their 
pr imary concern, about protecting the water supply 
for the City of W i n n i peg. So why do we have the 
Provinc ial Government meet ing with the Federal 
Government to talk about th is  problem without the 
City of Winn ipeg's part ic ipation, M r. Speaker? 

Mr. Speaker, there has been nothi n g  but confronta
tion by this Government with the City of W i n n i peg 
s ince they were elected. I don't know whether it's a 
make-work project for the 1 9  additional people they 
h i red to form the U rban Affairs Department. You 
know ,  he's had a g reat month in November, the M i n is
ter of U rban Affa i rs ,  M r. Speaker. At the last possible 
moment whi le the Executive Pol icy Committee was 
considering Plan W i n n i peg, he d ropped i n  thei r laps a 
1 2-page detailed letter of h i s  concerns on Plan Win
n i peg, after the publ ic  heari ngs were completed, Mr .  
Speaker. O n  Page 3 of that  letter he said ,  "One of the 
fol lowing specific u rban pol icy objectives could  be 
defined to promote citizens' i nput in  the decision
making processes that d i rectly or i n d i rectly affect 
them ."  Wel l ,  he gave them th is  detai led in formation 
after the p u b l ic hearings were conluded, so that h is 
letter was not s ubject to the p u b l ic hear ing p rocess, 
M r .  Speaker. He described it on  Page 2 as "a prel i m i
nary l isting  of prov i ncia l  u rban pol icy objectives." A re 
there more,  M r. Speaker? He j ust doesn't want the city 
to deal with their m u n i c i pal responsib i l ities. He wants 
them, I suppose in recogn it ion of their lack of ab i l ity to 
deal with th is  problem, to take over the problem of 
creati n g  employment opportun it ies. 

Mr. Speaker, he  wants to have the r ight  to veto any 
major transportation project in the C ity of Winn ipeg. 
He wants to reserve the r ight to approve o r  reject 
specific prog rams out l ined in Plan W i n n i peg to 
accommodate anticipated g rowth for the next 20 
years. He wants them to p lan ,  but he wants to have the 
r ight to veto any particu lar project, Mr .  Speaker. 

We have seen, M r .  Speaker, the articles of recent 
days in which the counci l lors are tal k i ng about the 
Logan Avenue I ndustr ial Park u nder the Core A rea 
I n it iative Program and say ing ,  "The problems arise 
from provincial  ins istance on changing aspects of the 
plan." Mr. Speaker, I don't d ispute that there w i l l  be 
items where a C ity Government and a Provincia l  
Government wi l l  have a d ifference of op in ion but to 
have so many is a lmost m ind-boggl ing - what has 
occurred in one short year. 

M r. Speaker, they have real ly achieved very l i ttle 
progress with respect to the Core Area l n i ative or the 
ARC Program . the development of the east yards and 
the development north of Portage Avenue. They had 
some major development programs for the C ity of 
W i n n i peg u nder the ARC Program and the Core Area 
I n it iative but noth ing has occurred . 

Mr .  Speaker, they talked about co-operative federal
ism . I wish they would  exercise that in reverse and 
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exercise some co-operation with the Mayor and C ity 
Counc i l .  I th ink  the Mayor and the Members of City 
Counci l  have to be respected as elected representa
tives from the C ity of W i n n i peg for the matters u nder 
thei r respons ib i l ity and it is wrong, M r. Speaker, for 
the Provinc ia l  Government on so many matters to be 
ins istent on i mposing their  own part icular views on 
the democratically elected C ity Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, apparently in this Throne Speech 
they are going to make amendments or propose 
amendments to th is  Legislature to make counc i l lors 
more accessib le to the p u b l ic .  I t  w i l l  be i nterest ing to 
see what k i n d  of proposals come forward in that par
t icular area because I suggest, Mr. Speaker. that 
counc i l lors - and I 've worked with them and talked 
with them s i nce they are much more accessib le to the 
p u b l ic than members of th is  Legislature or members 
of the Federal Government are, Mr. Speaker, get 1 5 ,  20 
phone cal ls a day from residents of their  ward. I n  
terms o f  comm u nication with t h e  pub l ic  I found,  a s  a 
City counci l lor ,  you were i n  touch a thousand t imes 
more with residents of your constituency than you are 
in the Prov incial  Legislature. There is a reason for it; i t  
is because the people phone about local problems a l l  
of the t ime and they look to a counci l lor  to resolve a l l  
local problems. The Provinc ia l  Legislature is involved 
in much broader programs so you don't have the same 
n u m ber of communications with your constituents as 
you do at the city level but it  w i l l  be i nteresti n g  to see 
what the M i n i ster proposes in order to make coun c i l
lors more accessible to the pub l ic .  I suspect he s imply 
wi l l  not be satisfied that they are accessible enough 
u nless they agree with him, Mr .  Speaker. 

