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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Monday, 13 December, 1982 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: Presenting Peti-
tions Read i n g  a n d  Receivi n g  Petitions . 
Presenting Reports by Standing and Special Commit-
tees . Ministerial Statements a n d  Tabli n g  of  
Reports . Notices of Motion 

I NTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

HON. R. PENNER introduced Bill No. 1 8, The Legisla
tive Assembly and Executive Council Conflict of 
I nterest Act - Loi s u r  les conflits d'interets des mem
bres de l'assemblee legislative et du conseil executif: 
and Bill No.  1 9, The S u rvivorship Act - Loi s u r  les 
presomptions de survie. 

HON. A. ADAM introduced Bill No.  2 1 ,  An Act to 
amend The Municipal Act. 

I NTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

M R .  SPEAKER: Before we reach O ral Questions, may 
I direct the attention of honourable members to the 
Gallery where we have 40 students of G rade 1 1  stand
ing from Tee Voc High School. These students are 
u nder the direction of Mr. Joh n D u rh am and the 
school is located in the constituency of the Honoura
ble Minister of Natural Resources. 

On behalf of all the members. I welcome you h ere 
this afternoon. 

MR. SPEAKER: O ral Questions. The Honourable 
Leader of the Opposition. 

H O N. S. LYON: Mr. Speaker, before we embark upon 
O ral Questions, I wish to raise a matter, to be followed 
by a substantive motion, which relates. Sir, in a very 
profound way to the customs and to the traditions of 
th is H ouse, to say nothing of the p rivileges of each 
member of this House and regrettably, Sir, to your 
office. 

Sir,  on Thursday last, d u ring the debate, or the con
t ribution to the debate on the reply to the Speech from 
the Throne by my colleague, the Member for Fort 
G arry, you had occasion to make a ruling with respect 
to an interjection that had been made by the Member 
for B randon East. the Minister of Community Servi
ces, and a subsequent interjection that was made at 
that time by the Minister of Natural Resources. All of 
this is in Hansard, Sir, and I do not attempt to burden 
the House, or you, Sir. with a long dissertation reading 
back from Hansard because it is clearly there for all to 
read and. Sir, it is in  Hansard at Page 1 34 as it appears 
on our desk today. 

I bring to your attention, Sir, that the Hansard repor
ters in titling this matter referred to it as "Speaker's 
R uling ."  and you at that point, Sir, proceeded to make 
a ruling with respect to interjections made by the 
Member for B ran  don East, the Minister of Community 
Services and the Minister of Resources. Then you, Sir, 
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used the words, "I thank the Honourable Minister for 
his support regarding the point that the matter has 
been concluded. I will ask the Member for Fort G arry 
to proceed with his remarks with no further reference 
to the matter which has been concluded." Then you 
called on the Honourable Member for Fort G a rry to 
p roceed: he did that, Sir, and completed his speech 
just before the supper hour ajournment. 

Then, Sir, in the evening of Thursday, December 
9th, we find from Hansard that you came back into the 
House, apologized - this is on Page 1 36 of H ansard -
for being late, said that you were "preparing a proced
u ral statement having to do with the dispute in  the 
House at 5:30 in  the afternoon. I will read it to the 
House when the Member for Fort G arry is present." 

You then proceeded to read, subsequently, in  the 
evening ,  Sir, on  Page 1 40 of Hansard, a short proced
u ral statement ,  as you styled it, to the House. You 
went on to describe that, "just before the 5:30 p.m. 
dinner brea k ,  there was a dispute between members 
of the House. The Member for Fort G arry referred to 
the subject matter of a privilege motion dealt with on  
December 7," and so o n ,  Sir. At the end of your 
remarks, Sir ,  you then said, "The remarks of the 
Honourable Member for Fort G a rry , although in the 
full flight of his oratory and at the climax of his 
remarks were clearly out of order and the two Minis
ters were correct in their objections to a matter 
already decided in the House. Therefore, the Honou
rable Member for Fort G arry should reflect on  his 
remarks and act accordingly to parliamentary prac
tice by with d rawing them." 

Then the debate ensued, Sir, with respect to his 
p urported ruling that you were giving.  The Honoura
ble Member for Fort G arry was asked to withdraw 
remarks on  a matter which he and this side of the 
House certainly felt h ad been concluded in  the after
noon by the ruling that you h ad made. D u ring the 
course of that debate, before the honourable member 
was named on a motion moved by the H ouse Leader, 
supported by the majority of the G overnment, Sir, I 
made this comment on Page 1 42: "I wonder if I might .  
Sir ,  as one who came in after these proceedings 
started, you were on your feet, ask if I may, Sir,  on  
whose initiation does this matter now arise again 
before the House, because if there was no communi
cation while the House was sitting - a n d  I can only 
suggest, Sir, that it would be highly improper for 
anyone to have had any communication with you over 
the dinner hou r - that would be improper and you, Sir, 
would be the first to object to it. Then on whose initia
tion, Sir, does the matter rise, because the matter was 
dealt with this afternoon? The Minister of N atural 
Resources raised the point of order which has been 
read back to us tonight. He was in the u nusual posi
tion this afternoon, Mr. S peaker, you having made a 
ruling ,  that if he wished to oppose your ruling ,  he then 
had to challenge the C hair. He chose not to do that. So 
you, q uite p roperly then, Sir,  told the Member for Fort 
Garry to carry on, not to deal with the topic again ,  
which he didn't ,  and the matter is  finished. You,  Sir ,  as 
the lawyers would say, are functus officio on that  
issue. I t  cannot be raised again, with the g reatest of  
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respect, by anyone." 
T here was other debate. Sir. and I 'm not trying to 

indicate that because I do not read from the others 
who participated in the debate that their contribution 
to the debate was not relevant or. indeed. some might 
even say persuasive. I'm merely trying to sketch the 
outline of the matters which form. regrettably,  the 
necessity for the motion which I am about to put. 

M r. S peaker, the Member for Fort G arry was expell
ed, a proceeding that is not usual in this H ouse. It is 
n ot one that shoul d  be fo l lowed with any regu larity 
except on those occasions where it is absolutely 
necessary to deny the House the services of a member 
for some matter that is clearly an affront to parliamen
tary privilege or to the customs and traditions of our  
parliamentary debate. 

Then,  Sir, on the morning of Friday of last week at 1 0  
o'clock, t he morning immediately after the ejection of 
the Member for Fort G arry, on the O rders of the Day as 
the first item I asked the fol lowing q uestion - and this 
is on Page 1 49 of Hansard: "Yes, M r. Speaker, I have a 
q uestion for the First Minister. Did the First Minister. 
M r. Speaker, any member of his caucus or any third 
party. for or on  behalf of  the First Minister or members 
of the G overnment. make any contact directly or indi
rectly with M r. Speaker on December 9th, relative to 
his rulings during the speech given by the Honourable 
Member for Fort G arry on  the afternoon of December 
9th?" 

The the First Minister responded, Mr. Speaker, " I  
cal led upon M r. Speaker personal ly a t  5:35 p .m. yes
terday, in order to advise the Speaker t hat I wanted a 
copy of the transcript pertaining to the proceedings in 
the l atter part of the afternoon and indicated to the 
Speaker t h at I felt  that some unparliamentary lan
guage had been utilized, partic u larly in respect to 
some references by the Member for Fort Garry in 
relationship to myself ,  and that I expected, upon per
usal of the transcript, to raise the matter of privilege at 
8 o'clock." 

I made a further comment .  Sir. The Attorney
General then stood in his p lace and said, "Mr. Speaker, 
first of a l l .  further in response to the first question 
asked by the Leader of the Opposition,  at approxi
mately 7:50 p.m. yesterday evening I cal led at your 
office to pick up  a copy of the transcript which had 
been requested by the First Minister and picked up 
that transcript. and shortly after left your office. That 
wil l  complete the record on that as far as I am aware." 

There was other debate that took p lace, Sir, that I 
wil l not bu rden the H ouse with .  at that time but it can 
al l  be seen on Pages 1 49 and 1 50 of Hansard of Friday 
last. 

M r. Speaker. I call to your attention particu larly,  Sir. 
the fact t h at on  the evening of Thu rsday the 8th .  I 
brought it to your attention as clearly as I cou ld that if 
there had been any attempt to contact you by members 
of the front bench with respect to matters that had 
occurred in the afternoon in your discharge of your 
duties as the presiding officer Qf this House, that that 
of course, Sir, wou ld be high ly improper. 

You sat in your p lace and there was no response 
made to t hat statement at that time I n deed, as I reca l l .  
and  I 'm subject to  correction on this .  the  First Minister 
was also in his p lace at that time and made no 
response to the impropriety of the front bench. partic-
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u larly the First Minister, going to cal l  upon a Speaker 
with respect to a matter of debate and then later on 
that Speaker coming into the H ouse in the evening 
and making a ruling, Sir, which a l tered the ruling that 
he had made in the afternoon. 

All of these circumstances, Sir, are extremely pain
ful - I want to u n derline - not on ly  to members on  this 
side of the H ouse but I 'm sure to members on all sides 
of the House. Painfu l ,  Sir, to us because of the high 
role w hich you have to p lay i n  this House and the 
general ly  creditable way in w hich you have attempted 
to carry on this onerous responsibility during the past 
year. I said in my remarks. Sir. last Friday, based upon 
the quick  reaction that I had to the words of the First 
Minister, that it wou ld be our intention to consider this 
matter and to present a substantive motion referring 
the matter to Privileges and Elections Committee. 

Sir, it is not our intention to do that because upon 
reflection the evidence goes beyond that necessity. 
U pon reflection, Sir, it is regrettably the necessity of 
the O pposition to move a resol ution that relates 
directly to that conduct and to the only answer that we 
can see. unfortunately, to that conduct. 

Sir, I k n ow it is difficu lt for al l  members of the House 
to deal in matters of this sort because we do respect 
your office. we do respect the individual  who has held 
the office. but a parliament would be a lesser being if  it 
did not. from time to time, take those actions, painfu l  
as they may be ,  which are guaranteed to  ensure that 
the institution of parliament remain an inviolate insti
tution: that the position of the chief presiding officer 
be one that is not capable of being tampered with by 
any majority, no matter how wel l-intentioned that 
majority may be. 

T here is, Sir, such a thing as the tyranny of a major
ity and one of the roles as Bourinot, and as M ay .  and 
as other writers of Parliamentary Procedure underline 
time and time again , that the fundamental role of the 
Speaker is to ensure protection of the minority and at 
the same time to ensure that the wil l of the majority, 
that is to get on  with their business and so on, is not 
totally and completely frustrated. You wil l find no 
argument from us. Sir. with respect to the long estab
lished traditions of what your role is. 

But rising through all of that background and tradi
tion with respect to the impartiality of your role. Sir. is 
the fun damental understanding that you . like Cae
sar's wife, must be beyond question with respect to 
your impartia lity. You cannot be seen in any way 
whatsoever to be catering to the majority in the 
House. or indeed, the minority in the House. but you 
have to remain the impartial arbiter of affairs in the 
House. W hen,  Sir ,  we see reg rettably, that a decision 
made in the afternoon of Thu rsday. December 9th is 
then, for reasons we can on ly speculate upon. changed 
that evening, u ntil we are told the next day that the 
First Minister and the Attorney-General cal led upon 
you with respect to matters raised in that debate then. 
regrettably. it leaves us no option but to move the 
motion that we do. 

I say, Sir,  for the benefit of those who are not part of 
this House and for those who perhaps do not under
stand a l l  of the nuances of parliamentary procedure 
and so on - and I made some reference to this the 
other day in my brief remarks when you were speak
ing on Thursday evening - it is as if a referee of a 



footbal l  game near the end of the second quarter had 
made a ca l l  on a part icu lar  play. Then he came back at 
the beg i n n i n g  of the th i rd q uarter and said, ' I  want to 
change the call that I made in the second quarter 
because I ' ve come to a d i fferent opin ion about that . '  
That,  S ir ,  would be bad enough ,  but then when we f ind 
that the coach of the opposing team had been to see 
the referee dur ing the break ,  that,  S ir ,  is what puts this 
whole situation into the u nfortunate situation that we 
found on Thu rsday and again on Friday. S i r , i t  is ,  as I 
have said before, not a matter that any of us in th is  
H ouse rel ish whatsoever, not one that we re l ish at a l l ,  
but I have no alternative, S i r, but to p lace a motion 
before the House. with regret. 

The motion is as follows, moved by myself, seconded 
by the H onourable Member for Turt le Mountain:  

WHEREAS on the afternoon of December 9 ,  1 982,  
Mr .  Speaker made a ru l i n g  with respect to remarks by 
the H onou rable M ember for Fort G arry; and 

WHEREAS fol l owing the dinner recess, M r. Speaker 
a l tered the aforesaid rul i ng i n  contravention of a l l  
precedents and practices of H ouse debate; and 

WHER EAS the Fi rst M i n ister and the H ouse Leader 
both admitted to contact i n g  M r. S peaker dur ing the 
said d i nn er recess, thereby compromising the impar
tial ity of M r. Speaker: and 

WHEREAS such conduct constitutes a g rave im
propriety and is offensive to the basic conventions 
and tradit ions of a free parl iament and to the impartial
ity of the p residing officer of the H ouse; 

TH E R EFOR E  BE IT R ESOLVED that this House no 
longer has any confidence in its pres id ing officer. 

M R .  S PEAK E R :  T h e  H on o u ra b l e  M ember  for 
Springfield.  

MR. A. ANSTETT: M r. Speaker.  I would l ike to sug
gest to you that the motion as moved by the Leader of 
the Opposit ion is not in order at t h is t ime. W h i le I 
understand - and the H ouse has had notice of his 
i ntent to move this motion - it is certa in ly properly 
worded i n  terms of text, because any reflecton on the 
Chair must be i n  the form of a Motion of N on
confidence i n  yourself, S ir ,  and whi le  I certainly do not 
concur in the i ntent of the motion,  I do not i ntend to 
debate it because that would be i nappropriate si nce I 
submit, it is out of order. 

I draw your attention, S ir ,  to Citation 8 1 ,  in the Fifth 
Edit ion of Beauchesne, which suggests that for ques
tions of pr iv i lege a member must g ive notice to the 
Speaker at least one hour prior to the openi ng of a 
sitt ing I t  is customary for questions of p riv i lege aris
i n g  dur ing the O ral  Q uestion period, and for those for 
which notice has been g iven. to be considered at the 
conclusion of the Ora l  Question period. 

Furthermore, C i tation 82, "A q uestion of privi lege 
must be brought to the attention of the House at the 
f irst possib le  opportun ity. Even a gap of a few days 
may i nvalidate the claim for precedence in the House." 

I th ink  it's c lear, M r. Speaker, the Leader of the 
Opposition claims precedence for th is  motion because 
we are in the Throne S peech Debate and the only way 
he cou ld acqu i re precedence for this motion would be 
to move it the way he has. To p lace it on the N otice 
Paper and go through the notice of motion proce
dures that are norma l ly attendant to the movi ng of 

substantive motions woul d  mean that this motion 
woul d  not come up unt i l  Wednesday at the earl iest i f  it  
appeared on the Notice Paper today. So h e  is  very 
specifical ly  claiming that th is is a question of privi lege 
w h i c h  req u i res and has attendant  to i t ,  some 
immediacy. 

So, f irst of a l l ,  the q uestion of i mmed iacy is  raised 
under our R u les. The opportun ity existed for the 
Leader of the O pposition to ra ise the question last 
Thursday evening ;  the opportun ity existed again on 
Friday when he suggested some possib le reference to 
a committee of the matter which had been some mat
ter of contention in  the House on Thursday even ing .  
Certa in ly  the o pport u nity has been there. The prece
dence that he requires to set aside the discussion on 
the Throne S peech has not been estab l ished because 
of the delay - I certa in ly would have argued the prece
dence was there even as late as Fr iday morni n g  - but 
that's no longer the case. There's been a fu l l  weekend 
i ntervening ;  there was ample opportunity on  Friday 
and certa in ly the nub of the a l legation that the Leader 
of the Opposition makes, relative to the S peaker. 
relates to his obl igation under our R u les for supplying 
transcripts to members. That has been an establ ished 
precedent in  our H ouse for a long time. 

So on that score, although I don't wish to d iscuss 
the deta i ls  of the a l legat ion , I don't th ink  there's any 
question that the Leader of the Opposit ion's proposed 
motion is out of order at this t ime. If he wishes to move 
that motion at the end of the Throne Speech, u nder 
proper provision, s ince he can no longer claim prece
dence, he wou l d  have that r ight ;  and at that time I 
wou ld enjoy debating the spurious a l l egations h e's  
made th is  morn ing .  

So,  M r. S peaker, I su bmit the motion is out of order, 
and would ask you to consider ru l i n g  it  out of order for 
those reasons. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourab le  Leader of the  
O pposition. 
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HON. S. LYON: Mr.  Speaker, one might ,  in an ordi
nary debate, ant icipate that a procedu ria l  objection of 
the sort that is taken by the Member for S pringfield 
wou ld be raised. I wou ld suggest to you, Sir ,  with 
respect, that whi le it  is extremely d ifficu l t  for you, in 
the position which you f ind you rself now, to make a 
rul i ng upon th is point :  that the custom and tradition of 
power would suggest, S i r, without any written rule 
whatsoever, that an order or a motion affecting the 
position of the presid ing officer of the House must 
take precedence i n  the debat ing order with respect to 
matters before the House: and i f  my honourable 
friends opposite wish to spl i t  hairs about ru l i ngs that 
may be found in Beauchesne. or in Bouri not, or i n  
May, I have some quotat ions here t o  g ive you, S i r, i n  
that respect. 

I can only suggest that they consider for once, S i r, 
in the course of this debate, consider the good of 
parl iament. I wou ld suggest that if they consider the 
good of parl iament they wil l  not be ra is ing what might,  
by some, be regarded as fr ivolous complaints about 
procedure when a matter, M r. Speaker, of this k i nd of 
fundamental importance is raised before the H ouse 
for its consideration. 

I can suggest to you, S i r. that with respect to prece-



dent and trad i t ion .  Bour i not. Page 77 and i n  sect ions 
fol low i n g  Page 77. has references for your  considera
t ion .  I can suggest as wel l ,  S ir, that the 1 9th  Edit ion of 
May, on Page 225, et sequ itur ,  I am advised has those 
references as wel l with respect to u rgency of debate. 
and with respect to the precedence t h at should be 
accorded to any resolut ion touching upon the i m par
t ia l ity of the presid i ng officer of the H ouse, as i ndeed 
regrettably th is  resol ut ion does. 

So I merely say. S i r, that i n  the i nterests of parl ia
ment that matters of th is  sort should be dealt with at 
the earl iest possib le moment,  and that any considera
t ion of w hat is in the pub l ic  i n terest and ,  therefore, i n  
the best i nterests o f  parl iament,  would cause you , S ir. 
part icu larly, to want this matter to be d iscussed. 

You w i l l  reca l l ,  S i r. that I said in i ntrodu c i n g  t he 
matter that it was i ntroduced as a matter affect ing the 
customs,  the precedents and tradit ions of th is House, 
w h i c h  could be treated of  cou rse as a matter of pr iv i
lege affect ing  a l l  mem bers of  the House. I th ink o n  a l l  
accou nts i t  i s  c learly i n  order and that i t  wou ld  be  
egregiously harmfu I to parl iament, to say noth ing ,  S i r ,  
of your posit ion .  i f  th is  resolut ion were not dealt with 
i m mediately 

MR. SPEAKER: To offer advice. the Honou rable 
Government House Leader. 

