
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Monday, June 12, 1 989. 

The House met at 1:30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 

INT RODUCTION OF GUESTS 

Mr. Speaker: Prior to oral questions, I would l ike to 
di rect Honourable Members' attention to the gal lery 
where we have, from the Rosenort School ,  th irty Grades 
10 and 1 1  students under the d i rection of Herbert 
Bjarnason and Bob Fisher. This school is located i n  
t h e  constituency of t h e  Honourable Min ister o f  Finance 
(Mr. Manness). 

Also with us this afternoon from the Landmark School 
are th irty G rade 9 students under the d i rection of Russ 
Di rks. This school is located in the constituency of the 
Honourable Member for Spr ingfield ( M r. Roch). 

Also this afternoon from the Gretna Elementary 
School ,  we have th irty-seven G rade 7 students under 
the d i rection of A lfred Enns and Dennis Reimer. This 
school is located i n  the constituency of the Honourable 
Minister of Rural Development (Mr. Penner). 

On behalf of all Honourable Members, I welcome you 
here this afternoon. 

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

Chief Medical Examiner 
Communicable Diseases 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, my question is  to the First M i nister ( M r. 
F i lmon) ,  and it concerns the lack of safeguards in p lace 
to prevent the spread of communicable diseases and 
i nfections i n  our n u rsing homes. When our question 
was first raised last Thursday in  th is  H ouse, the Minister 
of Health (Mr. Orchard) replied that nursing home deaths 
were not a public health issue. Contrary to what the 
Minister believes, the Chief Medical Examiner and some 
of the Minister's own officials seem to be saying very 
clearly that deaths in nursing homes are a pub l ic health 
issue. Not only were these deaths not reported to the 
Chief Medical  Examiner, d isease control  officials and 
the M i n i ster  d o  n o t  seem to h ave been proper ly  
i nformed either. 

Can the First M ini ster tel l  the House why the Chief 
Medical Examiner was not notified so t hat preventive 
measures could have been taken to prevent the spread 
of i nfection in our nursing homes? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I wil l be 
happy to take that question as notice on behalf of the 
M i nister of Health (Mr. Orchard). 
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Personal Care Homes 
Parainfluenza Deaths 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs ( Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, with a supplementary q uestion to the First 
Minister (Mr. Fi lmon), the reports today seem to ind icate 
that it  was not j ust two nursing homes, that in fact 
there was a th ird nursing home that had an outbreak 
of the same strain of inf luenza. Can the First M in ister 
tell us how many nursing homes were indeed affected 
by th is part icular strain of influenza and how m any 
deaths i n  total were a d i rect result of this particular 
strain ?  

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I a m  sure that the 
M i n is ter  of  H ea l t h  ( M r. O r c h a r d )  w i l l  h ave that  
information avai lable and I w i l l  take that as  notice on  
h is  behalf. 

* ( 1 335) 

Communicable Diseases 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs ( Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. S peaker, with a final supplementary on this particular 
issue to the First M inister (Mr. F�mon), i n  the hope that 
he wi l l  take the action that h is Health M inister has 
refused to take, wi l l  this First Minister now make it 
mandatory for a l l  nursing homes to report outbreaks 
o f  i nfect i o n ,  t o  e n s u re t hat t h i s  i nformat i o n  i s  
i mmediately brought to t h e  attent ion o f  t h e  Ch ief 
Medical Examiner, to publ ic health officials, to fami ly 
of the patients who may i ndeed be affected and wi l l  
i n  fact result i n  control l ing the spread o f  disease in this 
p rovince? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): M r. S peaker, we take 
very seriously the advice of the Chief Medical Examiner 
of Health and the senior officials i n  the Department of 
Health. Certain ly, that matter wil l be very seriously 
considered by the Min ister of Health (Mr. Orchard) in 
arriving at a conclusion on that recommendation.  

Manitoba lntercultural Council 
Government Interference 

M r. S peaker:  T h e  H o n o u r a b l e  Leader  of t h e  
Opposit ion ,  with a new q uestion.  