He has ind icated dur ing the f irst year in office, I 
th ink ,  a lack of ab i l i ty to work with the democratical ly 
elected Mayor and members of C ity Counci l  and th is 
proposal to amend the Legislation i n  that way is  just 
another ind ication of that particular fai l i ng.  

I t  was interest ing ,  Mr .  Speaker. dur ing the elect ion,  
that my previous Deputy M i n ister, now the M in i ster's 
Deputy M i n ister, at that t ime an N O P  candidate, said 
the PC Party was not committed to the Core Area 
I n i tiative. Wel l ,  as I have said, v i rtual ly noth ing has 
happened u nder th is Government for the City of Win
n i peg u nder the Core Area I n itiative and u nder the 
ARC Program.  There are many programs there that 
could  have been very d irectly connected with helping 
to solve the monstrous u nemployment situation which 
exists i n  th is province but there is very l i tt le develop
ment other than the development of a bureaucracy i n  
h i s  department a n d  what tends t o  appear a s  a devel
opment of a bureaucracy in the Core A rea I n itiative 
u nder the leadersh ip  of his now Deputy M i n i ster can
d idate and former NOP candidate. 

Mr. Speaker, we wou ld l ike to k now from the M i n is
ter, and the M i n ister i s  slowly reach ing  that period of 
t ime, the beg i n n i n g  of the new fiscal year for the City 
of W i n n i peg, what f inancial  suppo rt wi l l  the Prov incia l  
Government be prov id ing to the C ity of W i n n i peg and 
what, part icu larly i n  view of th is  report today, wi l l  be 
the City's share of u nconditional g rants for the com
ing year? W i l l  there be an increase from that program 
or w i l l  there be a decrease in that part icular program 
for the revenues of the City of Winn ipeg? Those 
should be announced very clearly and very q uick ly ,  
Mr .  Speaker. What wi l l  be the degree of support for the 
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City of Winn ipeg for its Capital Construction Program? 
M r. Speaker, the record of this part icular Govern

ment with respect to the area of U rban Affairs in the 
City of Winn ipeg where we now have the second 
h i ghest unemployment rate of any major city in West
ern Canada; where we have confrontation with the 
City of Winn ipeg; where we have an i ntolerable 
increase i n  the b u rden of taxation on City of Winn ipeg 
residents d u ri n g  the past year; we have outright i nter
ference in the normal activities of the City of Winn ipeg 
by the M i n ister and th is  part icular Government and, 
M r. Speaker, I should rem ind the M i n ister of U rban 
Affai rs that when I was a member of City Counc i l ,  in 
dea l ing  with the then Premier Schreyer's Govern
ment, even Premier Schreyer at that time was extremely 
reluctant to attempt to dupl icate the Civi l  Service of 
the City of Winn ipeg and refused to do so in many 
areas. Apparently that wiser viewpoint,  Mr .  S peaker, 
has now been lost in the NOP. 