HON. R .  PENNER: Well .  on  the same point  of order, 
M r. Speaker. the Leader of the O pposit ion is  n ot 
above. whenever the t ime arises to su i t  h is  conven
ience. rem i n d i n g  us  of the i mportance of the R u les of 
the H ouse. It i s  to the R ules of the H ouse and to the 
trad it ions of the House that the po int  of order is 
addressed. 

The Leader of the O pposit ion rose in h is p lace and 
offered us  a c itat ion .  w ithout g iv ing  us the s u bsta n ce 
of the citat ion .  There was reference to a page i n  Beau
chesne. and on  that page I f ind noth ing  relevant to the 
point There is  reference to someth ing  that you may 
f i nd  in M ay .  Wel l ,  the Leader of the O pposit ion has 
M ay in fron t  of h i m ,  let h i m  read the sect ions.  It seems 
to me that he is bein g  a l itt le bit evasive by referr ing us 
to someth ing  to which he does not want to refer. Let 
him refer to those passages so that we may judge 
w hether or  not they are relevant to the point  of order. 
and I am o n ly speak ing  now to the po int  of order. 
- ( l nterject ion) - Wel l ,  I am understanding the m ot ion 
very wel l .  and I w i l l  i f  necessary speak to the mot ion 
and to the fact  that i t  i s  lacki n g  i n  a factual foundat ion 
ent i rely, but that's another question. 

To the point  of order.  there has been a n  object ion 
raised to a wel l-documented po int  of order  that  i n  no  
way br ings  to th is  House the material upon which i t  
rests, other than an a i ry-fairy reference to pages in  
Beauchesne which appear to be irrelevant to the 
issue. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle 
Mountain .  

M R .  A .  RANSOM: M r. Speaker. speak ing to t h e  point 
of order raised by the Honourable Mem ber for Spr ing
f ie ld ,  he raised basical ly two issues.  O ne,  that our 
R u les and Procedu res show that not ice should have 
been g iven an hour  prior to the i ntroduction of the 
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motion.  I can o n ly point  out to the Honourable 
Member for Spri ngf ield that ear l ier in the s i tt i n g  th is 
House and you , S i r, accepted for debate a point  of 
pr iv i lege raised by the Honourable Member for Fort 
G arry without notice being g iven.  as the Member for 
Spri ngfield n ow al leges should be the case; t hat the 
practices of the House c learly show that i t's not 
requ ired. 

The Honourable Member for Spr ingfield also says. 
and I agree with h i m ,  that a poin t  of pr iv i lege should be 
raised at the earl iest opportu n ity. This, S ir ,  is the earl i
est opport u n i ty avai lable to the Opposit ion s ince the 
record of  Hansard conta i n i n g  the answer g iven by the 
F i rst M i n ister on  Fr iday morn i n g .  We are, therefore. 
fu l f i l l i ng the necessity of raisi n g  it at the earl iest 
opportun ity, because when we had an opport u n ity to 
see the answer g iven by the F i rst M i n ister on Fr iday 
morn ing  where he said, "I called u pon M r. Speaker 
personal ly at 5:35 p.m. yesterday, in order to advise 
the Speaker that I wanted a copy of the transcript 
perta i n i n g  to the proceedi ngs i n  the latter part of the 
afternoon and i nd icated to the Speaker that I felt that 
some u nparl iamentary langu age had been ut i l ized. 
part icu larly in respect to some reference by the 
Member for Fort G arry i n  relat ionsh ip to myself, and 
that I expected, u pon perusal of the transcript, to raise 
a matter of pr iv i lege at 8 o'clock." O nce the transcript 
became avai lable to us. S ir, i t  became evident we had 
no choice but to raise this point of p riv i lege. and th is  
being the earl iest opportun i ty 

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

M R .  A. ANSTETT: Yes, M r. Speaker.  I agree with the 
Leader of the O pposit ion when he suggests that 
u rgency and the protect ion of the parl i amentary sys
tem are what are at issue here. and certa in ly i n  accor
dance with Citation 8 1 .  the Leader of the O pposit ion 
d id g ive notice at the beg i n n i n g  of q uest ion  period, on 
Fr iday last. of his i ntention to in troduce a motion 
respect i n g  proceedings last Thu rsday even i n g .  but he 
fai led to i ntroduce that motion.  

To the Member for Turtle Mountain ,  I can on ly sug
gest, t h rough you , Mr. S peaker, that the sentence to 
which I referred earl ier in Beauchesne's C itatio n  8 1  i n  
t h e  F ifth Edit ion .  reads a s  fol lows: " I t  i s  customary for 
q uest ions of pr iv i lege arising du r ing the O ral Q ues
t ion period, and those for which not ice has been 
g i ven. to be considered at the conclusion of the O ral 
Q uest ion period . "  They don't  mean the O ral Q uest ion  
period on  Monday next  or  a month  later. they mean 
t hat day. 

I was suggest i ng.  not that the Leader of the O pposi
tion was req u i red to g ive notice, but that that was one 
of h is options: that he had fai led to g ive formal notice. 
i nc lud ing  the text of h is  mot ion:  that he had fai led 
when he raised the matter last Fr iday to then m ove h is  
mot ion  at  the end of that O ral Q uest ion period and he.  
therefore. has forfeited h is  q uest ion  of u rgency with 
regard to Thursday n ight .  

I f  he wishes to raise the matter as a substantive 
mot ion through the proper procedures of our H ouse 
and parl iaments everywhere. he n ow has another 
route with which he may proceed and that is formal 
not ice of mot ion.  wh ich  has a certa in t ime period 



attached to it u n der  o u r  R ules and w i l l  be taken i nto 
debate in the normal precedence which would be att
ached to it. But  to the c la im for precedence over the 
Throne Speech Debate. and over the bus iness of th is  
Legislat u re and the people of t h is prov ince. can n ot be 
granted u n der these R u les. F u rthermore, both the c it
ations to which the honourable mem ber  referred in 
Bou r i n ot and May are based upon the precondi t ion of 
u rgency and have always been .  

Q uest ions relat i n g  to confidence i n  the Speaker 
may be raised at any time. but to attach u rgency to 
those req u i res the i mmediacy of the event. otherwise 
the m ot ion m ust be considered in proper order and i n  
the proper precedence attached t o  the House business. 

So, M r. Speaker. I sti l l  submit, despite the very 
learned i n terventions of the members opposite, the 
motion is patently out of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Tu rtle 
M o u nta in .  

M R .  A. RANSOM: M r. S peaker, fu rther to the po ints 
made by the Honourable M em ber  for Spr ingf ie ld ,  I 
can o n ly point  out  to h i m  that when the Leader of the 
O pposit ion made reference on  Fr iday to the poss ib i l
ity of a mot ion to refer the question to a comm i ttee of 
the Legis lat u re there was sti l l  some doubt i n  o u r  
m i n ds a s  t o  t h e  facts o f  t h e  case. U p o n  perusal of  the 
transcript i t  becam e  evident that the F i rst M i n ister had 
g iven a fu l l  answer i n  which he stated he had,  i ndeed, 
been to see Mr .  Speaker and had raised the question 
concern i n g  the use of u nparl iamentary lang uage, the 
quotation which I read to you earl ier. 

Concern i n g  the matter of u rgency, M r. Speaker, I 
s im ply po int  out that we dealt earl ier th is  week with a 
matter which su rely could not be considered as 
u rgent as the one with which we are deali n g  now. I t  
was dealt w i t h  p r i o r  t o  t h e  question period a t  that t ime. 
The r ights of mem bers of the Leg is latu re, and espe
cia l ly  the Members of the Opposit ion in a parl iament ,  
s u rely take precedence over other bus iness, M r. 
Speaker. 

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

HON. R. PENNER: J ust on the last point  and on the 
same point  of order. I th ink ,  Mr .  Speaker. it 's i mportant 
that we be c lear on the basis that is offered for the 
motion.  so that we can address the point of order. 

The basis that i s  offered for the mot ion has to do 
with the ru l i ng  wh ich you made concern i n g  remarks 
made by the Mem ber  for Fort G arry concern i n g  a 
matter wh ich  had been addressed as a m atter of p riv i 
lege two days earl ier .  That  was the point  on  which you 
ru led . You d id  not.  i n  fact. ru le at a l l ,  when you d id 
rule,  on  the point  which concerned the F i rst M i n ister, 
which was a reference to h i mself and, therefore, what 
he said on  Fr iday morn i ng added not a j ot or  tittle of 
new factual  evidence to the point  which is  now bein g  
raised. T o  say that they could n o t  u n t i l  they had 
perused Hansard to see what the P remier  had to say, 
that they could not formu l ate their motion unt i l  then. 
is to fly i n  the face of the record because the F i rst 
M i n ister said very clearly and I w i l l  read it ,  it 's one 
sentence. i t  couldn't  have real ly  confused them, 
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although somet imes one wonders: "I cal led u pon M r. 
Speaker personal ly at 5:35 p . m . ,  i n  order to advise the 
Speaker that I wanted a copy of the transcript perta in
i ng to the proceedi n gs i n  the latter part  of the after
n oon and ind icated to the Speaker that I felt that some 
u n parl iamentary language had been ut i l i zed, particu
la;  iy in respect to some references by the Member for 
Fort Garry i n  relat ionsh i p  to myself ,  and that I ex
pected, upon perusal  of the transcr ipt ,  to raise a mat
ter of pr iv i lege at 8 o'clock." 

I t  was clear when one then refers back to the Thurs
day eve n i n g  proceed ings,  that later on  when you had 
d isposed of the part icu lar  issue,  the F i rst M i n ister rose 
to raise that point  that concerned h i m ,  that he had 
been cal led a l iar by the Member  for Fort G arry - that 
was what concerned him and that was what he came 
to see you about - therefore to suggest, as has now 
been suggested, that they could not have m oved the i r  
mot ion because they needed th is  record is ,  as I say, to 
fly in the face of the record and the point  of order 
raised by the Mem ber for Spr ingf ie ld stands as a val id 
point  of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Oppo
sit ion to the same point.  

HON. S. LYON: Yes, to the same point,  M r. S peaker. I 
t h i n k  I had made the poi n t  a l itt le b i t  earl ier and I t h i n k  
i t  bears consideration against the rather frivolous 
arguments we're hear ing about procedu re when,  S i r, I 
k now that th is  House would want to get on to d iscuss 
the motion of th is  fundamental i mportance. 

I gave the F i rst M i n ister ,  Mr. Speaker, with respect, 
opportun ity on Thursday last to i nd icate whether or 
not h e  h ad been in contact with you. With the g reatest 
of respect, S i r, I gave you opport u n ity T h u rsday n ight  
last to make that same i ndicat ion and there was n o  
i n dicat ion forthcomi n g .  I then h a d  to p u t  t h e  q uest ion  
o n  F riday morn ing ,  M r. Speaker, i n  order to get  to the  
t ruth  and i t  was on ly  on  F riday morn ing  that we heard 
the rather astound ing  admission from the F i rst M i n is
ter that he had been to see you , S i r, and then later that 
the Attorney-General had cal led at your  office as well .  

N ow, S i r, for the M em ber  for Spr ingfield to stan d  u p  
o n  some trumped-u p  proced u ral matter and to  say t o  
you, S i r, that i t  was not proper and prudent for the 
O pposit i o n  to carefu l ly weigh a l l  of those words 
before any substantive motion to th is  House, suggest, 
S i r, a real want of understand i ng of parl iament and of 
the i nd iv idual  respons ib i l ity of members of this H ouse 
before they make motions of the very serious n ature of 
t h is motion . 

So I suggest, S i r. that the Mem ber for Spr ingf ield,  
the House Leader, are really argu ing  in c i rcles, because 
i f  they were so wont to g ive i nformation to the House 
why d idn 't they do it when they had the opport u n ity to 
volu nteer it .  Why d id  i t  have to be extracted from 
them? 

MR. SPEAKER: Does any other member  wish to 
advise the C ha i r? 

The Honourable Member for S pringf ield.  

M R .  A .  ANSTETT: Yes, M r. S peaker, to c lar i fy one 
procedural q uestion relat i ng to the Office of the 
Speaker with which the Leader of the O pposit ion is  
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hav ing  some d iff icu lty i n  u nderstand i n g  our  parl ia
mentary procedu res. The Leader of the O pposit ion .  
Sir .  suggests that on  an u n n u m bered page i n  the 
rough transcript of Fr iday n ight ,  that a n  opport u n ity 
existed. This seems to be the essence of the Opposi
t ion 's last straw to c la im precedence and proced u ral 
order for this mot ion: that the opport u n ity to ga in  the 
i n formation was n ot there. The Leader of the Opposi
t ion .  Sir, errs dramatical ly in h is u n derstand i ng of 
parl iamentary procedu re when he t h i n ks that he can 
ask a question of the Speaker and get an answer from 
the Speaker. That's one of the most fu ndamental 
ru les; the q uest ions are not asked of the Speaker i n  
th is  House. 

S i m i larly,  the Leader of the Opposi t ion errs fu nda
mentally when he's speak ing  on a point of order i n  th is  
H ouse on  Thursday eve n i n g  and suggests that the 
Premier. the F i rst M i n ister. should answer q uest ions 
he asks d u ri n g  h is point  of order. A debate on  a point  
of order last Thursday eve n i ng was n ot an o pportu n i ty 
for the  Leader of the Opposit ion to ask q uest ions of 
the F i rst M i n ister. nor was it appropriate for the F i rst 
M i n ister to answer them. As we a l l  reca l l ,  the F i rst 
M i n ister answered those q uest ions at the earl iest 
opportu n i ty in q uest ion period Fr iday morni n g .  

So I submit. Mr .  Speaker. t h e  opport u n ity was not 
there to provide that i nformat ion  Thursday eve n i ng ;  i t  
was provided Fr iday morn i n g  and the Leader of the 
Opposit ion had a l l  the i n formation he needed to move 
h is motion last Friday. 

MR. SPEAKER: Does anyone else w ish to advise the 
Speaker? Order please 

When a matter of pr iv i lege is raised in the H o use 
there are two t h i ng s  that the Speaker has to j ud ge 
by: one. is whether it is the earl iest possible t ime for 
br ing ing  that motion;  and secondly .  whether there 
appears to be a prima facie case as to the motion 
priv i lege. There would seem to be that case i nvolved 
in this part icu lar one.  The d ispute between members 
seems to do with whether there was suff ic ient notice 
g iven or suff icient opportun ity to bring th is  matter up 
on  Fr iday. 

Possibly there is  a strict basis for the Honourable 
Member for Spr ingfield's remarks. However. I u nder
stood the mover of th is  part icu lar motion to i n d icate 
very c learly earlier. on I bel ieve Fr iday, that such a 
motion was to be forthcoming .  I would judge that to be 
suff ic ient  n ot ice and that the H ansard transcript  of 
Fr iday morn i n g  was not ava i lable on  Friday morn i n g  
and n o t  u nt i l  later on  that part icu lar d a y  w h e n  the 
H o n o u ra b l e  Leader of  the O p p o s i t i o n's  o f f i c e  
requested it from my office. 

I n  conc lus ion .  I wou ld t h i n k  that the su bject matter 
of t h is part icular motion is suff ic ient  that the H ouse 
would want to deal with it at the f irst possible oppor
t u n ity and it wou ld not serve the pu rpose of th is  H ouse 
to have the part icu lar m ot ion hang ing over the pro
ceedings for the next l itt le wh i le. I w i l l .  therefore. read 
the motion to the House. 

MOTION presented 

M R .  S P E A K E R: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  G o v e r n m e n t  
House Leader. 
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HON. R. PENNER: Mr.  Speaker. I 'd l i ke to raise one 
issue wh ich I th ink  is fu ndamental and goes to the very 
heart of the issue. The premise upon which the motion 
is made is that - and it 's contained in the secon d  
paragraph of  the m otion - M r. Speaker altered the 
aforesaid rul ing i n  contravent ion of a l l  precedents. 
etc. 

I have before me the record and I w i l l  refer to the 
record in mak ing  the point which I wish to make. 
n amely, that there is no  su bstance whatsoever to the 
al legation that the S peaker altered the aforesaid ru l
i n g .  And if I am r ight in my arg ument that there is no  
factual  basis for  the content ion ,  then  the m ot ion  fal ls 
with the d isappearance of the al leged factual bas is .  

Page 1 34 of H ansard. the Member for Fort Garry 
had been speak ing and raised a point  relat i ng to the 
M i n ister for Com m u n i ty Services. The M i n ister for 
Com m u nity Services got up to raise what he thought 
was a point  of order. Speaker's R u l i ng No.  1 - "Order 
please. order please. I thank the honourable mem bers 
for their  contri but ions.  They wi l l  be aware. I ' m  sure. 
that a d i fference of op in ion as to the facts between two 
mem bers does n ot consit i tute a point  or order.·· So u p  
t o  that point ,  you h a d  said that there was no point  o f  
order - u p  t o  that point .  

Then you went on  to say the matter. - and that the 
matter relat i ng to the privi lege of the m em ber of the 
House as i t  affected the Member for Brandon East -
you then went on to say that your ru l i ng  on the m atter 
of priv i lege should have concl uded the matter. should 
have concluded the matter. I t  was not a point  of order 
because you said there was no point of order. You 
made an observat ion that your previous ru l i ng  on  the 
mot ion of  p riv i lege raised by the Mem ber for Fort 
G arry should have concluded the matter. 

At  that point  there was a point of order raised a n d  
t h i s  i s  t h e  f irst p o i n t  of order that was raised . The 
M i n ister of N atural Resources rose in h is  p lace and 
you asked the M i n ister of N at u ral Resou rces. "Do you 
have a point of order?" The Honourable M i n ister of 
N at u ral Resources: "Yes I have. M r. Speaker." The
reafter. the M i n ister for Natural Resources was ra is ing 
the f irst point  of order i n  the sequence. went on  to 
speak to that and addressed the point of order: and in  
the short passage that appears on  Page 1 34. raised 
w hat is a fu ndamental q uest ion.  namely. that once the 
Speaker had raised a question of privi lege and had 
decided on  a q uest ion of pr iv i lege. it could not the
reafter be referred to aga in .  What Mr. Speaker said 
fol lowi ng the contr ibut ion of the M in ister for N atural 
Resou rces is qu ite c lear: " I  thank the Honourable 
M i n ister for h is  support regardi n g  the point  that the 
matter has been concl uded." The matter which is 
concl uded is the matter to which you referred earl ier 
as havin g  been concluded. namely, the question of 
pr iv i lege. I t's clear that you're using the ident ical lan
guage for the identical point ,  namely. that the matter 
of  p riv i lege wh ich had been raised on  Tuesday had 
been concluded. 

I t  was in l ight of that that you went on  to say "I wil l  
ask the Mem ber for Fort G arry to proceed with his 
remarks with no  further reference to the matter which 
has been concluded . "  You d id  not ru le  on  the point of  
order. whether i t  was a point  of order. or ru le on  the 
point of order thereafter as you saw fit  - and it was up 
to you - you came back to the House and made for  the 
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fi rst t ime. a r u l i n g  on the point  of order and no amount 
of twist i n g  of words or o bfuscation can h ide that fact. 
And when.  in his open i ng remarks lead i n g  to the 
mot ion ,  the Leader of the O pposit ion said that the 
matter had been concluded.  the statement which you 
had made and those words clearly i n  context referred 
to one t h i n g  and one th ing  on ly, namely,  that the 
matter of pr iv i lege had been concluded. There was no 
suggest i o n  made by you ,  as I read the record, that the  
po int  of  order had been dealt w i th .  Therefore, i t  was 
open for you to deal with the point  of o rder as you saw 
fit ,  on  reflection .  