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs ( Leader of the Opposition): 
With a new question to the First M in ister ( M r. Fi lmon) ,  
the greatest resource our province has is its people,  
people who represent the ful l  spectrum of race, heritage 
and rel ig ion.  We were pleased on this side of the House 
to have th is year some mention of multiculturalism i n  
t h e  Throne Speech, something that had been neglected 
t h e  p rev i o u s  year. M r. S peaker, s u p p o rt f o r  
mult iculturalism must not just come from words, i t  must 
also come from actions. The continu ing reactions of 
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the Minister of Culture,  Heritage and Recreation (Mrs. 
M itchelson) ind icates she does not understand our 
ethnic and c u l tural soc iety. O n ce aga i n ,  she has 
offend e d  t h e  Man i t o b a  l n terc u l t u ra l  Cou n c i l  by 
delivering by letter her unilateral decision on appointees 
to M IC .  

My q ue stio n  t o  t h e  P re m i e r, why  d oes t h i s  
Govern ment i ns ist  u pon pol i t i c i z i n g  the M a n ito ba 
l ntercul tural Counci l ,  f i rst by tak ing away its funding 
abi l i t ies, now by f i l l ing the counci l  with record numbers 
of pol it ical appointees? Will he overrule the M i n ister 
and allow MIC to function with m in imal Government 
interference? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): We on this side do not 
want to h ave a p o l i t i c ized M I C .  I k n ow t h at t h e  
Opposit ion,  t h e  Official Opposit ion would indeed l ike 
to have a polit icized M IC. I recall the Member for Selkirk 
(Mrs. Charles) met speci f ica l ly  with the execut ive,  
encouraged them to oppose the M i nister of Culture 
(Mrs. M i tchelson), slandered the Minister of Culture in  
many ways and encouraged them to go out  and criticize 
and heaped her own twisted view of the act ions of the 
M i nister of Culture on  that part icular organizat ion in 
a very d i rect attempt to pol i t icize them. We do not 
agree with that. We do not want to do that.  We are 
only act ing i n  accordance with the Act that was passed 
by this Legislature, t hat set up the Manitoba lntercultural 
Counci l ,  and are taking those actions that are permitted 
and called for u nder the Act. We are not pol it icizing 
the Manitoba l ntercul tural Counci l .  

Board Member Selection 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs ( Leader of the Opposition): 
MIC certain ly d oes not see i t  that way when they h ave 
never had so many appointees from Government as 
they are havin g  from th is  particular Government.  M r. 
Speaker, not one person on th is  pr imary l ist is from 
outside the City of Winn ipeg.  Can the Fi rst M i n ister tel l  
the House today i f  he consi ders that our heritage is  
the purview of only the City of Winn ipeg,  or does he 
bel ieve our heritage is t hroughout the Province of 
Manitoba? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I have said many t imes 
in many forums throughout this province and beyond 
that our greatest resources are people, that people 
from all walks of l ife, from all backgrounds,  people 
such as myself, a ch i ld  of i mmigrant parents and 
grandparents coming to this country looking for a strong 
future, a sound future, a p lace to l ive in  peace and 
freedom to raise a fami ly, to take advantage of the 
best that th is province has to  offer. That is our heritage 
that we cherish ,  that we bel ieve i n ,  that we support ,  
and  that is  what we wi l l  work  on  as  long  as we are in  
Government, which wi l l  be a long t ime. 

• ( 1340) 

Advisory Role 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs ( Leader of the Opposition): 
This Government has said that they see MIC strictly 
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as an advisory body. Can the First M i nister explain then 
why the committee of Cabinet has never yet once met 
w i th  the mul t i c u l t u ra l  c o m m i ttee? Why d oes t h i s  
Government insist on n o t  o n l y  stripping i t s  funding 
ab i l i t ies but ignor ing its advisory capacity? 

Hon. Gary Filmon ( Premier): M r. Speaker, firstly I 
assume that when she means having met with the 
m ult icultural community or committee, that what she 
means is  the Manitoba lntercultural Counci l .  I spoke 
with M r. Glasgow on Thursday evening,  the Acting 
Chairman of the Manitoba l ntercultural Council .  I spoke 
with h im d irectly and said that as soon as the new 
executive were in p lace, the Mu lt icultural Committee 
of Cabi net wou l d  meet w i th  t h e  execut ive of  t h e  
Manitoba l ntercultural Counci l ,  that I would be in  
attendance, that I would ensure that we met with them 
so that we coul d  have the benefit of their advice and 
i nput i n  the ideas and concerns t hey wanted to share 
with us.  