M r. Speaker, the performance of th is  Government is 
so serious in its ramifications and effects, not only for 
the people of the City of Winn ipeg, for the prov ince as 
a whole, that they, in order to restore any cred i b i l ity, 
I'm sure wi l l  want to brush aside some of the less 
i mportant matters that are referred to in th is  Throne 
Speech and come back to th is  Legislature as soon 
after Christmas and New Year's as possib le to go 
through these Est imates with a view to attemptin g  to 
help some of the now 52,000 u nemployed people who 
are out of work,  help to f ind and create some employ
ment opportunities for those people, M r. Speaker. 
That is  the bottom-l ine statistic; that is the basic fail
u re of this Government, M r. Speaker, and it's one that, 
i n  the p u b l ic i nterest, sett ing aside any partisan ,  pol it
ical p h i losophies or d ifferences of op in ion with 
members opposite simply has to be dealt with because 
it's a story of h uman tragedy and m i sery and a story of 
a large n um ber of young people who are losing hope 
i n  the future and it s imply  has to be dealt with and has 
to be resolved. 

Thank you. 

M R .  SPEAK E R :  The H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
R u pertsland. 

MR. E. HARPER: M r. Speaker, f irst I would l ike to 
congratulate you on your performance u nder g reat 
pressure and d u ri n g  diff icult decisions. I wish you the 
best of health and that you wi l l  continue to serve the 
House and the citizens of Manitoba. 

I also would  like to extend my cong ratulations to the 
new Deputy Speaker and also the Chairman of the 
committees. 

M r. S peaker, I am honoured to take part in th is  
Throne Speech Debate. I speak to you today as the 
f i rst Treaty I ndian sittin g  i n  th is  House and also in 
Government. This u n iqueness confers u pon me the 
respons ib i l ity not only of speak ing for my constitu
ents of R u pertsland,  b ut also to try to convey to my 
fel low M LAs and through them to the cit izens of 
Man itoba the views and aspi rations of the aboriginal  
people of Manitoba - the Indian,  the Metis. 

Mr. Speaker, I 'm going to take this oppo rt u nity 
today to try to tel l  you who we are and what we want. I 
i ntend to show you h ow very fragi le the freedoms of 
Native people are and how eroded the rights of Native 
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people are. I welcome the Throne Speech in which the 
Government will be i n  an active role and will work to 
ensu re that justice for Native people is  ach ieved. 

It is essential to review the h istory of o u r  relation
ship. Some u nderstanding of the context of the trea
ties and of The I n d ian Act is fundamental to the 
understand ing  of Native people and i t  is  also funda
mental to the u nderstanding of our position in the 
constitution. 

The treaties are viewed by my people as solemn 
pacts between sovereign nations. We've ceded vasts 
amount of land to the European settlers in return,  M r. 
Speaker, for a n u m ber of r ights and provisions set out 
i n  the treaties. We are not asking for special  status, Mr .  
Speaker. We are asking that treaty ob l igations be fu l
f i l led. Today, these treaty r ights and provisions we 
seek are often d ism issed. As Pierre E l l iot Trudeau 
sai d ,  "We do not th ink  that there are d i fferent catego
ries of Canadians. We believe that all Canadians 
should be equal,  and that it would  be des i rable to 
attempt to define r ights in a way that does not d istin
g u ish between ethn ic  g roups."  

In  fact, M r. Speaker, we are dist inguished from 
other Native g roups by the fact we have ceded land 
and were promised some th ings i n  return.  M r. Tru
deau cannot be ignorant of the s ign if icance of the 
treaties. Yet, Mr .  Speaker, h is  word i ng d ismisses o u r  
treaty r ights. T h e  issue is n o t  well u nderstood b y  the 
general publ ic buy it is  absolutely fundamental to our 
posit ion. The r ights we p u rsue, such as h u nt ing and 
fishing, are not special concessions, Mr .  Speaker. 
They are part of the negotiated settlement over 
ownersh ip  of this country called Canada. We seek 
recogn it ion as a col lectivity, not a m i l l ion i ndividuals,  
not one heterogeneous g roup labeled Native people 
for convenience but,  M r. Speaker, three col lectivi
ties: the Ind ian ,  the Metis and the I n u it .  