Second ly  S i r, i n  terms of the s uggest ion that has 
been made, wh ich  I th i n k  is  contemptuous of you , 
inadvertently perhaps. but nevertheless i n  substance 
objectively and of the F i rst M i n ister that anyone had 
attempted to i n fl uence your decis ion .  Again ,  as I 
pointed out a b i t  earl ier.  but I i ns ist it is necessary to 
repeat for the record. the F irst M i n ister when asked 
the q uestion at the on ly  appropr iate t ime for the ask
i ng of that q uest ion - that is, the q uest ion period that 
fo l l owed the next day - said specif ical ly that he had 
cal led upon you with respect to a remark which he 
heard havi ng  come i nto the House at 5 :20, and what he 
heard was the Member  for Fort Garry say ing that the 
F i rst M i n ister had told a l ie.  He was ran k led, as he was 
ent it led to be at that statement ,  and cal led u pon you , 
as he has said to the House and is a matter of record, 
to ask you to o btain a transcript and to advise you that 
he i ntended to raise that in the eve n ing.  

S ubsequently, you came i nto the House and d id  not 
deal w ith that matter at al l  becau se it  had not been 
raised and that was proper .  You dealt  with the one 
question on ly  which had been raised by the M i n ister 
of Natural Resources and had not been dealt with; you 
were not dea l i ng with the conc luded matter. S ubse
q uent ly, the F i rst M i n ister - and th is  completes the 
record and i ndeed corroborates the point  - rose to say 
that he had i n tended to raise as a matter of pr iv i lege 
the remark dea l i n g  with h i mself ,  but i n  l ig ht of the 
c i rcumstances that had then developed, he saw f i t  not 
to ra ise it  but  wished to advise the House that he and 
other members o n  th is  s ide of the House were becom
ing concerned with these repeated breaches of  deco
rum.  ca l l i ng people l iars, and that he was in effect 
serv ing notice that. shou ld th is  pattern of behaviour  
cont i n ue which is  br ing ing th is  House i nto d isrepute, 
that we would raise it  on  each and every occasi o n  u nt i l  
the question of decorum was settled i n  th is House. so 
that people coming i nto the ga l leries to see what is  
tak i ng p lace could u n derstand that th is  was, i n  fact, 
the elected representatives of the people  and not 
some k i n d  of th i rd-rate zoo. He raised those points 
and he raised them properly and to suggest. as th is  
m ot ion does. that there was i n  any way a g rave 
impropriety, is  c learly wrong on the record. 

F i na l ly ,  S i r. I wou ld l ike to make a point  which I 
made i n  ear l ier d iscussion that i n  my view it can n ever 
be i mproper for someone to call u pon the Speaker and 
to say to the Speaker there's a q uest ion which con
cerns me. I would l i ke the record. I t 's the S peaker who 
orders the record; in these c i rcumstances that was an 
appropriate th ing  to do.  I f  we ever reach that day 
where. as is  suggested at least by i m p l i cat ion ,  that the 
S peak er i s  cl osed off  from contact by members of the 
House. then that wi l l  be a very sorry day indeed. 
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The effect of th is  m ot ion .  S i r, is to suggest. not a 
g rave i m p ropriety i n  my v iew;  the effect of th is  motion 
is  to suggest that the ord i nary bus i ness of the House 
cou ld not be transacted; that people cou ld not speak 
to the Speaker on  q uest ions of the k ind  that the F irst 
M i n ister d id. There is c learly no g rave impropriety that 
has been suggested; no g rave i m p ropr iety that stands 
on  the record. Th is  motion ought  to be sound ly and 
roundly and q u ick ly defeated. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Turt le  
Mounta in .  

M R. A .  RANSOM: Mr.  Speaker, i t  is  necessary that the 
sequence of events and answers g iven be clearly 
u nderstood. 

The Honourable G overnment House Leader has 
attempted to paint a hue to the answers g iven by you, 
S i r, which i s  c learly not the i ntention of the answers 
when one fo l lows the course of the debate. 

The essence of his f i rst point was that you had not 
made a ru l i ng; that i ndeed in your answer on Page 
1 34, where you said, "I thank the Honourab le  M i n ister 
for h is support regard i n g  the point  that the matter has 
been concluded." The Honourable Government House 
Leader i s  attempt ing to make that a reference to the 
poi nt of pr iv i lege which had been raised one or  two 
days pr ior to that: where c learly, S i r, the reference i s  to 
the issue that had been dealt with i mmediately pr ior  to 
that ,  the point  where the M i n ister for G overnment 
Services had risen to take except ion to i t .  I subm it, S i r, 
the evidence for that is very clear i n  that .  f i rst of a l l ,  o n  
Page 1 34 of H ansard, there i s  a s ubhead i n g  "Speak
er's R u l i ng" and I bel ieve, S i r, that the transcripts are 
reviewed by you as Speaker before they are f ina l ly 
pr inted and that th is  head ing ,  therefore, receives your 
approval i n  bei n g  pr inted i n  Hansard and it is entit led 
"Speaker's R u l i n g ." 

As further evidence of that, S i r ,  I refer the honoura
b le  members then to Page 1 40 of Hansard at the bot
tom of the page. the r ight hand colu m n .  M r. Speaker 
said, "Althoug h  I ru led on  the matter ." H e  then 
goes on  at the very top of Page 1 4 1 .  i n  the left  hand 
col u m n ,  " I  ru led, ' '  and then proceeded to read the 
r u l i n g  which you gave, S i r. That c learly is  evidence in  
your mind and i n  my mind that the issue had been 
dealt with and was d isposed of. For the benefit of the 
House, there was no i nd icat ion that the question was 
taken u nder advisement. There was no thought in the 
m in d  of any mem ber of th is House that they expected 
you to come back , S i r, at 8 o'c lock and make a r u l i n g  
on  t h i s  q u estio n .  I defy a n y  mem ber of t h i s  H ouse t o  
say that there was an expectat ion that y o u  were com
ing back with a ru l i ng  on  th is  issue at 8 o'clock that 
n ig ht .  There was no such expectation. I t  had been 
dealt with.  

On the second point raised by the Honourable 
G overnment House Leader, i f  i t  i s  his content ion that 
the issue was i ndeed sti l l  open and that you had yet to 
make a ru l i ng .  S i r, then it is  even worse that the F i rst 
M i n ister and the Government House Leader, the 
Attorney-Genera l ,  should presume to go to your 
C ham bers, S i r, and to speak to you about such an 
issue.  I t  is  even worse that i t  shou ld be considered and 
I respectfu l ly suggest. S ir .  that i t  is even worse then for 
you to have entertained them . 
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The answer g iven by the F i rst M i n ister o n  Fr iday 
m orn i n g, i n  that answer he does not attempt to say 
that he strictly dealt with the q uest ion of an a l legat ion  
concern i n g  h imself. He on ly says "part icu larly," which 
te l ls  me,  Mr .  Speaker, and I 'm sure te l ls  any other 
thoughtfu l  person ,  that h is conversat ion was not con
f ined to that issue alone. The fact that the q uest ion is 
there, I ' m  afra i d  g ives - and I regret - g ives rise to the 
motion which we have put forward this morn i ng .  

I t  is not  somet h i n g  that we re l i sh  by  a ny means, far  
from it ,  hav ing to br ing forth such a mot ion  as th is ;  but  
the Speaker i n  any parl iament m ust be seen, m ust be 
i m partial and he m ust be seen to be i mpart ia l .  It i s  
fundamental to the protect ion of the r ights of a l l  
members of the Legislature, and especial ly to the  
r ights of the O pposit ion,  that th is  shou ld  be the case. 
U nfortu nately. Sir, th is  sequence of events which has 
been out l ined by my leader g ives rise to  this mot ion of 
non-con fidence. I t  i s  a very regretful thing, M r. 
Speaker, that it has come to th is. 

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

HON. H. PAWLEY: I would l i ke to j ust make a few 
comments in connect ion with th is  matter. As the 
Leader of the Opposit ion has i nd icated, th is  is cer
tai n ly  n ot a matter that anyone in t h is Chamber rel
ishes and part icu larly i nsofar as the motion itself is of 
such a natu re as to express no longer a confidence i n  
its presid i n g  off icer, because th is  i s  certa in ly not the 
views of members o n  th is  side of the Cham ber. 

I n  the th i rd paragraph of the mot ion ,  M r. Speaker, i t  
i nd icates, and whereas the F i rst M i n ister and the 
House Leader both admitted to contact ing  Mr .  Speaker 
dur ing  the d in ner recess, thereby compromis ing the 
i mpart ia l i ty of the Speaker. 

M r. S peaker, the suggest ion is, that by contact ing  
the Speaker d u ri n g  that supper hour ,  on  the part of the  
Attorney-General and by myself, that there was a 
compromis ing of the i mpart ia l ity of the Speaker. Mr .  
Speaker, that cou ldn ' t  be further f rom the truth . J ust 
pr ior to that, it's my u nderstanding that efforts were 
made to obtain a transcript of the proceedings from 
the C lerk's off ice. I t's my u nderstand ing  that the 
transcript of proceed ings m u st be o btained from the 
Speaker and i ndeed the Leader of the O pposit ion - i f  I 
heard the Leader of the O pposit ion correctly - i nd i
cated that even he had o btained a transcript on F riday 
pertain ing  to the p roceed i ngs of the H ouse; and that 
the obta in ing  of the transcript was, i n deed, before you 
were cal led upon to make r u l ings perta i n ing to th is  
subject today, M r .  Speaker. -( In terject ion)-

HON. S. LYON: Mr.  Speaker, j ust on  a po int  of o rder 
for the record. Let the record be clear. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the O ppo
sit ion on  a point  of order. 

H ON. S, LYON: Yes. It was you. S ir, who made refer
ence to the fact that my off ice obtai ned a copy of the 
transcript on  F riday. My secretary. S i r, contacted your 
off ice fo r that p u rp ose and it 's q u ite w i th in  the powers 
of any member to do so in that way. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable F i rst M i n i ster 
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HON. H.  PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, I ' m  not arg u i n g  that 
there is someth ing  wrong with that having taken place 
but, M r. Speaker, the fact i s  that the secretary of the 
Leader of the O pposit ion obtained a copy of transcript 
and that, I bel ieve, not to have been i n  order, Mr .  
Speaker. I do not k now and I would be i nterested in  
obta i n i ng i n format ion  as to what other  means can be 
used to obta in  a transcript perta in i n g  to the proceed
i n gs in the House, part icu larly in relat ionsh ip to the 
case which I was concerned about ,  Mr .  Speaker I rose 
i m mediately to my feet at 8 o'clock that eve n i n g  pr ior 
to th is  matter hav ing  been dealt  with.  to raise a matter 
which I felt was one of privi lege perta in ing  to remarks 
made by the Member for Fort G arry in relat ionsh ip to 
myself ,  having to reserve further com ments because 
at that part icu lar po int  the Member  for Fort Garry was 
not present and, i n  cou rtesy to the Mem ber for Fort 
G arry, I refra ined from furt her proceedi n g  with my 
remarks on Page 1 34 later on that even i ng after the 
main body of the d iscussion pertain i n g  to the M i n ister 
of Com m u n ity Affairs had been dealt with 

So, Mr .  Speaker, the suggest ion that once someone 
contacts your office, either i n  person or  throug h an 
in termed iary or throug h a servant, that that i m me
d iately comprom ises the i mpartial ity of the Speaker, 
M r. Speaker, does not bear out by trad i t ion ,  does n ot 
bear out by practice. I f  there is now a thought that. by 
•eq uest ing  such transcript of proceed ings.  it does 
im p inge upon the i m part ia l ity of the S peaker then 
we'd better that there is a capacity for obtain i n g  trans
cr ipts in the C lerk's Office or  by some other means so 
that we can deal with matters rather than hav ing  to 
wait  u n t i l  Hansard is formally pr i nted. There are many 
occasions where we can not wait for one reason or  
another unt i l  Hansard is formally pr inted N ow, the  
o n ly cou rse, as I u nderstand, M r. Speaker, not  being 
one that c la ims to be an expert pertai n i n g  to the R u les 
and Proceed i ngs of th is  Chamber, is to obtain that 
transcript from your office. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Fort 
G arry. 

M R .  L. SHERMAN: Thank you, M r  Speaker I bel ieve 
the Honourable F i rst M i n ister, in attempt ing to make 
h is point ,  has i ntroduced some extraneous material 
i nto the argument at the centre of affa irs t h is afte r
noon and to the central point at issue. The Honoura
ble F i rst M i nister hC!S made reference to the fact that 
he rose immediately at 8:00 p . m .  on the day i n  q ues
t ion,  M r. S peaker, to raise a point  of pr iv i lege relative 
to certa in  references that I had made about h i m .  or in 
connect ion with a statement made by him d u ri ng the 
afternoon sitt ing of the House. M r. Speaker, I don't 
i ntend to dev iate from the s u bject at hand by dwel l i ng  
on  that po in t  other than  to say, S i r, that the  Honou ra
ble F i rst M i n ister d id  n ot come i nto the House at the 
t ime that I made that statement o n  Thu rsday after
noon .  The Honourable F irst M i n ister was in the House 
and was sitt ing  in his place and I d i rected the remark 
to h i m  and my Leader even made an i n formal com
ment as to whether the Honourable F i rst M i n i ster was 
concerned by it .  and at that j un cture the honourable 
gent leman did not r ise in d ispute. 

Mr. Speaker. the point at issue here is a tec h nical 
point. I f  I was g u i lty of a breach of the pr iv i leges of th is  
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House.  and I accept the fact that I was, S ir ,  because 
the House so decreed on the m ot ion of the Honoura
ble G overn ment House Leader and so voted, it was a 
tec h n i cal breach of the pr iv i leges of the H ouse. i n  that 
I made reference to a su bject that had a l ready con
c luded. in your words. S i r .  on  a priv i lege vote earl ier i n  
the week 

I have d iff icu l ty fol low ing  the arg u ments of the 
Honourable G overn ment  H ouse Leader when he 
makes the point .  or  attempts to establ ish the posit ion 
that there were two poi nts of order i n volved here,  S i r , 
and that the Speaker's R u l i n g  referred to on Page 1 34 
of Hansard refers on ly  to a sit uat ion raised by the 
Honourable M i n ister of C o m m u n ity Services and not 
only to a s u bsequent situation raised a few seconds 
later by his col league the Honourable M i n ister of  N at
u ral Resources. 

M r. Speaker. I j ust want to suggest to the Honou ra
ble G overnment House Leader that i t  was one and the 
same issue, and that your remarks, S ir ,  s upport that 
content ion and prove the fact that i t  was one and the 
same issue. You said ,  S i r. on  Page 1 34 of Hansard i n  
the r ight hand co lumn a n d  I q u ote you,  S i r ,  " I  thank 
the Honourable M i n ister," th is  was i n  reference to the 
in terject i o n  by the Honourable M i n i ster of Nat u ral 
Resou rces, " I  thank the Honourable M i n ister for h i s  
su pport regardi ng t h e  p o i n t  that t h e  matter h a s  been 
concluded."  I don't know what cou ld  be more clear on 
a statement of that k i n d .  S i r .  "I thank the Honou rable 
M i n ister." the M i n ister of Natu ral Resources, "for h i s  
su pport regard i n g  t h e  point  that t h e  matter has been 
concluded."  I n  other words, you had decreed that the 
matter had been concluded; the M i n ister of N at u ral 
Resources had lodged an i n terject ion before I con
t in ued with my remarks: you in terpreted that as h i s  
su pport f o r  y o u r  p o i n t  that t h e  matter h a d  been con
c luded and you so stated that, S i r .  

You went  on  then to say :  " I  w i l l  ask the Member for 
Fort Garry to p roceed with his remarks with no further 
reference to the matter which has been concl u ded." 
And I did p roceed accordi n g  to your admonit ion and 
i nstructio n ,  Sir .  So the tec h nical point at issue here is  
the alterat ion of that ru l i ng  later i n  the day's proceed
ings i ncorporated in you r  statement that eve n i n g  to 
the House.  S i r, and that statement commenced with 
the fol lowing words.  S i r, I 'm quoting you, M r. Speaker: 
"J ust before the 5:30 p . m .  d i nner break there was a 
d ispute between members of the House.  The Member 
for Fort G arry referred to the s u bject matter of a priv i
lege m ot ion dealt with o n  Decem ber 7th and the M in
ister of C o m m u n ity Services and Correct ions and of 
Natura l  R esou rces , "  and I repeat. Sir ,  "The M i n ister of 
Commun ity Services and Correct ions and of Natu ral 
Resou rces rose on  a point  of order. Although I ru led 
on  the matter without the benefit of  perusal of Hans
ard it is poss ib le  that my remarks were not s uff iciently 
c lear." etc . .  etc. 

You rei n forced the point ,  S i r. that you had made a 
ru l i ng  that addressed the i n terjections of both the 
Honourable M i n ister of Commun ity Services and the 
Honourable M i n ister of  N atural Resou rces, and I 
therefore suggest i n  a l l  respect, S i r, that the argument 
advanced by the Honourable Government H ouse 
L e a d e r  is not l o g i c a l  a n d  d oes not sta n d  u p  
u nder scrut iny 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Health .  

H O N .  l. DESJARDINS: Mr.  S peaker. i t  seems to me 
that there were two d i fferent issues h ere that hap
pened on Thursday j ust before the d inner hour. O n e  
was t h e  q uest ion o f  t h e  s ituat ion of t h e  M i n ister of 
Community Services. the th ing that had been dealt 
with ,  that was one th ing :  and then the F i rst M i n ister 
tak i n g  object ion to being cal led a liar in the House by 
the same mem ber, the M em ber for Fort Garry. Those 
were the two issues that - oh yes. now, there was 
-( I nterject ion )- now wait a m i nute, we've l istened to 
you .  Those were the two i ss ues that we're look i n g  at 
today, I am n ot say i ng at 5:30. 

All r ight, at 5:30 then, the two M i n isters I t h i n k  took 
objection to the Member for Fort G arry cont i n u i n g  the 
d iscussion on  somet h i ng that had been dealt with the 
day before. That was the main concern. The f i rst ques
t ion is, d i d  you make a ru l i ng  at the t i me? The Mem ber 
for Fort G arry , the members on  th is  side say that you 
d id ,  and you yourself later on  sa id that there m ight 
have been a m isunderstand ing ,  you wanted to make 
s u re that was clear.  I am not going to debate who was 
r ight or who was wrong ,  that has been dealt with - and 
agai n  we' re bri n g i ng th is t h i ng up today - that  was 
dealt with,  there was a motion on that. 

N ow I am s ure, S i r, that t h is is  n ot the m a i n  t h i n g .  
The ma in  concern that the Leader of  the O p posit ion 
had is  when he stated that he was concerned that 
members from this side had approached you and 
inf luenced you i n  chan g i ng your decision and that is  
the reason why they're bri n g i n g  th is  resolut ion today 
because they said ,  if you were i n fluenced then .  we're 
sorry, we do not have conf idence in you any longer. 
Those are the two d ifferent s u bjects. 

The point  is  that the Premier of  the provin ce stated 
that he was concerned because he had been cal led a 
l iar, that he sent someone from the caucus to the Clerk 
to get the transcript. The C lerk said he could not g ive it 
to you:  you have to get it from the S peaker. So then h e  
went out  and asked f o r  i t .  and d i d  s a y  a t  t h e  t i m e  that 
h e  was concerned, he wanted to see i t .  He was con
cerned becau se of  the u n parl iamentary language a n d  
t h e  n ame-cal l i n g  that h a d  happened Before, w h e n  i t  
w a s  ready the House Leader went and g o t  i t .  At n o  
t ime,  a s  far a s  t h e  i nformat ion that w e  were g iven, d i d  
anybody say that t h e  S peaker was i n fl uenced on  the 
other decision at al l .  So I t h i n k  that the Speaker m i g ht 
have been wrong in the eyes of the members of the 
Opposit ion in wait ing unti l  8 o'clock, which actual ly  as 
far as the c lock is  concerned. it was a few m i nutes 
after because all this happened between 5:20 to 5:30 
and this was at one m i n ute after e ight  or i m m ed i ately 
at 8 o'clock, but that part was dealt with r ig htly or 
wrongly - and I don 't th ink we can i mpute any motive 
the Speaker said that he wanted to make that decis ion 
c lear. The Opposi t ion said you had a chance,  you 
m i ssed it ;  they chal lenged the Speaker's ru l i n g ,  there 
was a vote and the decision of the Chair  was susta ined.  

N ow, the other point is .  d id  we inf luence? That 
wou ld be the reason why. That wou ld make i t  a lot 
more serious and that would be the reason why you 
have this vote of n o n-confidence today. You wou ldn 't 
have a vote of n on-confidence if there had been a 
m istake made because there has been m i stakes made 
by the S peakers at other t imes and you had a chance, 
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you chal lenged the ru l i ng  at that t ime.  B ut let the 
record show. Mr .  Speaker, that at no  t ime is there any 
i nformati o n  g iven. or any proof that there was i nf lu
ence brought upon you to change your r u l i n g .  I t  was 
completely d i fferent.  I f  that's n ot the way to get the 
transcript, p lease tel l  us  how we're supposed to do it ,  
because the C l erk said you can o n ly get i t  from the 
Speaker? 

You yourself said that you obtained the transcript 
on Fr iday .  You you rself did the same t h i n g .  You got i t  
from the Speaker. You got it from the secretary. We 
were told we had to g o  to the Speaker; this is what 
we'd done and the F i rst M i n ister said he wanted to see 
it. The reason why he wanted to see i t  was because 
there was some name-cal l i ng ,  he wanted to make 
sure .  a n d  at  the f i rst chance he wanted to protest that.  
That's exactly what has been done. So I woul d  say, Mr.  
Speaker. the q uest ion  that we're talking about now, 
your r u l i n g ,  s ho u l d  not be debated, that's f i n ished . I t's 
been the th i rd t ime we've ta lked about t h at and the 
po int  is ,  were you i nf luenced by the F i rst M i n ister or 
anybody on  th is  s ide to c hange a decis ion? That i s  the 
point  of content ion .  

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  for  
Springf ield.  

MR. A. ANSTETT: Yes. M r. Speaker, thank you. M r. 
Speaker, as I sa id when I entered the debate and 
raised a point  of order when the ori g i n a l  mot ion was 
proposed, because of the tone and tenor i n  the debate 
in t h is House over the last two days on  q u estions 
rel at ing  to this whole procedu ral  arg ument.  I wou ld  
welcome an opport u n ity to reply to the spurious a l le
gat ions that are being made by the Leader of the 
O pposit ion .  

Mr .  Speaker. I do welcome t h at rep ly ,  despite the 
fact t h at u nfortunately i t  takes precedence now over 
the u rgent bus iness before the House i n  d iscuss ing  
the Throne Speech of  the G overnment and the  Gov
ernment's p lans for acti o n  i n  this tro u bled econo m ic 
t ime. 

M r. S peaker. I do share. however. the Leader of the 
O pposit ion's stated concern for parl i mentary demo
cracy and the basic convent ions and trad it ions of a 
free parl iament.  Mr .  Speaker. I wou ld  suggest to you 
that ,  if  anyt h i n g ,  my record o n  that i s  c lear.  The record 
of the Leader of the O pposit ion is somewhat doubtfu l ,  
i nc lud ing  h i s  contr ibut ions last Thursday even ing  and 
last Friday. 

The matter at issue, M r. Speaker, appears to be 
twofold .  Does Mr.  Speaker have the r ight u nder our  
R ules to expand on  a statement he m akes to the  
H ouse? Let's not argue about  whether or n ot what  M r. 
Speaker said l ast Thursday at 5 :30 or 5:24. or whatever 
the t ime was. was actua l ly  a ru l i n g .  It may wel l have 
been a ru l i ng ,  I w i l l  concede that point .  I t  may have 
been .  The fact that H ansard labels it as a ru l i ng  does 
not make i t  so. The Member for T urtle  M ou ntain 's 
suggestion that the Speaker reads every H ansard i n  
d raft a n d  app roves t h e  headings and checks t h e  text 
for typos is  an horrendous proposit ion .  and the O ppo
sit ion House Leader certa in ly k nows that's a r id icu
lous suggest ion . So the suggest ion that Hansard 
determ i n es w hether or not .  by t h e i r  s u bt i t les.  a 
r u l i n g  is a r u l i n g  o r  a d i scuss io n  of a p o i n t  of 
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order, is nonsense. 
But I w i l l  accept the point that it's poss ib le some 

members opposite and some members on th is  s ide 
may have considered Mr .  Speaker's statement shortl y  
before adjournment on  Thursday l ast a s  a r u l i n g .  Are 
we to deny the arbiter of d iscussion in this C hamber 
the r ight to expand? - ( I nterject ion)- Arbiter. sure, 
I 'm easy. The Leader of the Opposit ion is  concerned 
about deny ing an u m p i re as he suggests. or a referee 
in a sports game, the r ight  to expand or change a 
decis ion .  T h is isn't a game: th is  is very serious busi
ness and I resent the i m p l icat ion by the Leader of the 
O pposit ion that t h is i s  a sports arena.  I f  that's what he 
t h i n ks i t  is ,  he can go p lay somewhere e lse. 

M r. Speaker. the matters before th is  Chamber are 
much more i m portant than those wh ich take p lace in a 
stad i u m  or arena. If the Speaker felt that he wanted to 
expand o n  a r u l i n g  he had m ade,  he certa i n ly had 
every r ight .  

M r. Speaker,  I k n ow you d id n 't change your ru l i ng .  
You  had  a n  opport u n ity to  do research and check i t  
o u t  and y o u  referred t o  citat ions,  b u t  y o u  certa in ly a n d  
c learly before 5:30 t o l d  the Member for Fort G arry that 
he wasn't to be engaged i n  t h at k i n d  of debate. s ince 
the matter h ad been settled,  and at 8 o'clock,  or 840, 
when the Member for Fort G arry was in the Chamber, 
said exact ly the same th ing .  that the mem ber should 
n ot be engag i n g  i n  that activity. So whether you ca l l  
one a ru l ing and the  other  a ru l ing .  or one a statement 
and the other an expansion o n  that statement in the 
form of a ru l ing ,  is ent irely i rrelevant. I would never 
deny the Speaker the right to expand for the benefit 
for all members. his i nterpretation of our R ules to 
make sure that everybody in this H ouse has an u nder
stan d i ng of it .  

N ow.  Mr.  Speaker. the second matter at issue is  
whether the F i rst M i n ister and the House Leader com
p ro mised the i mpart ia l ity of the Speaker. Mr .  Speaker. 
I 'm concerned about that because I'm nervous about 
go ing to v is i t  you. I suggest, M r . Speaker. the g reat 
knowledge that the Leader of the O pposit ion some
t imes p u rports to c la im w ith regard to parl iamentary 
practice in our R ules, doesn't extend to C itation 1 1 9  i n  
Beauchesne: 1 1 9 (2)  on  Page 3 9  o f  Beauchesne's F i fth 
E d i tion suggests. "The Speaker's ru l ings ,  whether 
g iven in pub l ic  or in private, constitute precedence by 
wh ich su bsequent Speakers. members and officers 
are g u ided. Such p recedents are col lected," etc. 

N ow,  M r. Speaker, how could you possibly g ive a 
ru l i ng  i n  private. w h ich is go ing to then become a 
col lected precedent of o u r  House if no one can ta lk  to 
you.  no  one can go and v is i t  the Speaker and d iscuss a 
procedu ral  q uest ion? N ow ,  I ' m  not even suggest ing  
for  a m i n ute that the F i rst M i n i ster d i d  that or the  
Attorney-General d i d .  but  the Leader of the O pposi
tion is suggest i ng that t hey m ig ht have h ad that d is
cuss ion .  T hat's been denied.  c learly been den ied last 
Fr iday and aga i n  today. B u t  I wou ld  sug gest to you,  
M r. Speaker, that your opportun ity to d iscuss proced
ural q uestions should not be in any way d i m in ished by 
the statements of the Leader of the Opposit ion who 
suggests that i t 's somehow i mproper. That's an estab
l ished precedent in parl iaments throughout the Com
monwealth ,  that any member can consult with the 
Speaker about House bus iness and House procedu re 
at any t ime and I wou l d n 't want the ignorance of the 
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Leader of the O pposit ion  on that question to p rejudice 
the r ights of 55 other members. 

Now,  M r. S peaker. the other q u est ion that comes 
i nto this, i s  whether or not there's been a g rave 
i mpropriety. a g rave impropriety. The s ug gestion that 
somehow the G overn ment House Leader or the F i rst 
M i n ister of this provin ce has in some way i nt im idated 
by a v is i t  or  threatened o r  b u l l ied. N ow we have prece
dents on those k i nds of activit ies too, and certa i n l y  
threaten i n g  language h a s  always been considered 
u nparl iamentary. When a member has i nt i m idated -
sorry, excuse me. M r. S peaker - when a member has 
i n t imated that he wou ld  move the adjournment  u n less 
certa in  explanations were g iven. the Speaker has 
i n terposed and cal led h i m  to o rder for us ing  language 
threate n i n g  to the Hou se, a lso langu age threaten i n g  
to t h e  Speaker or to a n y  other member h a s  been con
sidered in t imi dation and threate n i ng in the Chamber. 

So, Mr. Speaker. I 've heard the remarks of the F i rst  
M i n ister an d  of the Attorney-General .  I u n derstand 
that what they've stated in the H o u se i s  truthfu l  and I 
accept that as fact, so I know what they said to you,  
Sir .  But I would l i ke the House to reflect upon w hat the 
Leader of the O pposit ion  said to o u r  Speaker i n  H ans
ard last Thursday even ing .  "Mr. Speaker. with the 
g reatest of respect, S i r, o n  the point  of order, a foot
bal l referee can't  go back; a h ockey referee can't go 
back a n d  you.  S ir. can't go back ."  T h at's what he sa id .  
A paragraph later he said ,  " I  have not reflected on  your 
conduct yet. but i f  th is  p rocedu re i s  carried through ,  
your con d u ct w i l l  be  reflected upon ,  I can  assure you."  

N ow. M r. Speaker. i f  threaten i ng and in t imi dat ing 
l a nguage i s  the  k ind of t h i n g  wh ich prov ides a chal
lenge of th is  n at u re to the Cha ir. then i t 's  t h is s ide that 
shou ld  have been moving the mot ion.  The Leader of 
the O pposit ion has threatened and in t imidated - at 
least attempted to - our Speaker. but I have every 
confidence that those threats and attempts at i n t im i
dation had n o  effect whatsoever. S i m i lar ly ,  I have 
every confidence that the Member for V irden , who 
u nderwent the same k i n d  of threats two years ago th is  
wee k .  was n ot i nf luenced or i nt i m idated by that  k ind 
of language. M r. Speaker. I th ink  they shou ld  be on  the 
record too.  so that we u nderstand the k i n d  of activ ity 
which the Leader of the O pposit ion engages in and 
then expects u s  to a l low h i m  to q u estion the in tegrity 
of our pres id ing  officer. 

Tuesday. December 1 6, 1 980. a point  of order was 
ra ised. The Leader of  the O pposit ion .  then as P remier 
i n  th is  C ham ber. said to M r. Speaker. " I  ask, Sir .  that 
you ask h i m  to withdraw from the House wh i le  th is  
debate a n d  wh i le  th is  vote i s  be ing  taken." He was 
referrin g  to a member who has presently withdrawn 
for a period of about seven years. 

Mr. Speaker d isagreed with the then Premier, sug
gested that the member had the r ight to stay and 
speak, to which then the now Leader of the O pposi
tion repl ied with some chag ri n and for the memory of 
those here and in the gal leries. wavi ng  his hand, h is 
fist and h i s  f i nger and yel l i n g  at the Speaker as fol
lows, "Mr Speaker. on a po int  of order, I suggest to 
you with the g reatest of respect, S ir. that R u l e  1 3  to 
which you've a l l u ded on  previous occasions in th is  
debate. with the g reatest of respect, S i r , "  - remem ber 
th is  is  with the f i n ger s lash i n g  the air - " h as no rela
t ionsh ip  to th is  q uest ion before us today at a l l ,  and I 
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wou ld  s uggest. S i r. that you i n form yourself u pon that 
rule before you make fu rther reference to i t ."  N ow you 
had to be here to u n derstand the amount of threat that 
was i n  h i s  voice and h i s  f inger at the t ime.  But .  M r. 
Speaker, I do not perceive anyone o n  th is s ide rais ing  
the langu age and the behavio u r  of the Leader of the 
O pposit ion as compromis ing you.  because I bel ieve 
you are of f u l l  i n tegrity and not in any posit ion to be 
compro mised by the Leader of the Opposit ion and 
certa in ly, S i r, I k now you were not compromised by 
the F i rst M i n ister or  the Attorney-General because I 
k now what they to ld you; I k n ow what they spoke to 
you about. They d i d  not speak to you about your 
ru l i ng ;  they asked you for a transcript. 

M r. Speaker, I submit  therefore, that not o n l y  is 
there no su bstance to the motion as I 've d i sc ussed 
each of the various c lauses in it, but that if there is  a 
q uest ion of confidence relat ing to the parl iamentary 
tradi t ions as they are respected in this House. the 
q uest ion of conf idence shou ld  relate to someone who 
has g reat k nowledge about  these R u les, but  does n ot 
observe them. I n  fact, h is k n owledge is o n l y  i n  the 
breach and he uses and abuses them for h is own 
pol i t ical  benefits even when he holds the office of the 
Prem ier. 

M r. Speaker, the cr is is of confidence is not with you ,  
but  with the Leader of the Opposit ion.  

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourab le  Member for Virden. 

M R .  H .  GRAHAM: M r. Speaker.  on  a point  of  personal  
pr iv i lege, I j ust want to state that my record in th is 
C hamber wi l l  speak for itself. Apparently the M em ber 
for Springf ie ld i s  sti l l  estab l i sh ing  h is .  

M R .  SPEAKER: Order p lease. 
The Member for Brandon West. 

MR. H.  CARROLL: M r. Speaker. I'd l ike  to speak very 
very briefly. You,  M r. Speaker. have the r ight to be 
wrong. On Thursday. i n  my own op in ion ,  you were 
very very poss i b l y  wrong,  b ut I accept that .  I am not 
going to stand by and see an attack on  the whole 
par l iamentary system set u p  because you may have 
been wrong in your dec is ion .  O u r  tradi t ions are that 
we accept your decis ions and we don't go and try to 
f ight you in some other way. I th ink  th is  whole motion 
is  an i n s u lt to you ,  Mr .  Speaker.  and I am most d is
g u sted to see i t  moved in th is  House. 

M R .  S P E AK E R :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
E lmwood. 

MR. R .  DOERN: M r. Speaker. I f i nd  i t  pecu l iar  that at a 
t ime when the nat ion and the p rov ince are racked with 
u nemployment and serious social problems that House 
t ime is  spend ing  t ime on a matter l i ke th is .  M r  
S peaker, w e  are focus ing o u r  energies, because o f  the 
Conservative Opposit ion ,  on  a tempest in a teapot. 

M r. Speaker. th is  whole procedu re with the Conser
vat ives' s u pport is b r i n g i n g  d i scred i t  u p o n  t h i s  
Assembly a n d  bri ng ing  d iscredit u pon t h e  parl iamen
tary process, br ing ing  d i scred it u po n  people in pub l ic  
l ife. and they're n ot aware of  th is .  but it 's bri n g i ng 
d i scredit  upon the Conservative Party of Manitoba 
as a whole. 
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Mr.  Speaker, I have watched your ru l ings for the 
past year l ike  everybody else. I have seen you try to 
operate u nder what can o n ly be descri bed as new and 
d iff icult  c i rcumstances. The House for  many years 
has had three parties in it; n ow i t  has on ly  two parties 
and I t h i n k  that you as Speaker have ru led fairly t ime 
and t i me and t ime again  and g iven the O ppos i t ion  
every opport u n ity to make their  points ,  g iven them 
every benefit of the dou bt. And on  one occasion when 
they d i sag reed with what you have done, they demand 
your res ignat ion .  I f i nd that a very pecu l iar reaction 
i n deed and the reason i s  that the Leader of the Oppo
sit ion has lost perspective, he's gone abso lutely 
bananas on  this part icu lar issue. He t h i nks  that this is  
the most i m portant issue fac ing  the people of Man it
oba and their  elected representatives in the month of 
December, 1 982. 

Mr .  Speaker, al l  of u s  saw him lose perspective, as 
was j ust descri bed. when he did n ot reflect u pon the 
R u l i n g  of the Speaker wh ich i s  out of  order; he threa
tened you as Speaker. That is far worse than any 
verbal reflection .  with f inger-wagg ing  and red face 
and raised voice and eyes b laz ing ,  threaten ing  the 
Speaker of th is  Assembly .  Wel l ,  we a l l  d i d  see that 
once before: i t  wasn't the f i rst t ime;  we d i d  see i t  with 
the member who preceded h i m .  

M r. Speaker, t h e  acrimony i n  t h i s  H ouse, I th ink .  is  
the worst that I have seen s ince 1 966 - t h is i s  the worst, 
and it started from the very beg i n n in g  because of the 
frustration of the members o pposite with the l ast e lec
t ion  - ( I nterject ion )- that's r ight ,  the cause of i t  a l l .  
The fact of the matter i s ,  M r. Speaker, that th is  party 
st i l l  bel ieves that the G overnment  stole the e lection 
because they're not b ig enough to real ize that they 
blew the elect ion .  

Mr .  S peaker, the Leader of the O pposit ion ta lks 
about  the tyranny of the majority. Wel l ,  we a l l  k now 
about that and we a lso k now about somethi n g  else 
cal led the tyranny  of the m i nority and that's what 
we're getti ng right now. We're gett i n g  the bus iness of 
the House g rou nd to a ha l t  o n  a matter that is  of l it t le 
major importance and of no  i nterest whatsoever to the 
publ ic,  to the man in the street. 

Mr. Speaker, can an M LA speak or ta lk  to the 
Speaker? Can an MLA v is i t  the S peaker? Can an M LA 
have any contact whatsoever with the Speaker of a 
Leg is lative Assembly? Mr .  S peaker. surely anyone i n  
t h i s  Assem bly c a n  a t  a n y  t i m e ,  f o r  social reasons o r  
other. v is it  y o u  i n  your  office. I t  i s  n o t  u p  to t h e  Leader 
of the Opposit ion to q uarant ine the Speaker of the 
Leg is lat ive Assembly of M a n itoba from December 
1 982 on .  

M r. Speaker. transcri pts were obtained by the Pre
mier  of a debate that was of some i mportance in terms 
of  problems associ ated with it and the Leader of the 
O pposit ion obtained transcripts as wel l .  Wel l ,  I say 
t hat w hat is  sauce for the goose i s  sauce for the 
gander. 

Mr .  S peaker, I t h i n k  that we shou ld  d ispose of th is  
tempest i n  a teapot and get  o n  with the bus iness of the  
people of Manitoba. 

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for t he q uest ion? 

HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, i f  no  one e lse wishes to 
contr ibute to the debate. I would be happy to make 
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some conc l u d i ng remarks with respect to th is  motion 
which i s  presently before the H o use. I l i stened with 
amusement to the Member for E l mwood tal k ing  about 
how mem bers shou ld  conduct themselves i n  the 
House, how unemployment is  the main considerat ion 
and concern of the House and ,  S i r. when I spoke i n  the 
T hrone Speech debate a week ago I bel ieve I made 
that  point 

However, I u nderstand that when the M em ber for 
E lmwood came to make his contribut ion to the Throne 
Speech he d i l ated, for about 30 m i n utes or so, on  
g iv ing  the so-cal led horse rac i ng odds with respect to 
prospective Leaders of the O pposit ion on  th is  s ide of 
the House. I rea l ly  don't make it a habit  of read i ng h i s  
speeches, but  I ' m  t o l d  that that's what took p lace and I 
just wondered how that was meant to contribute to the 
crisis of u nemployment that was fac ing  M a n itobans 
and that is fac ing  Manitobans because of the i nact ion 
of  the Government to which he persists i n  c l i ng ing  
after he has  been thwarted so  often i n  h i s  attempt to  
run back  to the front bench. So I t h i n k  the  M em ber for 
E l mwood is  hardly in a posit ion to ta lk  about the qual
i ty  of contr ibut ions to debate i n  th is  House or w hether 
i n deed, S i r. truth; the posi t ion and i mpart ia l ity of the 
Speaker is  not a matter of high pr iority. 

We. S ir, m ust defer to other judgments, to those of 
the par l iamentary writers and to others who tend to 
u n derstan d  this i nst itut ion somewhat m ore in t imately 
than does the Member for E l mwood. He,  M r. Speaker, 
persists in tak ing this matter, which is  an extremely 
serious matter, as a tempest in a teapot Wel l .  I pray for 
the i nst itut ion of parl iament that we don't  have too 
many tempests in a teapot of th is  order. 

Before I leave the Member for E lmwood. may I make 
it clear for the record, lest anyone be u nder any m is
apprehension because of the red herrings .  the non
sequ iturs ,  a l l  of the rather crude debat ing  devices that 
are u sed by members such as he opposite to deflect 
attent ion ,  p u bl ic attent ion ,  from the issues that are 
before the H ou se today, the very serious issues that 
are before the House today. Mr .  Speaker. we're not 
u n used or u n accustomed to that techn ique .  When 
you're g u i lty.  you try to d raw the attent ion of the l is
tener to someone else. It i s  not anyone on  th is  side of 
the House, S i r, in the cou rse of a debate. who went to 
your off ice and sought a n  in terview with you with 
respect to a matter that was u nder considerat ion .  as 
they c la im at the time - no one from this s ide of the 
House - so let's get the facts straig ht The improprie
t ies a l leged . Sir .  were improprieties on behalf of the 
F i rst M i n ister. the Attorney-Genera l .  who at least 
admitted in the House that they had had that contact 
with you ,  S i r. and no one on that side of the H o use -
and one wou ldn ' t  expect it from the M em ber from 
E l mwood - no one on that side of the Hou se has 
den ied the fact. Sir. that you made a ru l i ng  in the 
afternoon. that you came i nto the House that eve n i n g  
and s a i d  you h a d  made a ru l i n g .  t h e n  proceeded t o  
change that ru l i ng .  wh ich is  tota l ly  u n precedented. 

I f  my honourable fr iend from El mwood hasn't the 
wit  to t ie together the i ncidents which fol low chrono
logical ly w ith respect to that u n fortun ate secon d  rul
ing on  you r  part. which resulted in the Member for 
Fort G arry being ejected from th is  House o n  a mot ion.  
S i r. p ro posed by the House Leader. then i f  he hasn' t  
the wit  to see how these i tems a l l  l i n k  together then I 
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suggest. S i r, we shou ld  pay no f u rther attent ion to the 
k ind of mental  meanderi ngs that we've heard from 
that sou rce d u ri ng the cou rse of th is  otherwise serious 
debate. 

Mr. S peaker, the Member for Spr ingf ie ld refers to 
the su bstance of the resolut ion as being a spur ious 
a l legatio n ,  yet I d id n't hear h im nor d id  I hear ,  more 
i m portant ly ,  the F i rst M i n ister, nor did I hear the 
Leader of the House. the Attorney-Genera l ,  deny any 
of the a l legat ions contained i n  that statement at a l l .  
None at a l l .  

M R .  SPEAKER :  The Honourable Government House 
Leader. 

HON. R .  PENNER: On a point of personal pr iv i lege. 
the record speaks for itself .  On Page 1 49, I stated that I 
cal led upon you "to p ick  u p  a copy of the transcript 
wh ich  had been requested by the F i rst M i n ister and 
p icked up that t ra nscript ,  and short ly after left  your 
office." The record is  c lear. 

HON. S. l YON: M r. Speaker. the M em ber for Fort 
Rouge,  the House Leader says that he cal led at your 
off ice p icked u p  a transcript and short ly after left the 
off ice.  Wou l d  he care to en l arge o n  that and tel l us 
about the conversat ion? Because what I 'm say i n g  to 
you ,  S i r, is  that neither the House Leader nor  the F i rst 
M i n ister have said what the nature of the conversation 
they had with you was nor i ndeed do they have to 
because your act ion when you came back i nto the 
House. regrettably. S i r, spoke volumes about the 
k i nds  of in terventions that were bein g  made. N ow, 
Sir .  

HON. R .  PENNER: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker. is  that a ques
t ion to me? 

HON. S. l YON: No.  

HON. R. PENNER: No. of cou rse not. 

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

HON. H.  PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker. on  a matter of pr iv i
lege. I would s i mply refer you to my statements on  
Page 1 49 i n d icat i ng q u ite c learly what  the natu re of  
the  v is i t  was and what the request was. 

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

HON. S. l YON: Wel l .  Mr .  Speaker. after hav ing  dealt  
with these rather fractured matters of priv i lege, may I 
ask the F i rst M i n ister then,  when he was speak ing  w hy 
d id  he not venture some op in ion  as to why your R u l i n g  
h a d  been c hanged that eve n i ng? Because he h a d  the 
fu l l  opport u n ity. S ir, as I ment ioned before. on  the 
Thursday even i ng after you had come back and rev
ersed you rself with respect to the matter of a ru l i n g ,  I 
raised the point .  I 've read it i nto the record - ( I nter
ject ion )- he had the f u l l  opportun ity. M r. Speaker, to 
advise the House at that t ime that he had been to your 
office and had had conversat ions with you respect i ng 
a point  of order and the statements made by the 
Member tor Fort G arry that even i n g .  He d i dn't  d o  that 
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t h is afternoon at a l l ;  he had the fu l l  opport u n ity to do i t  
but the record wi l l  show.  S ir .  that  he d idn ' t  do it .  

M r. Speaker, before the tr iv ia l ity is  lost upon a l l  who 
are l isten i n g  to this debate,  may I say that there has 
never been at issue in th is  matter at a l l ,  the longstand
i ng r ight that has existed s i nce 1 958, that I ' m  aware of. 
of any mem ber to seek through the Speaker's office. a 
copy of the transcript of H ansard. S i r. you are n ot 
fac i ng a motion today because the F i rst M i n ister. the 
Attorney-Genera l ,  or anyone else sought a copy of the 
transcript of Han sard and tor anyone on  that s ide of 
the House to try to obsc u re or - to u se the Attorney
General's favorite word - to obfuscate and to try to 
cloud u p  the issue, the c lear, prist ine  issue that is  
before u s  with that k ind of procedural  nonsense. let 
me say, that k i nd of techn ique  may work tor my 
honourable fr iend, the Attorney-Genera l ,  when he's 
before a law c lass, i t  won't work in par l iament and it 
doesn't work in the court of pub l ic  op in ion .  

N ow,  M r. Speaker, what I want  to f ind  out .  S i r ,  i s  how 
long can this side of the House or i ndeed the people of 
M a nitoba expect the k i n d  of defense - i f  you may 
crown i t  with that word - that we h ave heard th is  
afternoon to be suff ic ient? Of cou rse. mem bers of  the 
House have access to the Speaker; n o  one has q uesti
o ned that at a l l .  What mem bers are q uestion i n g ,  Mr .  
Speaker, is  the F i rst M i n ister of th is  H ouse go ing to 
the Chambers of M r. Speaker and fo l lowi n g  upon that 
v is i t ,  Mr .  Speaker com i n g  back i nto the H ouse and 
changi n g  a ru l i ng  that  he had made pr ior  to the supper 
hour. That's what's in q uest ion .  

Mr .  S peaker. may I rem i n d  you ,  S i r, may I rem i n d  
some of my honourable fr iends opposite, of t h e  fam
ous P ipe l ine Debate? M ay I say, Sir, with regret, that 
there are n u m ber of s i m i larit ies between that debate 
and what is  transpi r ing  in this H ouse because, Mr. 
Speaker, my honourable friends opposite, l ike  the 
Bou rbons, k n ow noth i n g  and forget noth ing .  My 
honourable fr iends should l isten; my honourable 
fr iends should read Hansard from the H ouse of Com
mons for the debate that took p lace o n  the f irst day of 
J une,  1 956. when the Speaker came i nto the H ouse o n  
a morn i n g  after havin g  made a r u l i n g  on  w h i c h  debate 
was tak ing p lace and the next m o rn i n g  he said to the 
House, I 've changed my mind and I am go ing to turn 
about the ru l i n g  I made last even ing .  M r. Speaker, the 
Leader of the O pposit ion at that t ime, the Honourab le  
George D rew; the Leader of the CCF Party at  that 
t ime ,  M . J .  Coldwe l l ,  both said that is contrary to the 
practices and the precedents of this H ouse. You can't 
do that. 

In the course of that i nterven ing debate, Mr. Speaker. 
references were made to whether or not the Speaker 
of the day. the H onourable Renee Beaudo in  had been 
contacted by mem bers of the government front bench .  
When i t  came out ,  M r. Speaker. that they had been 
contacted, i n deed that the Leader of the House, the 
Honourable Walter H arris, had spoken to the S peaker 
after he had made that r u l i n g  and that the M i n ister i n  
that government.  the Honourable J .W. P ickersg i l l .  
h a d  a l s o  cal led i n  t o  see the Speaker. and t h e  S peaker 
had q u ite properly i n  that instance, as i t  i s  related in a 
n u m ber of books surro u n d i n g  that i n stance, had said ,  
no .  I can't  talk to you,  but I have made u p  my mind as 
to what I am go ing to do.  But there was i nterference at 
that t ime by members of the Treasury Bench.  
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O n e  would t h i n k ,  M r. Speaker, for anyone who has 
any k nowledge of our  parl i amentary system, or any 
sympathy or u ndersta n d i n g  or sensit iv ity to it ,  that 
that k i n d  of warni n g  which shou ld  be in the m i n d  of a l l  
parl iamentarians, part icu larly those who esteem to 
hold the office of F i rst M i n ister, that they would n ot 
put the pres id ing  officer of a parl iament i n  the posit ion 
i nto which you have been put .  S i r, as a resu l t  of that 
k i n d  of v is i t .  That example a lone shou ld  have been 
suff icient to i n d icate. to sound the warn i n g  bel l that 
mem bers of the front bench,  at the ir  own peri l ,  tamper 
with the office of the Speaker in a way that we have 
seen regrettably in the last 72 to 96 hours .  

Mr .  Speaker. I d id n't hear a n  arg ument comi n g  from 
the Member for S pr ingf ie ld ,  that rea l ly  deserves an 
i ntel lectual  response. What I heard,  Mr .  Speaker, was 
a n  attempt by the Mem ber for Spr ingfield to g l oss over 
the facts. wh ich are c lear for anyone to see. Backdoor 
references to debates that took p lace in th is  House a 
year or two years ago are i n terest ing  readi n g  but ,  M r. 
S peaker. a l l  I can say with respect to that ,  as any 
Speaker of t h is Legis lature wi l l  know, if  I have any
t h i n g  to say to the C ha i r, S i r .  I ' l l  say it from my seat i n  
the House and not scurry and scamper around  through 
the backdoor l ike the F i rst M i n ister does here. 

So,  Mr. Speaker, I have no apolog ies to make i n  that 
regard; but those who walk down the ha l l  after hours ,  
to try to impr int the ir  wi l l  upon  the c h ief pres i d i n g  
officer of t h is House, are the ones about whom t h e  
word "shame" shou ld  be used. My regret, S i r. is  that 
you fal l  as the butt of their  i l l-considered act ions .  It i s  
they,  the F irst M i n ister o f  th is  House, t h e  House 
Leader of t h is House, who shou ld  be sta n d i ng before 
the Bar of th is  House and receivi n g  the proper con
demnat ion from the Legis lature of this province for 
the k i n d  of u n toward i n terference wh ich they have 
perpetrated. 

The Member for Springfield tries to make a case, M r. 
Speaker. that there is no f i na l ity to a ru l i ng  which i s  
made b y  y o u .  M r. Speaker. what k ind  o f  a ju r isdict ion 
d o  they t h i n k  we're operat ing in .  if  we're not operat i n g  
i n  t h e  common l a w  parl iamentary system , w h i c h  w e  
have i nherited and w h i c h  we have b u i lt on  a n d  made 
i nto this except iona l ly good Canadian system that we 
have? G od k nows it's not perfect. and there are always 
t hose on  the outside.  M r. S peaker. who are try i n g  to 
assau l t  i t ;  some from beyond our shores. some from 
wi th in  our very boundaries who try to assau l t  th is  
system. M r. Speaker, the system has  long out lasted 
those who wou ld  try to rot i t  from w i t h i n  a n d  I predict ,  
Sir ,  that the system w i l l  con t i n ue to out last that k ind of 
sabotage from with i n .  

The fact that t h e  Member for Fort G arry was 
removed from the service of the H ou se that n ight  
seems to have been lost to the attent ion of the M em ber 
for Spr ingf ie ld .  That. in h is op in ion ,  may not be a b ig  
matter. I suggest, S i r, that i t  is  a b ig  matter i n  the mind  
of  the Member for  Fort G arry. who i s  a d ist ingui shed 
mem ber; not only of this House. but previously of the 
House of Commons of Canada. That is  a big matter 
that is worth the t ime of debate of th is  House at any 
t ime.  I want to assu re the Member for Spr ingf ie ld .  that 
rather than the n arrow gauged v iew that he may have 
of what constitutes parl iamentary privi lege and pro
cedu re. that that k i n d  of debate w i l l  be cont inued i n  
th is  H ou se w hether he u nderstands it or  l i kes it o r  
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not, M r. Speaker. 
So, my honourable friend for Spri ngfield tries to say 

there is  noth i n g  wrong at a l l  with consult ing the 
Speaker o n  a matter that is  presently before the 
House. What new ru le is  he l ay i n g  down for the people 
who l isten to him? Is he say i n g  that it's al l  r ight for a 
c l ient to go u n i l atera l ly  to a j udge when h i s  case i s  
bein g  decided and t a l k  t o  t h e  j u dge? I s  he say i n g  that. 
Mr .  Speaker? What d i fference is  there, u s i n g  the 
rather specio u s  arg ument,  Mr .  Speaker, of the H ouse 
Leader that the debate was st i l l  o n .  in the matter of the 
ru l i ng?  How then could the House Leader, how then 
could the F irst M i n ister - even accept ing  that the spe
c ious arg ument was tru e - how cou ld  they presume to 
go to you,  S i r. in the absence of the House Leader for 
this side of the House. to talk to you about a debate 
which they stand in the H ouse today and say had n ot 
been concluded and that the ru l i ng  had not been 
concluded? 

M r. Speaker, I know that m embers on  the opposite 
side l ike to catcal l and yell when they find the truth too 
overwhelming ,  I k now that ;  and I k n ow from whence 
that des i re springs, because rea l ly ,  S i r, the blood f low 
of democracy is not too g reat i n  the veins of some of 
the honourable members o pposite. 

M r. S peaker. if  my honourable friend is  suggest ing 
that you can go a n d  consul t  a j udge any t ime,  why is  it 
that every pol i t ic ian in every parl iamentary system on 
the face of the earth wou ld  never try to do,  with 
respect to a jud ic ia l  officer, what the F i rst M i n ister and 
w hat the Attorney-General - of a l l  people - d id ,  with 
respect to you.  S i r, i n  connection with a matter which 
they say was sti l l  open? That's even worse. That's 
even worse. Sir. It says someth ing .  M r. Speaker. about 
the qua l ity, the u n derstand i n g  and the i ntegrity of 
parl iament. when people such as those two members 
feel that they are free, Sir. in the exercise of their r ights 
as freeborn socia l i sts.  to g o  and pamper with the pre
s id ing  officer of th is  House .  

M r. Speaker. I come back to the Mem ber for St .  
Bon iface. I come to the Member for  St.  Bon iface for 
the contribut ion that he made in a n  attempt. Sir, to say 
t hat there was no proof i n  support of this resolut ion 
because let me make i t  c lear W hat we're debat i n g  
today here, S ir ,  and my honourable friends c a n  use 
their majority in any way that they see fit but the truth 
w i l l  come out, what we are debat ing  here today, S i r, is  
w hether o r  not that resol ut i o n  is  true. I f  my honoura
ble friends want to use their  majority to vote against a 
resolut ion that. with regret, we've had to br ing  to th is  
House, let them do it ;  but  'et  them pay the price and be 
prepared to pay the pr ice of  publ ic  op in ion .  S i r. for 
i nf l ict ing their vers ion of truth upon th is  Legis lature. It 
won't wash. I t  won't happen. 

I ask them if they want to do some weekend read i ng ,  
as  I d id ;  go back and read the P i pe l ine Debate. Go 
back  and see h ow that fractured parl iament for  weeks 
and weeks of t ime.  after the S peaker took a posit ion 
that was seen to be one that was i n  favour of the 
g overn ment. and ,  S i r. I k now I need not i n struct you 
with respect to the u nfortu nate ending of that inc i
dent.  The Speaker. the Honourable M r. Rene Beau
d o i n .  even though a s i m i lar  resolut ion to this was put 
before the House. and even though the govern ment 
majority defeated that reso lu t ion :  Mr.  Beaudo in  
resigned as  Speaker of the  House of  Commons wi th in  



Monday, 13 December, 1982 

a matter of weeks after that u n fort u nate matter was 
brought before the H o use. 

Mr. S peaker, the M em ber for St .  Bon i face says n o  
i nformat ion was g iven ,  or proof, that i nf luence was 
bro u g ht to bear upon  you.  M r. S peaker. A l l  I say i n  
response t o  that i s  th is :  why d i d  you come back in to 
the H ouse i n  the eve n i n g  and change your ru l i ng  and 
say that you were chang ing your ru l i n g  after cal ls  had 
been made upon you? Why,  S i r? That i s  what we can't 
u nderstand.  With regret, we can't u nderstand that. 
That .  Sir .  is what brings th is  u nfortunate resolut ion 
before the House. 

Mr. S peaker. the points of argument have been 
clearly made by my co l leagues. the Member for T u rt le  
Mou nta in  and the M em ber for Fort  G arry with respect 
to what the record d isc loses. My honourable friends 
can obfuscate al l  they wish. The record d iscloses. 
regrettably .  that you made a r u l i n g  in the afternoon:  
you then came back i nto the House i n  the eve n i n g  and 
sa id ,  I made a ru l i ng  th is  afternoon but I ' m  going to 
change i t .  S i r. with the g reatest of  respect. that can't 
be done 

Mr.  Speaker. when that k ind of act ion .  S i r, is com
pounded by the admission of the F i rst M i n ister and the 
Attorney-General .  that they both came to call upon 
you with respect to th is  matter. then I suggest. S i r. that 
your posit ion - as I said on Fr iday - is u ntenable. 