It  has been said that a sense of nation is conferred 
by ancestry or world view, s ing leness of p urpose, 
regional s imil arities or a l legiance to some external 
u nifying ideal. Mr. Speaker, Canada is  not obviously 
bound i nto nationhood by any one of these qual i ties, 
rather, some of Canada's national identity is con
ferred by our enormous eth n ic group d iversity. How
ever, the Native peoples of Canada are bound i nto a 

· sense of nationhood by many of these q ual ities. 
We ask for recognit ion as a col lectivity, as a nation. 

Mr .  Speaker, we do not entirely share the l iberal Can
adian ethic of i ndiv idual ism. We do not support the 
concept of u n restrai ned f ree enterprise: rather, M r. 
Speaker, we put the good of the comm u n ity first. 

M r. Speaker, with all the disclaimers about special 
status, I m ust acknowledge one k i nd of special status 
we are g iven. Every national study of socioeconomic 
condit ions o r  social conditions has a special  section 
for Native people. Why? Mr. Speaker, because we 
"enjoy" the h i g hest rates of tuberculosis, the h i ghest 
rate of b irth rate, the earl iest age of death, the most 
admissions to hospitals on a per-capita basis and the 
longest average hospital stay. Mr. Speaker, we also 
enjoy the h i g hest rate of death from motor vehicle 
accidents, homicide and suicide. We have the lowest 
standard of housing,  the most people per room, the 
fewest toi lets, the least run n i n g  water. M r. Speaker, 
we also have the lowest level of education,  the lowest 
per-capita i ncome, and the h i ghest rate of incarcera-
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tion of any group in Canada. 
Mr. Speaker, the Speech from the Throne talks 

about the crisis of 10 percent unemployment. and I 
applaud the moves to ease that b u rden. We hear in the 
news that Sudbury, i n  Ontario, would  be at 33 percent 
u nemployment this winter. How would you like to l ive 
in a comm u nity with 50. 70. 85 percent unemploy
ment? U nemployed Treaty I nd ians are not even fac
tored i nto unemployment statistics u n less they are on 
U I C .  and I don't need to remind you that trappers don't 
even qual ify for U IC.  I f  we were calculated i n  with 
mainstream Canada to produce our social and eco
nomic statistics, the n u m bers would be p u l led in a 
negative way - a national d isgrace. So we get o u r  own 
section,  M r. Speaker. We get special status. The solu
tions we seek are not special status, M r. Speaker. but 
wi l l  eradicate this tragi c  l itany of suffer ing.  

I am now going to turn to address the legislation 
that has affected I ndian people over the years. The 
I n d ian Act evolved from The BNA Act, Section 91  :24. 
This Act gives exclusive j u risdiction to the Canadian 
Parl iament. I t  has jurisdiction and responsib i l ity for 
I nd ians and land reserved for I n d ians. I t  is  well k nown 
that The I n d ian Act, Mr .  Speaker, is  antiquated, mat
ernalistic,  and dysfunctional i nsofar as real economic 
development is concerned. M r .  Speaker, I n d ians were 
merely a p iece of property. The I ndians needed a 
piece of paper from the I ndian Agent tantamount to a 
passport when they traveled off reserves. I guess you 
can say that we were foreigners on our own land. A 
systematic effort to colonize and ass imi late our  peo
ple resu lted in poverty, i l l  health, u nemployment, and 
welfare dependency. M r. Speaker, I mentioned i n  the 
previous Throne Speech I nd ian people acq u i red 
recently a r ight to vote and yet today in 1 982, M r. 
Speaker, the I n dian people are sti l l  governed by the 
M i n ister of I n d ian Affairs by way of The I nd ian Act, a 
form of martial law. 

There have been s ignificant efforts to alter the con
strai nts of the The Ind ian Act. Mr. Speaker, a paper 
was i ntroduced in 1 969 called a White Paper. Th is 
paper sought to dismantle the reserve system. Whi le 
there is m u c h  that's wrong and u njust about the 
reserve system it  at  least provides some guarantee of a 
land base. This proposal, the White Paper, galvanized 
the I ndian comm u n ity into action and the s ubsequent 
debate brought an apparent change in a stance of 
Government. However, Mr. Speaker, some analysts 
have suggested that th is  term i nation option remains 
very much al ive and wel l .  There are documents and 
pol icies i m p lemented that may be interpreted to sug
gest that the pr inc ip les of the White Paper are 
flourish ing.  