M r. Speaker, the F i rst M i n ister - and I repeat this 
point - who had an opport u n ity on  Thursday eveni n g ;  
w h o  h a d  another opport u n ity a g a i n  on  Fr iday morn
ing; and who had a further opport u n ity, aga i n ,  here i n  
th is  debate on  Monday afternoon, which he fought to 
prevent from taking p lace. that the F i rst M i n ister, M r. 
Speaker. has not at any  t ime made any den ia l  what
soever of the topic of the conversat ion about wh ich he 
met wi th  you:  none w hatsoever. M r. Speaker, no one. 
as the F i rst M i n ister said.  rel i shes th is  k ind of a debate: 
no  one at a l l .  

M r. Speaker. the  v iews of the  G overnment have 
been expressed and I regret, S i r, that the v iews of the 
G overn ment do not in any substant ia l  way deflect. 
regrettably ,  Sir, from the substance of the motion . 
There is not one jot or t ittle of evidence that they've 
brought  forward that detracts in any way, M r. Speaker, 
from the u n fort u nate a l legat ions that have to be made 
on  that resolut ion .  

M r. Speaker. the case that we have made,  with 
respect to th is  issue i n  the preamble and i n  the opera
t ive secti o n  of the resolut ion ,  has n ot been rebutted. 
I ndeed, there's been an attempt on  the other side to try 
to colour  the picture: to try to say i t  d idn't happen . 
People who go around  shoot ing  themselves i n  the 
foot are now try i ng to blame somebody else for a i m i n g  
t h e  g u n .  They can't d o  that, Mr .  Speaker. O u r  par l ia
mentary system doesn't work that way at a l l .  

They  may ,  as  I 've sa id  before, M r. S peak er, use  the  
tyra n ny of the i r  majority to defeat th is  reso lut ion .  
They cannot use the tyra n ny of their  majority to defeat 
parl iament. 

QUESTION put; MOTION carried. 

MR.  SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber for Turt le 
Mountain .  

MR. A. RANSOM: Yeas and N ays, M r. Speaker. 
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MR. SPEAKER: Cal l  i n  the mem bers. 
Order p lease. The m ot ion before the House is 

moved by the Honourable Leader of the O pposition .  
seconded by the Honourable Member for  T urt le 
M ou ntain .  Do you wish the resolut ion read again? 

A STANDING VOTE was taken, the resu l t  being as 
fol lows: 

YEAS 

M essrs. Banman,  B lake, B rown , Downey,  Driedger, 
E n ns, F i l m o n ,  Gou rlay, G raham. M rs. Hammond.  
M essrs. Hyde,  Johnston ,  Kovnats. Lyon, Manness. 
McKenzie. Mercier, N ordman , M rs. O leson, M essrs. 
Orchard, R ansom, Sherman, Steen.  

NAYS 

M essrs. Adam . A nstett, Ashto n ,  Buck laschuk ,  Carro l l ,  
Corri n ,  Cowan, Desjardi ns, M rs. Dodick .  M r. Doern . 
Ms. Dol in ,  Messrs. Evans, Eyler, Fox, Harapiak,  Harper, 
M rs. Hemphi l l .  Messrs. Kostyra. Lecuyer. Mack l ing .  
Ma l i nowski ,  Pawley, Penner, Ms.  P h i l l i ps .  Messrs. 
P l o h m a n ,  San tos, Schroeder,  Scott .  M rs .  S m it h ,  
Messrs. Storie, Usk iw. 

MR. CLERK: Yeas, 23: Nays, 3 1 . 

M R .  SPEAKER: The motion is accordi ng ly  lost. 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR. SPEAKER: Before we reach Oral Question Period,  
may I d i rect the attent ion of honourable members to 
the loges on  my left where there is  a M rs. J u ne West
bury ,  a former MLA of th is  Assembly,  former Member 
for Fort R ouge.  On behalf of the members. I welcome 
you here th is  afternoon. 

Oral Q uestions 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

THRONE SPEECH DEBATE 

M R .  SPEAKER: O n  the  p ro posed mot ion  of the  
Honourable Member for  R ie l ,  proposed amendment 
thereto by the Honourable Leader of the O pposit ion .  

The Honourable Member for l n kster has 21  m i nutes 
remain in g .  

M R .  D .  SCOTT: T h a n k  y o u  very much ,  Mr .  Speaker. 
The other day, on  Fr iday when I got up. I referred to a 
n um ber of topics, i n c l u d i n g  decorum of the H ouse: 
how we were keepi n g  th is  House, in what l i ght in the 
p u b l i c: our  practices in the House and I th ink  for us  as 
the Mem ber for E lmwood pointed out, to have wasted 
so far th is  afternoon in excess of two hours and 1 5  
m i n utes o n  a facetious m ot ion such as that has done 
n oth i n g  to en hance th is  H ouse in the eyes of the 
pub l ic .  

I want to move i nto an area that is of  d i rect concern 
to many Manitobans. 

MR. SPEAKER: D oes the M ember for V i rden have a 
point  of order? 
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M R .  H. GRAHAM: M r. Speaker. on a po int  of order. I 
be l ieve the honourable member is referr ing and cast
i ng reflect ions on a decis ion that has a l ready been 
made by this Chamber. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for l n kster. 

MR. D. SCOTT: M r. Speaker. I wish to now turn my 
speech towards matters that do affect Man i to bans;  
that affect al l  Canadians,  and it 's k ind of break ing  a 
new bit  of g ro u n d .  I s uppose. and g iv ing some food for 
thought both to my Government. of which I'm a part, 
and to the Government of Canada and other provinces. 

The s ituat ion that I 'd l ike to discuss is  that of taxa
t ion and d istribut ion of the burden of taxati o n  on  Can
ad ians .  We have see n .  s ince 1 972, some erosion of  the 
share of taxati o n  on  behalf  of corporat ions and that 
switc hed m u ch more to the i n d iv idua l .  T h i s  is not  
somet h i n g  that's u n ique to Canada, i t 's  not u n ique at 
a l l  in the world in general,  in that r ight across the 
world th is  same phenomenon has been tak i n g  p lace. 
A good amount of the reason for it is  because of the 
tax structu res, the compl icat ion of the tax system and 
the i ncreased n um ber of exemptions of write-offs, and 
one th ing  and another, against i ncome and d i rect 
credits mak ing parts of i ncomes that people earn non
taxable. be they i nd iv iduals or corporat ions.  I t  has 
tu rned very m u ch so. a d isproport ionate amount of 
the taxes that are col lected in th is  country on  the 
backs of the wage earner - he who cannot h ide h is  
i ncome; he who cannot write off  i ncome; he who can
not write off expendi tures against his i ncome. 

In '7 1 .  in the Man itoba case. we col lected i n  the 
v ic in ity of 1 O percent of our  taxes came from corpora
t ion  i n come tax; 32 percent came from personal  
i n come tax;  sales taxes y ie lded about 1 8  percent of 
our total taxat ion revenues.  

In  1 982, the corporat ion i n come tax had j ust 
decreased a b i t .  but  personal  income taxes had risen 
some 6 percent ,  as far as a total amount of  taxes that 
are co l lected i n  M antoba. The amounts of personal 
i ncome taxes have i ncreased from $ 1 1 6  m i l l ion  i n  
1 97 1  t o  $ 5 1 4  m i l l ion  i n  1 982. T h e  percentage i ncrease 
and the respons i b i l ity upon i nd iv idua l  i ncomes has 
raised approx i mately 6 percent. Corporations have. 
by l ast year $ 1 1 4  m i l l ion  was raised. j ust s l ig htly over 
three t imes as much as was in 1 971  

In  1 983. the latest project ions .  we're expect i ng the 
revenues to be down to i n  the range of 4 percent of our  
total tax revenues from corporat ions .  From i n d iv idu
a ls .  they wi l l  r ise a further percent to a l most 40 per
cent, 39.4 percent. approximately. These are just on  
est imates is  the  best that we g ot at  th is  point  i n  t ime. 

Sales taxes have remai ned relatively consistent 
over this time period and the level of i ncome raised 
from other forms of taxes as fees and other taxes 
across the board have remained relatively consistent 
as wel l .  The o n ly one that has general ly i ncreased is 
the personal i ncome tax and on  t he personal  i ncome 
tax itself .  with the exempt ions that have been bu i l t  i n .  
t h e  exemptions have b u i lt i n  d isproport ionately a t  the 
u pper ends of the i ncome scales. 

I have some data that was brought forward u n der an 
analysis of tax expenditu res done by the Federal 
G overn ment just a year or two ago. I t  shows the 
i m pact on w hat we thought was a progressive tax 
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system or many people st i l l  tend to th ink  of a prog res
s ive tax system and the progressivity of the tax system 
is  a lm ost d isappeared. M r. Speaker 

The tax expend i tures have risen d ramat ical ly in the 
past decade and the tax expendi tu res are bas ical ly 
one's ab i l i ty to receive those tax expend i tures is  u pon 
the i r  capacity to be  ab le  to ded u ct part icu lar items 
from their i ncome; to be able to reduce their taxable 
i ncome by go ing  after i ncomes that are n ot taxed at 
the f u l l  rate. The n u m ber of people with i nvestment 
i ncomes that are therefore taxed at a lower rate. 
i m pacts a lot of people as wel l  at the u pper income 
brackets but n ow down below. With the i ncome excl u
s ions and deductions, they create far more tax sav ings 
for the u pper i ncome g ro u ps than they do for the 
lower i ncome groups. 

I would l ike  to table for the i n formation of the 
Hou se, I 've on ly  g ot three copies of t h is. M r. Speaker. 
b ut I ' d  l ike to table this. i f  there are any pages aro u n d .  
On t h e  Federal I n come T a x  expendi tures. as a benefit 
of percentage of i ncome. i t  shows. as you can see 
from this,  that for the i ncome on tax expend i ture 
benefits as a percentage of i ncome. for the very bot
tom i ncome catego ries. 0 to $2500. they receive 
s l ight ly over 30 percent of the ir  i ncome tax expendi
tures as i t  should be .  That  is  the people that the tax 
credits he lp the m ost. and it is  because of the tax 
credits largely - the refundable c h i  Id  tax credits u nder 
the Federal I ncome Tax Act. and a lso our own per
sonal i ncome tax cred its and property tax credits -
that is why you have such a h i g h  level at the lowest 
i ncome grou pings.  

As you go across the board the tax expenditures 
from income of $5.000 up to $20.000 does n ot change.  
I t  stays at about 4-1  > percent .  After that it starts to 
increase. After $20.000 it starts going u p  by a couple 
of percent a category unti l  you get u p  to the $50 -
$75,000 and it's taken a s u bstantial j ump.  now it's u p  to 
about 8 percent: $75.000 to $ 1 00.000 i ncomes is  u p  to 
about 1 O; $ 1 00.000 to $200,000 i n comes is  up to about 
1 4; and then over $200.000 i ncomes. they are u p  
a lmost u p  t o  the level o f  the u nder $2500 i n come 
people to approx i mately 26 percent to 27 percent of 
the total i ncome. 

That. I th ink .  M r. Speaker. is  a real aberration on  our  
tax system.  I t's one of the reasons that we have such a 
disproport ionate amount of taxes fal l i n g  upon the 
people who can least afford them and that is  the 
wage-earner. 

I ncome exclus ions are basical ly items wh ich  g ive 
preferent ia l  treatment to capital gains .  I ncome deduc
t ions.  be they charitable dedu ct ions or $ 1 .000 ded u c
t ion for i n vestment i ncome on pension i ncomes for 
the taxpayers over reported in i n comes of over $50,000. 
87 percent of the total deductions for i ncome averag
i n g  a n n u ity contracts were c la i med by people with 
i ncomes over $50.000.00 

R RSP's are another major factor and the more 
money you have the m ore money one is free to put i n  
u p  t o  t h e  max imum amount and a t  the u pper i ncome 
level s  most people are able to take the ful l  max i m u m  
amount a l lowed t o  p u t  i n t o  R RSP's.  T h e  exemptions 
most benefit  - th is is  straight exem ptions for spouses. 
for ch i ld ren and other dependants and for the d is
abled - m ostly i m pact the people they shou ld  be 
i m pact ing  and that is the midd le-i ncome earner and 
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the lower- income earners. The tax credits are about 
the o n ly tool that we have to try and bu i ld  some pro
g ressivity i nto the tax system at the provi nc ia l  level .  

U n fo rtunately, when the previous government was 
in office. they attempted to do away, or at least lessen 
the i m pact of the tax credit  system on the lower 
i ncome people. but they did absolutely not h i n g  to try 
and counteract the h i g h  tax breaks g iven to the u p per
i ncome categories. As a matter of fact, the one th ing 
they d i d  do.  is  they reduced the i ncome s u rtax on  the 
h i ghest income brackets. At the same time they were 
do ing  that they t urned aro u n d  and they tried to 
redu ce,  and effect ively d i d  red u ce. the n u m ber of tax 
credits go ing to the lowest i ncome earners. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is  a very vivid descript ion,  I th ink ,  
of the d i fferences between a New Democratic Party 
Government and a Conservative Government, because 
when we look for the tax system, we look for some 
equ ity in a tax system .  we look across the share of who 
is  contr i but ing  to the tax system,  who is  contr ibut ing  
to the welfare of the provi nce, who is  contri but ing to  
the cost i n  society and a nyone who doesn't th ink  that 
the society with a h i g h  qua l ity of l ife doesn 't cost 
money to mainta in ,  is  l i v ing in D isneyland.  

With tax expend i tures and effective taxation rates - I 
have another table I 'd l i ke  to table for the i nformat ion 
of the House - and it shows the d i fference with tax 
expend i tures and without tax expenditures of what 
the effect of tax rates would be. We have, as should be, 
a negative balance for the lowest income grou ps and 
after that .  a s l ight  increase r ight  u p  to about  the 
$ 1 00.000 to $200.000 range - very sl ight.  mind you .  
very very s l ig ht,  n oth i n g  reflected - i t  gets u p  l o  barely 
20 percent after tax expend i tures. People with an 
i ncome range between $ 1 00,000 and $200.000 pay a 
mere 20 percent of the average tax rates. So when 
people talk about i ncremental tax rates and what their  
actual  tax rates are,  I would say that the tax credits at 
least destroy any amount of progressivity that i s  in  a 
tax rate. 

At the top end .  those with i ncomes of over $200,000. 
it 's u n ique to see. or not u n ique - it 's very sad to see - a 
s u bstant ia l  reduct ion i n  the amount of taxes paid,  
back to the level of someone making $20,000 to 
$25.000, back to about a 1 2  or 14 percent effective tax 
rate Th is  k i n d  of s i tu at ion .  Mr. Speaker, I th ink  has to 
be addressed. It cannot be addressed s i mply by the 
provi nce. wh ich is  Man itoba, i t  m ust be addressed by 
the whole cou ntry. 

The Federal Govern ment started to address it i n  
1 979 wi th .  I th ink ,  what can b e  m ost descri bed a s  a 
relatively feeble attempt .  There was a tremendous 
backlash to them monkey i ng with the taxat ion sys
tem. which effect ively reduced the amount of benefit 
that i n d iv iduals in a h i g her i n come bracket would 
receive from tax expenditures and they backed away 
from those. They backed away from the ones that 
affected the corporations as well .  What they in effect 
d i d  with those actions. M r. Speaker, is  they tu rned 
around  and they j u st wrote back i nto The Tax Act a 
bunch of loopholes that had been i n it ia l ly attempted 
to be changed in the fal l  of 1 980s B udget. 

It showed 50 percent of those in the top i ncome 
categories benefiti n g  from the tax red uctions for capi
tal gains and 55 percent from the tax credit for d ivi
dend i ncomes.  The f igures for u nder the $50.000 

category, wh ich is a pretty h igh  category, were not 
anywhere near the 50 and the 55 percent for the cate
gory over the $50,000, they were 5 and 6 respect ively. 
5 and 6. Maybe the Federal Government twisted that 
around  and brought  in the 6 an d  5 program from i t .  I ' m  
n o t  real ly  q u ite s ure. - ( I nterject i o n ) - Yes. they're 
very very recogn izable. l ucky n u m bers. Yes. l u cky 
n u m bers for everyone except for the wage earner. 

N ow,  M r. S peaker, when one sees the gross i nequi
t ies i n  a taxat ion system that we have i n herited, one 
m ust ca l l ,  and it 's only responsible that we do cal l ,  for 
a Canadian-wide i nvest igation , i f  you wish .  an in ter
parl iamentary review of the Canadian tax system. 

I have some i n formation here from other countries 
as wel l ,  and the situat ions are somewhat s i m i lar in that 
most of them have had fairly s ign if icant i ncreases i n  
t h e  i n d iv idual  i ncome tax respons ib i l ity for pay i ng for 
the cost of society; whereas the corporate taxes have 
d ro pped . I n  Can ad a-wide, s ince 1 955, the i n d iv iduals' 
i n come taxes. as a percentage of total tax receipts by 
the G overnment of Canada, were approxi mately 20 
percent. By 1 980 they had i ncreased from 1 4  percent 
to 34.2 percent - a 1 3. 7 percent increase. Corporat ion 
i ncome taxes on  the other  hand,  between '55 and '80 
decreased a lmost 7 percent and I would suggest that 
the '83s a n d  '82, when '82 is done,  that 1 0  percent 
f igure - in 1 955 i t  was 1 7 .6 .  in 1 980 it's down to 1 0  
percent, I ' l l  bet it's probably not m u c h  more than 5 to 6 
percent. That much ,  so there we are. back to 6 and 5 
percent. So you w i l l  have approx i m ately a 1 2  percent 
red u ct ion in the burden of corporat ions to pay ing  for 
the costs of society, wh ich they benefit from.  

I nd iv iduals .  on  the  other hand .  tu rned around  and 
had to pay the addit ional amount  of taxat ion .  Al most 
all the other types of taxat ion are relatively level, 
except with big inequit ies com i n g  i n  the corporat ion 
and the i nd iv idual  i ncome taxes. 

O n e  s ubstant ial  alteration from that is  the types of 
deductions that we have in trodu ced with the levy for 
post-secondary education and health .  In other coun
tr ies they are start i n g  to m ove i nto that and have been 
over a n um ber of years. 
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I ' l l  take one example here - it would be i n  J apan - i n  
1 955 approx imately 6.5 percent of  their  i n come came 
from social  security contribution recei pts, as a per
centage of total tax receipts in that country - 6.5 per
cent .  By 1 975 they were u p ,  M r. Speaker. to about 1 5.5 
percent - a 9 percent increase. 

N o rway went from 1 955 some 4.5 percent of the 
total i ncome comes from this sou rce to 1 5 .2 percent. 
In Sweden there was a much more d ramatic rise, from 
2 percent to 27 percent .  But in Sweden as well, I 
bel ieve there was a substant ial  decrease i n  the i n come 
tax; whereas we had an i n d iv idual  i ncome tax that 
went from 20 to 34 percent of total  tax receipts. I n  
Sweden i nd iv idual  i ncome taxes redu ced from 53 per
cent of the total government take down to 41  percent .  
a su bstant ia l  redu ct ion .  

I f  we were to switch to that  form of taxat ion ,  M r. 
Deputy Speaker, I would su ggest th ere are far fewer 
loopholes or there are next to no loopholes that cor
porat ions can h i re expensive tax acco u ntants and tax 
lawyers for, to get around  the i ncome tax system and 
pass the burden of the cost to society on  to the i ndi
v idual .  By  doing th is  and bri n g i n g  i n  these forms of 
taxat ion ,  as our  M i n ister of F i nance brought i n  last 
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year, it e l i m i nates the loopholes ,  it tries to br ing bac k  
i nto balance a n d  there are corporat ion capital taxes 
and our levy for post-secondary education st i l l  does 
not bri n g  us anywhere near the level of corporate 
contr ibutions towards the prov i nc ia l  coffers, as we 
had back i n  the early '70s and i n  the '50s and '60s. M r. 
Speaker, i n  the couple of m in utes that I have left, I 
would l i ke  to, I bel ieve - w hat have I got two or three 
m in utes - two m i n utes left? Thank you. 

I would l ike just to touch upon one point briefly i n  
c losin g .  T hat i s  t h e  need for o u r  society a n d  need for 
our G overnments, both federa l ,  prov incia l  and m u n i c
ipal .  and the need of the i n d iv iduals wit h i n  soc iety to 
be look ing far more not at our pasts, which seems to 
be a preoccupation of many people on the Conserva
tive s ide of t h is H ouse and in t he U . S , I m ig ht add,  as 
well. in try i n g  to br ing back the g lorious '50s. but we 
have to look towards a future with a very changed 
p rospective. I t h i n k  that we should be look ing and 
try i n g  to become much more of a convivial  and non
exploitive society. a conservative society, M r. Speaker, 
where the needs and values of  env iro n mental assess
ment and i mpact statements are g iven their  j ust p lace 
in society; where they are valued the same as a cross
benefit study is  valued. No l onger, no  longer. M r. 
Speaker, is our environment free. 

The env iro nment and the deg radat i o n  of our env ir
onment is exceptiona l ly costly. I t  is n ot the corpora
t ions who pol lute the environment or the i n d iv iduals 
who pol lute the enviro n ment who pay - i t  is  society as 
a whole that pays.  We must be look i ng and search ing  
for  a h i g her qual ity of  l ife, and a h ig her q ual i ty of l i fe 
does not mean more q uantity, wh ich we have emphas
ized so m u c h  in the past years. Let's put up our cost of 
l iv ing or put up  - wel l .  that's what happens when you 
start looki n g  at quantit ies instead of qual ity You start 
push ing up your  cost-of- l i v ing ;  you start reduc ing  the 
actual  benefits that i n d iv iduals receive out of their  
government as a whole. 

We need to concentrate on  the goals of a conserva
tive society, the goals of a n o n-exploited society. the 
goals of a society which g ives human bein g s  their  j ust 
deserves, which g ives human beings the real pu rpose 
of government to serve them.  Thank you very much ,  
M r. Speaker. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order please, the honciura
ble member has expended h i s  t ime.  

The Honourable Mem ber for Sturgeon Creek.  

MR. J.  JOHNSTON: Thank you,  M r. Speaker. I cer
ta in ly  hoped that the Speaker has the opportun ity to 
peruse Hansard and I would l i ke to say that I s incerely 
am g lad to see that he overcame his health p roblems 
that he had last year,  that he i s  operat i ng wel l  and h i s  
health w i l l  cont inue t o  stay except ional ly well i n  the 
future. I congratu late him for hav ing  this off ice that he 
has and .  as we know. has a very tough t ime with ,  and I 
would certai n l y  hope that situations that arose today 
w i l l  not have to arise aga in .  

I congratu late you .  Mr .  Deputy Speaker. for  being 
elevated i nto that posit ion .  I would on ly  hope that i n  
your comments i n  the House i n  the future that you 
would remember that you are the Deputy Speaker 
when making comments about people in this House. 

To the Mover and Seconder. I thought the Mover d id  
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an excel lent job.  must say though that I 've never 
been a person that was k nown n ot to be d i rect. I can't 
say that I agree with the words of the honourable 
member, but her presentation was done well ,  wel l  
researched, and certa i n ly she has her const ituency at 
heart when she is  making those remarks. 

To the Seconder, I would only say that he st i l l  
doesn't seem to catch t h e  atmosphere of t h i s  House. 
O ne of his remarks was "Couldn 't we a l l  get together 
and make this provin ce work wel l . "  Wel l ,  I happen to 
k now, Mr. Speaker, that the suggestion was made to 
the Government that the Opposit ion should attend the 
Summons Conference. I 'm rather d isappointed that 
we weren't i n v ited and d isappointed about the fact 
that the Mem ber for Thom pson could make those 
statements when we never had the chance to work 
with them on that part icular conference. 

I 'd l i ke  to compl iment the Mem ber for R u perts land.  
as everybody else has done. H is presentat ion and h i s  
speech i n  t h i s  House was. I bel ieve, except ional .  

M r. S peaker. the M i n ister of F i n an ce stood u p  i n  h i s  
place a t  t h e  beg i n n i n g  o f  h is  speech t h i s  year. a n d  
before he g ot m ore t h a n  th ree or four parag raphs  into 
the speech ,  he said ,  "Man itobans are com i ng back. 
We have an i ncrease of 1 0.000 in one year. They're 
com i n g  back ,  M r. Speaker; we have an i ncrease of 
1 0,000 M a nitobans and t hey cou ldn 't do i t  in four  
years i n  off ice." M r. S peaker. these are the type of  
statements that are  g iven to the H ouse and obviously 
are accepted by honourable members when they 
receive them and, you k now, it d isappoi nts me as 
mem bers that they don't choose to exami ne w here the 
numbers come from 

M r. Speaker. we had a m i n u s  from October 1 st to 
Septem ber 30th in i n terprov i nc ia l  m igrat ion of 729. 
We had 3.466 new i m m ig rants who came to us i nterna
t ional ly ,  and when you subtract that. you have an 
increase of incom i ng people of 202.737. but we had a 
m inus  i n  i n terprov i n c ial m ig rat ion .  M r. Speaker. the 
reason why it 's 202.737 i m migrants,  people who 
jo i ned us from other countries - but the reason for the 
1 0, 000 f igure, M r. Speaker. is  that we had 874 deaths 
and we had 1 6.930 b i rths .  So that. M r. Speaker, is  the 
reason why we get to the 1 0.000 increase i n  the Pro
v ince of Man itoba. but as I sa id ,  the M i n ister of 
F inance obviously d idn 't take the opportun ity - it 's 
r ight here. I t  says, M a n itoba's demographic stat ist ics 
q uarterly are presented by Statistics Canada. and it 's 
very avai lable.  M r . S peaker, i f  the M i n ister doesn't  
real ize th is .  he just has to p ick up  h i s  phone.  cal l  
Stat ist ics M a n itoba and I v1ould be w i l l i n g  to bet that a 
M i n ister cal l i n g  for the stat istics would have them i n  
h i s  hands with in  a n  hour. 

M r. Speaker. the M i n ister also says reta i l  sales are 
up Wel l ,  the i nvest igat ions of the f igures that I have i s  
that they're n o t  up  qu ite as m u c h  a s  i nflation is  w i th in  
the prov i nce: and those are the two i tems that he 
i mmed iately starts out with .  So what do we see? We 
see statements being made in the House that haven't 
been checked, which are mis lead i n g .  m isleadi n g .  

As t h e  mot ion o f  my leader says, m islead i n g  t h e  
people of Man itoba i n  cred ib i l ity How c a n  w e  i n  t h i s  
provi nce. i n  th is  House. personal ly accept t h e  credi
b i l ity when we cont inue to have m islead ing state
ments presented to us? 

When the previous mem ber that just spoke to us 
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M r. S peaker. he started out last Friday and he said to 
us - he gave us a lecture real ly  on the decorum and the 
Legis latu re of Man i toba and what he felt i t  was coming 
to. Wel l ,  M r. Speaker. I w i l l  g ive some reasons why i t  
has come to th is  i f  he t h i n ks so and I ' l l  te l l  h i m  when i t  
started. But ,  Mr .  Speaker. I w i l l  say to the honourable 
mem ber. I 'm elected by the people of Stu rgeon Creek 
and at no  t ime w i l l  he tell me what to do when I ' m  not i n  
th is  H o u s e  - that decis ion is  yours - or w h e n  I ' m  out  o f  
t h i s  H ouse especia l ly ,  he w i l l  n o t  tel l  me w hat t o  d o .  

So ,  M r. Speaker, let's take i t  to where i t  a l l  started. I t  
a l l  started t h e  n ig ht t h e  Prem ier was elected a s  the 
Leader of the NDP Party in Man itoba. Mr .  Speaker, a l l  
of the members are  fo l lowing the  same example .  I t  
comes from t h e  top. so we can't real ly  p u t  a l l  t h e  blame 
onto the mem bers on  the other s ide for making m is
leadi n g  statements when that is the way they are l ed .  
O n  t h e  second page of t h e  Premier's acceptance 
speech as Leader of the N D P  Party, he said th i
s :  "On ly th is  morn i n g  a gentleman approached me at 
the rear of th is convent ion ,  who arrived here from 
Tokyo yesterday. and advised me that four companies 
that had been located in Man itoba d u ri ng the period of 
the Democratic Party had withdrawn from Manitoba." 
Mr .  S peaker. I have attached to that statement the 
letters from the four compan ies who said they are 
there when he sa id they had g one. On the secon d  
page of h is acceptance speech .  M r. Speaker. beg i ns 
the m i s leadi n g  statements.  Then ,  M r. S peaker, th is  
was bro u g ht u p  i n  the House when we were the O ppo
s i t ion .  th is  Man itoba economy s l u m ps, w here we 
proved that at least four of the compan ies n amed here 
as bus i nesses c losed were st i l l  in operat ion .  That, Mr .  
Speaker. is  the type of m is lead i ng statements that go 
out by the F i rst M i n ister of th is  province whi le he was 
in Opposit io n .  and aga i n ,  can you blame the people 
on  the other side for m islead i n g  statements or n ot 
accu rate statements or not enough research when the 
F i rst M i n ister is  the g u i lty one in the party. He is  the 
leader 

On February 4. 1 98 1 .  in an "Economy h its bottom" 
statement - overa l l  economic g rowth and energy sav
ings wou ld  have been aided if orderly development of 
Hydro was not cancel led in 1 978. M r. Speaker, I ho ld 
u p  to th is  House the prospectus that was presented by 
th is  Government when they took office, wh ich sta
ted: E lectric power construction which represented 
1 5  percent of the total construction expend i tures i n  
' 7 6  decl ined thereafter, reflecti ng  t h e  decision made 
i n  m i d- 1 977 by the N D P  Govern ment. by the Ed 
Schreyer Government.  Mr .  Speaker. that went out to 
everybody from the Premier of this province.  

Mr Speaker. the Premier in 1 982,  between March 
and Apr i l .  in the M a n itoba Bus iness Magazine.  he 
states i n  th is  magaz ine,  " I  don't th ink i t 's  any accident 
that our  bus i ness bankruptcy rate i ncreased by 1 30 
percent last year - 130 percent Mr.  Speaker? Statistics 
Canada. or not Statistics Canada - from Consumer 
and Corporate Affa i rs of Canada - he could phone up 
very eas i ly and get the i n formation which states that 
bus iness bankru ptcies in 1 98 1  i n  the Prov ince of 
Man itoba i ncreased by 58.4 percen t  N ow, isn 't that a 
long way from 1 30 percent? Mr .  Speaker, again  it's 
pretty o bvious that i t  comes from the top.  There is  no 
q uest ion that the F i rst M i n ister does not seem to take 
serious ly  what he states, he certa i n l y  does n ot check 
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h i s  facts, and a nybody in h is  posit ion shou ld c heck 
the facts thoroughly before mak ing statements. 

He made the statement that the i ncrease in health 
construction was 1 00 percent i n  the Prov ince of 
Man itoba; he made that in a speech in Vancouver and 
then he was q uest ioned on  that i n  t h is H ouse. S i r. He 
then g ives the a nswer, w hen he is  q uest ioned , that we 
don't have to g ive those answers u nt i l  Est imates. 

M r. Speaker, do you real ly  bel ieve, Sir, or  are we 
expected to bel ieve that the F i rst M i n ister of th is  pro
v ince makes a speech in another provi nce, makes a 
statement there and then puts it out in h i s  year-end 
report. the same statement .  w i thout  hav i n g  the 
research done to k now whether the facts or f igures are 
r ig ht ,  and if he has the facts or f i g u res, a l l  he has to d o  
is  to present them to t h i s  House. A l l  he h a s  t o  do i s  
present t h e m  to th is  H ou se, S i r, a n d  h e  woul d  b e  i n  the 
posit ion of bein g  r ight or wrong .  If  he wants to g ive h i s  
research people a real good g o i n g  over f o r  n o t  g i v i n g  
h i m  t h e  proper i n formatio n .  he certain ly h a s  t h e  r ight 
to d o  so i f  the facts aren't r ight,  but  a l l  he has to do,  Mr .  
Speaker, is  come forward and te l l  u s  or table where 
those stat istics have come from that he presents to the 
people of the Prov ince of Manitoba. 

Mr .  Speaker. I go back to somethi n g  that I have 
mentioned before in th is  Leg is lature and I wou ld  not 
have brought  i t  up again  i f  I hadn't  heard the compl i 
ments of the Member for  E lmwood to the M i n ister of 
B randon East regard i n g  h is  great job that he d id  on  
expl a i n i n g  the economic  dec l i n e  i n  M a n itoba over 
four years M r. Speaker, the facts and f igures are a l l  
there before us a n d  I assure y o u  when t h e  record is  
put  out by the Department of Economic Development.  
the book that was bei ng  put  together when I left. 
wh ich the M i n ister says is  comi n g  or said i t  was com
i ng d u ri n g  Est imates last year, when that comes for
ward you w i l l  see that the last four years - '77, '76, '75, 
'74 - were n oth i ng but dec l i n e  in this province and you 
k now, M r. Speaker, I have a report, there is a report 
avai lab le that te l ls  you that the prov ince decl ined i n  
manufactur ing a n d  private i nvestment i n  th is  p rovince 
for four years. The f igures that were put forward by the 
M em ber for B randon East were f igures that said we 
weren't do ing as wel l  as the rest of Canada.  But ,  M r. 
Speaker, we were movin g  u p  from where they left u s  
and ever s i n ce t h i s  Government has been e lected, w e  
have been moving down. W e  have been mov ing  down. 

M r. Speaker. I wou ld  l ike to table the report that said 
Dec l i ne i n  Man i toba u nder the Conservative G overn
m ent ,  and attached to that report is a brief note that  
was put  together by the Department of  Economic 
Development and p resented to m e  October 27,  1 98 1  
b y  economists i n  t h i s  G overnment w h o  actua l ly  d rive 
holes, in fact, they d rive this r ight over the dam as to 
the accu racy and the m is leadi n g  statements that were 
put forward in i t  and the twist i ng of f igures, M r. 
Speaker. The Member for B randon East, I bel ieve at 
one t ime worked for Statistics Canada and he used 
those words any way he l iked and I table that report, 
M r. Speaker. 

I f  he doesn't  agree with i t - the Member for B randon 
East doesn 't ag ree with i t  - or any of the mem bers on 
the oppos ite s ide don't agree with it ,  talk to the econ
o m ists that work with i n  the Department of Economic  
D evelopment i n  th i s  prov ince who prepared that brief. 

Mr .  Speaker, then we have the s ituat ion comes for-
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ward of mak ing any statement, twist i ng any f igures at 
any t ime,  then we have the b i ble, then we have the one 
that put the topp ing on  the cake,  we have a document 
here that anybody should have been ashamed to put  
out .  We have a document that the F i rst M i n ister, when 
you read those paragraphs, should  have been ashamed 
to s ign .  It 's absolutely i m possib le to do what he said 
he was going to do, and yet he s igned that statement. 

M r. Speaker, the words that are g iven about jobs, 
that there wou ld be nobody out  of work,  those i nfer
ences, no bus inesses wou ld  go broke because of 
h igh- interest rates. T h at's bad enough,  but  to lead the 
people on  o n  the basis t h at there would be jobs 
because we were going to develop our  great heritage 
is real ly  w hat I call d iscouragi n g  to the people of 
Manitoba. "Orderly development of northern generat
i n g  stat ions woul d  commence i mmediately." I mme
d iately. Mr. Speaker. I heard the comment from the 
m em ber say ing ,  i f  they weren't properly developed. 
When you make a statement that you are go ing  to 
develop them i m mediately, you m ust have some ideas 
of develop ing or properly develop ing ,  and we haven 't 
seen them as yet. We haven't seen one th ing .  

The people of M a n itoba have been encouraged by 
our  g reat h eritage of Hydro for  the last many years in  
th is  prov i n ce .  I t  has  c reated jobs i n  th is  prov ince. I t  
has  had a l l  k i n ds of sp in-off i ndustries creat i ng jobs 
and to p lay games with the people of Man itoba mak
i ng statements l i k e  that, I would say is  d isgust i ng to 
the least and it a l l  comes from the F i rst M i n ister. 

The f i rst page, M r. Speaker. has been read many 
many t i mes, but you know, I probably cal l o n  m ore 
smal l  bus inesses in th is  prov ince at the present t ime,  
than anybody on  the other side. I probably have, s i nce 
I was 1 8  years o ld ,  cal led on  bus inesses i n  t h is prov
i n ce and I have never seen them more depressed. n ot 
because of the i nternat ional-national s ituat ions;  the 
depress ion comes from a 1 .5 employee tax i n  th is  
province; hairdressers. barbers, farmers, non-profit 
-( I nterject ion )- yes, lawyers, banks, yes, every
body. I said that last year. Everybody in th is  province 
has been d iscou raged to h i re people. That's really 
what you've said to them. If the honourable mem bers 
opposite, any one of them sitt i ng there. own a busi
ness a n d  they say r ight now, i f  I h i re somebody in my 
bus iness, i f  they don't take  i nto considerat ion that 
their  cash f low costs w i l l  go up by 1 . 5 percent on 
everybody they h i re, i f  they don't  take i t  into consider
at ion,  they're not bus inessmen . I don't  k now of any
body i n  bus iness that cannot or w i l l  not take that i nto 
considerat ion ,  Mr. Speaker. 

The M i n ister of F i n ance, he comes a long and he 
says, well, it 's not that bad, it 's 2 percent and i f  you 
don't get the $70 m i l l ion  and you need $ 1 40 m i l l io n ,  
you n eed dou ble .  He s a i d ,  they a l l  say where a r e  you 
go ing to get  the money from? Wel l ,  M r. S peaker, when 
I say to the honourable gentlemen o n  the other s ide of 
the House, i f  you can't f ind 1 or 2 percent of your 
budget. move over and we over here wil l  do i t  for you .  

I t 's very obvious the M i n ister o f  F i nance d oesn't 
k now where the money was coming from.  He was 
asked a q uestion in this House the other day wh ich  
sa id ,  h ow much money are  the savings that  you pre
sented to us  last Tuesday, that the G overnment is 
go ing to to take on, how m u ch money is it go ing to 
br ing in? The M i n i ster said he d idn ' t  k now. Maybe he 
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d idn 't say that. He d idn 't answer the q uest ion .  Any 
M i n ister of F i n ance sitt i n g  with h is  Cabi net o r  h is  
caucus  that  doesn ' t  say I am g oi ng to p resen t  today, a 
f inancia l  statement to the Legislature of the Province 
of Man itoba, and I want from al l  of you h ow m u ch 
savi n g  you're go ing to have i n  each department ,  and i f  
he doesn't  take h is  own l itt le computer and add i t  up ,  
certai n ly somebody i n  h is  department w i l l ,  that wi l l  te l l  
h i m  h ow m u ch the savin g  is go ing to be, but he doesn't 
k n ow.  He d i dn ' t  tel l  us.  Then, he p laces before the 
people of M a nitoba. a f i nancial  statement that says 
we're $ 1 .6 m i l l ion  off $500 m i l l ion  deficit .  