Mr .  Speaker, i n  1 982 we have the latest and very 
serious effort to replace The I ndian Act. Legislation 
entitled The I ndian Government B i l l  is being pres
ented as an attractive alternative, M r. Speaker. It is i n  
reality a mechanism for coercing I ndian Bands i nto 
enfranchisement in return for mon ies and some pow
ers of m u n ic ipal governments. I t  is  the mechanism for 
term i nating existing rights. 

I am now going to turn to a description of where we 
are now and try to descri be more of what Native peo
ple want and the reasons why o u r  goals are not well 
u nderstood. Mr .  Speaker. the conditions of reserve 
and northern ru ral l iv ing are forc ing fam i l ies to come 
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to c ities to look for work or for tolerable l iv ing 
conditions. 

No j urisdiction is  w i l l i ng to deal with u rban I ndians. 
There are no efforts to bui ld transition programs 
except where Native people are trying to combat the 
real ity such as the Women's Transition Centre and the 
Native Crisis L ine. So the pressure b ui lds, M r. Speaker. 
More and more fam i l ies are d ri ft ing in, no  job sk i l ls, 
not being able to be employed, s l u m  housing,  crowd
ing,  despair,  fam i ly violence. i n c l ud ing ch i ld  neglect 
and abuse, and also alcoholism and crime. Mr .  
Speaker, over one generation there wi l l  be a loss of the 
tradit ional values of respect for  l iv ing things, honour  
for  th ings we hold sacred and peaceful comm un ity 
l ife. M r. Speaker, I fear for the c urrent generation of 
c h i ld ren g rowing up in cities, in deprivat ion and 
squalor and I fear the social consequence� of this 
generation's expression of h u rt and frustrat ion.  

Mr .  Speaker, in  England i n  the 1 800s, major social 
legislation was enacted to help the poor. In part, this 
move was prompted to protect the upper class from 
contagious disease rampant among lower c lass. Mr .  
Speaker, our  contagious diseases today go beyond 
the standard concept, to inc lude violence. Right now 
we m u rder ourselves and we commit su ic ide at s ix 
t i mes the national  average. Th is  may be described as 
genocide turned inward. 

Mr. Speaker, the expression of anguish can go three 
ways: it can remain i nward, it can turn outward, or it 
can be d issipated through enl ighted legislation and 
pol icy making.  I t  is crucial that we look at the condi
tions of u rban Native people and seek ways of resolv
ing  jurisdictional issues. Mr .  Speaker, the Speech 
from the Throne ind icated m u lt iple and v igorous 
efforts wil l  be u ndertaken by this Government in the 
move to redevelop Winn ipeg's core area. This poten
t ial ly can have a major positive i nf luence on  the r ight 
of u rban Native people and I look forward to s ignifi
cant progress i n  th is  arena. 

M r. Speaker, this Government's record on funding 
services to Native people and part ic ipating i n  tr ipartite 
negotiations is outstanding.  That part icipation has 
been very productive, witness the recent Chi ld  Wel
fare Agreement. The Speech from the Throne sets out 
the i ntent to respond to the needs of Native ch i ldren 
and fam i l ies. We wil l  await the f indings of J udge 
K imelman's Commission. 

Mr .  Speaker, the past and current actions of this 
Government on the issue of Native ch i ldren in foster 
care wi l l  go a long way in assisting us to preserve this 
precious resource. M r. Speaker, the work however wi l l  
not  stop wi th  Native foster homes and Native ch i ld  
care workers. The next pr iority would be to com bat 
the social and economic  cond itions that tear fam i l ies 
apart, that drive parents to neglect or abuse their 
ch i ld ren . 

MR. SPEAKER:  Order please. 
The time being 5:30, I am leaving the Chair  to 

retu rn at 8:00 p . m .  th is  even ing .  When we resume 
th is Debate. the honourable member wi l l  have 21  
m i nutes remain ing .  