You k now, M r. Speaker, some of the art icles in the 
paper that I 've read s ince he d id t hat are rather amaz
i ng .  He doesn't seem to be too concerned about i t  
because other provinces are having a tough t ime. I 
watched the M i n ister on televis ion one Saturday 
afternoon on channel  1 3  tal k i ng to the u n i versity 
group .  He said. do you k now you're better off than you 
are in any other p rovince and do you k now when we 
even i n ferred that o n  th is  side, we got g u ffawed at and 
said,  th is  i s  Man itoba, but the M i n ister of F in ance. h is  
on ly  c la im to fame is  what they d o  i n  other p rovinces 

N ow,  M r. Speaker, a M i n i ster of F inance should be 
work i n g  very seriously to do somet h i ng wi th in  M an it
o ba that is capable of being done in Manitoba to help 
the economic  s i tuat ion,  but that doesn't seem to be h is  
concern. He says, we're a l l  r ight  because th i ngs are 
going wrong in other provinces and other parts of the 
world. 

Mr .  Speaker, I would read to you the M ay 8th.  1 982 
Free Press, and th is  art ic le  I bel ieve, it was M r. G reen 
t hat was ta lk ing ,  and I bel ieve he was in a debate with 
the M i n i ster of Economic  Development .  He said.  the 
NOP representative, now a Cabinet M i n ister. denied 
the necessity to increase taxes. She told the people of 
M a nitoba that mon ies would be raised through p u b l i c  
i nvestment .  Mr .  Speaker, "mon ies w i l l  be raised 
through pub l ic  i nvestment ."  The amount  of pub l ic  
i nvestment req u i red to raise $500 m i l l io n ,  that type of 
pub l ic  money is  not avai lable.  and that was docu
mented by the Member for T u rtle Mounta in  last year 
very clearly. I t  i s  not avai lable for them to do i t .  so what 
d o  we hear about? We hear a bo u t  ManOi l ,  i t  won't 
produce that m u c h  m oney. We hear about Hydro 
being started, and it isn 't go ing to be started. The 
Manitoba Hydro Board has basically said i t  can 't start 
unt i l  1 984 u nless you have some p lace to sell  power. 
Where is  this strategy that we heard about? The M i n is
ter of Economic Development.  last year in Est imates, 
compl i mented our Government on  the manu factur ing 
i n vestment that was done i n  M a n itoba i n  our  t ime.  but  
she added, "but you have no overall strategy." You 
have no overall strategy i t  was what she said after. 
N ow, M r. Speaker. where is th is  strategy that we hear 
about from the N O P? 

M r. Speaker, the N O P  G overnment were handed 
three projects on a p latter. S i r .  They were handed the 
Power Gr id .  which has been botched by the Member 
for Transcona. the M i n ister of M i nes and E nergy. M r. 
Speaker. it has been completely ru n down. The papers 
have shown it. All the M i n ister of M i nes and E nergy 
has to do is table the final agreement. He k new w hat 
our  f ina l  one was. why doesn't he table h is? He hasn't 
done that. so he has botched i t .  

M r . Speaker. the heritage of Hydro to the peo p le of  
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Man itoba i n  th is  provin ce is one that we don't take 
l ight ly .  and the people don't take l ight ly .  H ere we have 
a s ituat ion where a G overnment has ru ined the nego
t iat ions for the Hydro Grid probably for one awfu l  long 
t i me. I don't k now that we' l l  ever move i t  back .  We have 
a M i n ister work i n g  hard say ing ,  I ' m  go ing to sel l  
power t o  the U n ited States. a n d  the prev ious govern
ments sold power to the U n ited States; but he is  rest
i n g  on h i s  laure ls  that that w i l l  be h i s  saviour .  We w i l l  
s e l l  that power, probably less t h a n  what w e  have paid 
for it ,  to put it in p lace. The Americans and anybody 
who is purchas i ng k nows when you have a surplus 
that they're i n  the barga in i n g  posit ion .  I t  wi l l  hold back 
the construction of L imestone, but rea l ly  what w i l l  i t  
do? Mr.  Speaker, the mem ber shou ld rea l ize th is .  I t  
w i l l  create jobs  i n  the the U n ited States. They w i l l  use 
our power to b u i l d  i nd ustry , to create jobs in the U n i
ted States. make products in the U n ited States wh ich  
we i n  Canada, i n  M a n itoba w i l l  end u p  buy ing back. 
T hat's w hat the M i n ister of M i nes and E n ergy and th is  
G overnment has  done to the Province of M a n itoba 
with our Hydro heritage. That's a lmost cr im ina l  for 
any Man itoban to do a t h i ng l ike that 

M r. Speaker, the Alcan Project was one that was i n  
the centre o f  Man itoba. I t  was go ing t o  create many 
jobs and we a l l  k now that the market of a l u m i n u m  is  
down. We a l l  k now that the G rande Baie P lant  that the 
A l u m i n u m  Company of  Canada bu i lt, the last o ne they 
b u i lt was delayed for four years because of market 
problems,  but they f ina l ly  went ahead with it .  W hat's 
happened in M a n itoba? When Alcan left Man i toba 
-( I nterject ion )-

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease. order please. 

MR. J.  JOHNSTON: They bought property in Quebec, 
who welcomes them. There was a comment made. 
and I am n ot s u re w h i c h  member on the other s ide 
made the statement, about d i rty i ndustry. I t  was said 
dur ing  this Throne Speech Debate, and I haven't the 
research to get at it  

Wel l ,  I asked the M i n ister of M ines and E nergy i f  he 
had v is i ted the G rande Baie Plant I don 't k now 
whether he has yet I wonder if he k nows that they 
col lect 96 percent of the omiss ion in that p lant ,  and 
they could go h igher as they keep work i n g  on  i t  I 
wonder if he k n ows that it 's the cleanest, most modern 
plant that you've ever seen, the big trol leys overhead 
and everyth ing .  They do n ot make it a sweatshop for 
people to work i n .  It's a good p lace to work i n .  I 
wonder if he k nows that's a l l  happened. but  M r. 
Speaker, as I said,  it comes from the top. When the 
Premier keeps mis lead ing  people i n  th is  p rovince and 
i n  th is  H ouse, I can on ly  expect, as I said,  a l l  honoura
ble members to do the same t h i n g  because that's what 
they do. 

M r. Speaker, I w i l l  now say what my col leagues said, 
they d idn 't want it  They were go ing to put  the potash 
in and I have troub le  try ing  to u nderstand why they 
d i d n 't want t hese projects. The Hydro was g overn
ment i nvestment. to create jobs in Man itoba, you 
would have had a 25-year, at least, construct ion  p lan  
on  the Ne lson .  The G overnment wou ld have been 
i n volved in the potash. That's what they agree with .  
A lcan would have gone i t  on  the ir  own but ,  M r. 
Speaker, they d idn't want it And why? 
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Now we come to the ph i losophy. They bel ieve that 
the Government shou ld own all the p lants that have 
anyt h i n g  to do with rescurces in this provi nce. T hey 
a lso bel ieve, M r. Speaker. that they want to have con
trol because they don't want the money to leave the 
provi nce. that's what they say. They haven't got 
enough money to put i t  in p lace, M r. Speaker, not one 
of them . Then what happens? Then the smal l  busi
nesses are the suck l i ng p igs onto the b ig  government 
enterprises and they have control  over everyth ing .  

M r. Speaker, th is  G overnment does not  govern, 
they rule.  The G overnment enjoys ru l i ng  people, they 
don't enjoy govern ing .  T h is G overnment bel ieves that 
they should have as much control over the farm land.  
the farm i nd ustry, as they can poss i bly get .  They tr ied 
to do it with beef once, a session awhi le back, and they 
fai led and every time they find a n  i n d u stry that is  
falterin g  a bit ,  boy, that's the t ime when they throw out  
the rope to real ly suck  t hem i n .  That's the t ime when 
they real l y  reach out  to get  control .  That  is  the p h i l o
sophy of the honourable mem bers on the other side. 
The honourable members o n  this s ide - ( l nter
ject i o n ) - wel l  then,  Mr. Speaker, i f  that's not the case. 
produ ce the f ina l  agreement on  Hydro. If that's not the 
case, p roduce the f ina l  d iscussions with Alcan ,  and i f  
that's n o t  t h e  case, produ ce t h e  f i na l  d iscussions 
regard i n g  the potash that they had with the NOP 
G overnment whi le NOP Govern ment was in power i n  
Saskatchewan. I f  I am wrong ,  p roduce it Very very 
s i m p le, Mr. Speaker. - ( I nterject i o n ) - The young fel
low i n  the front bench over there, he j ust roams 
through l i fe and th inks  it's a g reat big j o ke and he 
hasn't realized that i t  isn ' t  yet 

M r. S peaker, they're go ing i nto the insurance bus i
ness and o n ly to get  cash f low,  that 's  the on ly reason 
t hat they want to go i nto  the i ns u rance bus iness. I w i l l  
t e l l  y o u  that w h e n  they went i nto t h e  insu rance busi
ness in Man itoba, in  Autopac, they said there was a 
need. When they went into the bus i ness of the 
government i nsurance corporation extend ing  them
selves i nto other general  i nsurance, they said there 
was a need. Pardon me, they d i d n 't say there was a 
n eed, they 're saying what they say now. they say pri
vate industry does n ot m i n d  compet i t ion ,  that's what 
they're say ing ,  m i n d  you there was no need, there's 
1 00 insurance compan ies out there, there was no 
need, but I ' l l  te l l  you why i t  was successfu l ,  the Sas
katchewan G overnment I nsurance Corporat ion ,  and 
your l ife insu rance maybe the same way. When we put  
the Man itoba Hous ing and Renewal Corporat ion gen
eral i nsurance out for tender w hen we became 
government,  and we put it out for tender in 1 979, we 
saved $286,000, and they had been told by the 
government that they had to buy it from the govern
ment insu rance company. 

My col league, the Member for Lakeside, released 
governm ent corporat ions,  they were al lowed to go out 
and get q u otes on  the ir  i ns u ra n ce and the sav ings 
were amazing .  That's the way these fe l lows go i nto the 
i ns u rance bus iness. I f  they ru n the insurance busi
ness in this province they wi l l  lay down ru les and 
regu lat ions and we a l l  k n ow i t  because they d id i t  
before. 

M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to j ust f in ish off by say i n g  
t o  t h e  honourable members on  t h e  other s ide that 
Tommy Doug las in Saskatchewan was k icked out of 
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Saskatchewan, not j ust out of being P remier ,  he 
ended up being a Member from B .C .  because he 
started to take control  over the resources and the 
bus inesses and the people of Saskatchewan. The l ist 
of companies he had was a m i l e  long when M r. 
Thatcher came i n .  M r. B lakeney j ust received the 
same rude awaken ing, the NOP i n  Saskatchewan ,  
because they went ahead d u ring  that 1 1  years, they 
nat ional ized the potash, they took over the resources, 
they tr ied to control  the farm land.  they did a l l  of those 
t h i ngs and what d id  the people  of Saskatchewan do? 
They gave them a lesson.  -( I nterject ion)- M r. 
Speaker, the member says it was cheap gas. H e  ought  
to ta lk  to the farmers of Saskatchewan. He hasn't 
talked to anybody, but just talk to them, talk to the 
farmers of Saskatchewan. 

So the rule of not govern but rule, that's what they 
want to have. We' l l  move them out of  th is  provi nce 
without any doubt because they are moving towards 
that in t h is prov ince and they joke about i t ,  but the 
people of  Man itoba won't a l low it ,  the people of 
Manitoba w i l l  only be m is led for so long .  They w i l l  
o n l y  b e  m is led b y  t h a t  Premier f o r  s o  l o n g  who says 
anyth ing  at anyt ime accord i n g  to these statements 
that I have in front of me and he has spread i t  through 
h is own caucus. You wonder why the decor u m  i n  t h is 
H ouse has gone down s ince he became the Leader 
and the M em ber  for Transcona who twisted words 
yesterday, that was abso lutely d isgust ing ,  that was 
dangerous that anybody - I personal ly have an eth
n i c  background .  and I tell you I ' m  proud of the ethnic 
backg round of th is  province, I ' m  proud of everybody 
that has one. and anybody that wou ld p l ay with i t  as 
loosely as the Member for Transcona p layed with i t  is 
a danger to th is  province and should be out. 

Thank you. Mr .  Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER: O rd e r  p l ease. The honourab le  
member's t ime has  expi red. 

The Honourable Member for The Pas. 

MR. H .  HARAPIAK: Mr. Speaker. I too am p leased to 
have the opport u n ity to make a contribut ion to the 
Throne Speech .  

Mr .  Speaker. I am pleased to see that you have 
recovered from the misfortune you had last summer. I t  
is my prayer that G od w i l l  g rant you t h e  healt:1 .  the 
wisdom and u n derstanding that you w i l l  need to con
t i n ue to g ive us  the gu idance in the affairs of  th is  
House. 

I would a lso l ike to congratu late the Member  for 
R iver East for his appointment to the position of Dep
uty Speaker. He has demonstrated by his part ic ipa
t ion ove r t  he last year that he is worthy of the posit ion . 

I wou l d  a lso l i ke to congratu late the Member  for 
B u rrows on his appointment as Deputy Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole. Having had the priv i lege 
of serv ing in that position l ast year. I know that he, too. 
is going to requ i re prayers for patience to s u rvive that 
posit ion.  

I woul d  a lso l i ke to commend both the Mover and 
the Seconder of the Throne Speech.  They both gave 
an excel lent response and they have set standards for 
a l l  of us to fol low. 

I would also l ike to congratu l ate my four col leagues 
who have joined the Cabinet si nce the House last sat 
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They h ave a l ready demonstrated that they w i l l  add to 
the q u a l ity of the decisions that are made for th is  
h u mane, compassionate G overnment. 

M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to express my g ratitude to 
the people from the constituency of The Pas. who 
have cont inuously g iven me their support as their  
representative i n  the Leg islature. I appreciate the 
d i rection that they have g iven me,  and I feel that i t  i s  
very i mportant we conti n ue to com m u nicate. I t  would 
be d i fficu lt for m e  to represent as d iverse a consti
tuency as The Pas i f  that d ia logue did not cont i n ue. 

I would now l ike  to touch on a few areas that were 
put  forward i n  the S peech from the Throne. Northern 
Man itoba has been part icu larly affected by the state of 
our  economy. The Government has recogn ized that 
we are f inancia l ly  l i mited, and for the n u m ber  of peo
ple we can assist d u ring  these toug h  economic: t imes. 
we have not sat back. Led by the Premier, most of  the 
Cabinet M i n isters have come to the northern part  of 
the p rovince to talk f i rsthand to the people who 
req u i re assistance and there has been a lot of assist
ance provided. 

There are many m ean ingfu l ,  long- last ing projects 
provided. For instance, in three of the northern com
m u n i t ies, with the co-operat ion of the Federal  
G overnment ,  there has been modern f ish-pack ing  
p lants b u i l t  wh ich  w i l l  be there for  many years to  
come. 

The prov i nce has also put over $2 m i l l ion i nto other 
com m un i ties, and I would c hal lenge members of the 
O pposit ion to see that the project - to see i f  they 
p rovided - is  not a posit ive alternative to the welfare 
system which they said was a proper alternative. 

I woul d  also want to mention the Work Activity Pro
ject that i s  presently estab l ished in The Pas. There are 
presently 35 people work ing  involved with the work 
activ ity p rojects. These are people who would be out 
of work if t h is prog ram was not go ing on. They are 
being taught the eth ic  of work. Each is g iven an oppor
t u n ity for i n d iv idual  g rowth ,  wh ich  is leading  to a posi
t ive change in the i r  personal ity and thei r way of l i fe. 
They are work ing  in a few projects in the com m u n ity. 
i nc lud ing  the bu i ld ing  of two homes and ha l ls ,  wh ich  
are  a lso  prov id ing jobs for  the private sector. wh ich 
are badly needed. 

Because of the recession over all of A merica. the 
sale of products produced in  Man itoba Forestry Pro
d ucts has decreased. The workers have had to share 
some of the bu rden by tak ing several short layoffs. 
The layoffs have come after consu ltat ion with the 
Government. management and labour.  

Mr.  Speaker,  d u ring the recent Economic S u mmit ,  
there was a consensus reached that there would be 
more co-operat ion between a l l  sectors of the com
m un ity to make for q u icker economic d iscoveries. 

M r. Speaker. we bel ieve that this com m u n ication 
shou ld be extended to the workp lace. We bel ieve in 
the concept of i n dustr ial  democracy. The G overn
ment w i l l  be moving towards hav ing worker· represen
tation on Crown corporations. We bel ieve that workers· 
representation there w i l l  lead to a greater degree of 
co-operation and teamwork between the workers. 
management and board of d i rectors. Experience has 
shown that with worker part ic ipation comes more 
democracy in a workp lace. increased economic effi
c i e n cy and i m p roved atmosp here in the a rea of 



i ndustrial  relations .  
I t  i s  the i ntention of th is  G overnment to appoint 

d i rect workers to the C rown corporation of Manfor. 
wh ich we are h opefu l  w i l l  become a model for the rest 
of the corporat ions of th is  province to follow. 

M r. S peaker, while I am speak ing  on  the area of The 
Pas. I would l i ke to stress the i m portance of the fore
stry industry to o u r  economy. I n  1 981 , the value of the 
forest products i n  th is  province was $440 m i l l ion .  
Man itoba forests a lso provide the necessary sett ing 
for a m u lt im i l l ion  dol lar  tourist and recreation i nd us
try. The Department of Natural Resources has found 
i n  their  studies that M anfor resources were exceeding  
the n at u ra l  renewable resource of the forest. The 
department has been aware of th is  for  many years. but  
the p lea  for  assistance fe l l  on  deaf ears, u nt i l  the M in
ister of N atu ral Resources and the M i n ister of E nergy 
were shown the stat ist ics.  realized it and acted and 
started the 

The Department of N atural Resou rces have estab
l ished a n u rsery in the C learwater Lake area in The 
Pas.  There are presently two greenhouses constructed 
in The Pas, and they w i l l  be in operation  start ing in  
Febru ary. When the project is completed, there w i l l  be 
20 g reenhouses in operat ion .  which wi l l  prod u ce fou r  
m i l l ion trees a n nual ly .  There w i l l  b e  1 2  permanent 
jobs and many h undreds of jobs wil l  be created d u ring  
the plant ing season .  

M r. S peaker. recently the Mem ber f o r  l n kster a n d  I 
accompan ied Mr .  M c K i n ley to Hadashvi l le .  where we 
were shown the complete operat ion of their  bare root 
stocks g rowin g  and also their  container seed l i ngs. 
They have a very i mpressive operat ion at H adashvi l le .  
- ( l nterject ion)-

M r. S peaker, members o pposite seem to feel that 
they a re t he o n ly people who can speak on  the area of 
agr icultu re. We also recog n ize that agr iculture is the 
bac k bone of our economy. The Swan R iver area 
where I was raised, we also have a very productive part 
of the province. This  past summer they were hit by a 
flood d u ri n g  the m onth of Ju ly .  The M i n ister of Agri
cu l ture had a tour of the area and saw that many of the 
areas that were affected by the flood f i rst hand,  and he 
is  moving to prevent some of the floods on  a perman
ent basis 

Mr. S peaker. there a re stil l some people who would 
not bel ieve that the area has the potential to become 
an agr icultural area. In a study recently conducted by 
the Department of Agr icu l ture, it was shown that there 
is  a potential  5 m i l l io n  acres of arable land identified 
north  of the 53rd Para l le l .  We must bring more of th is  
land into produ ct ion so that we can br ing i n  a l l  the 
s u p p o rt t h at is n e c e s s a r y  for an ag r i c u l t u ra l  
com m u n ity. 

The concept of the "North feed ing  the N o rth" m ust 
also be i mplemented. The r is ing cost of transportation 
has p laced a g reat u rgency on  us to supply w hatever 
foods we can local ly.  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p l ease, order p lease. The t ime 
bein g  5:30. I am leav ing the Chair to return at 8 o'clock 
this even ing ,  at which t ime the honourable member 
wil l  have 13 m i n utes remain ing 
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