M r. Glasgow knows that and understands it .  We have 
committed that our entire committee of Cabinet wi l l  � 
indeed meet with them, and that is what we are looking 
forward to because we believe that they have advice 
to give as was set up  u nder the Act . The Act set them 
up as an advisory body. We i ntend to take their advice 
and l isten to their advice, M r. S peaker, and ut i l ize them 
as they were intended to be used under the Act .  

Manitoba lntercultural Council 
Funding Responsibilities 

Mr. Gary Doer ( Leader of the Second Opposition): 
I t  has been over 14 months and they have not yet met 
with the First M in ister. I was at the panel d iscussion 
on Friday night, Mr. Speaker, and I too would  l ike to 
raise questions concern ing the MIC meet ing over the 
weekend.  

People from al l  p o l i t i c a l  s t r i pes a n d  al l  e t h n i c  
organizations were very, very critical o f  t h e  heavy
handed un i lateral way th is Government is treat ing the 
mu lt icultural communit ies of Manitoba. My question to 
t h e  P r e m i e r  i s ,  the M IC passed two resol u t i o n s  
unanimously over t h e  weekend .  O n e  was deal ing with 
a formal statement deal ing with the China situation as 
the other provinces have done, Saskatchewan and 
Alberta .  The second reso l u t i o n  t h at was passed 
recommended th is Premier reverse the decision of h is 
M i n ister to reinstate the funding responsib i l it ies with 
M IC  that were part of their  organizat ion prior to th is 
Government taking office. 

I t  is not a funny issue, M r. Speaker. He could have 
been at the meet ing Friday n ight .  My quest ion is to 
the First Minister. What is his position on the resolutions 
that were passed by the community-based multicultural 
organizations th is  weekend? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): What is funny is that 
the Member reads a prepared speech to the H ouse 
and does not ask a q uest ion.  He is here for the pure 
pol it ics of it instead of ask ing a specific question. That 
is what I foun d  humorous, Mr. Speaker, and I regret 
that the Member, who has been here a long t ime and 
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does not know any better, should take that way of 
act ing in th is  H ouse. 

The fact of the matter is that I have indeed shown 
that I would be responsive. When M r. Glasgow called , 
I talked to h im and d iscussed the situat ion .  They had 
g iven six days' notice of a desire to meet with me at 
a t ime when we were about to br ing in  a Budget, that 
we had just brought in the Budget,  and I had two and 
three publ ic events each evening  last week.  I could not 
meet with them before their counci l  annual meet ing .  
I sa id  to h im that we would meet as soon thereafter 
as it was possible,  and we are committed to do that ,  
M r. Speaker. 

With regard to their resolut ions,  M r. Speaker, let me 
remind  the Leader of  the New Democratic Party ( M r. 
Doer) that it was h is  G overnment that passed the Act 
that created the Manitoba Cultural Counci l  as an 
advisory body. I t  d id  not i n  legislat ion,  i n  any way, g ive 
them authority over fund raising .  That legislation says 
that they are an advisory body and not indeed a funding 
body. 

T h e  f u n d i n g  comes f r o m  t h e  G overn m e n t  of  
Manitoba, from the Lotteries Foundation and the on ly  
way for  t rue  accountabi l i ty, so that we do not have the  
d i fficu lty that we had that led  to an auditor's review 
and crit icism is that funding shall be i ndeed u nder the 
purview of th is Legislature so that every Member can 
ask q uestions and ensure that it  is being properly dealt 
with .  

* ( 1 345) 

Mr. Doer: I f  you read the annual  report of the president 
presented to the counci l ,  i t  c learly i nd icates that he 
and h is  M i nister are wrong in  the i nterpretation of the 
Act and the mandate that the body has i n  term s  of 
dealing with funds. 

M r. Speaker, why d oes th is  Government deal with 
the multicultural commun ity in a d ifferential way to what 
it is doing to the Arts Counci l  and Sports Federat ion? 
I f  we were to follow the same kind of  logic as the Premier 
has ind icated , we woul d  have withheld money from the 
Arts Counci l  after the Rainbow Stage fiasco. Why is 
he treat ing this group totally d ifferently than the other 
g roups under the Department of Cultural Affairs? 

Mr. Filmon: M r. Speaker, I wi l l  repeat for the benefit 
of  the Mem ber for Concord i a  (Mr. Doer) that we are 
h appy to take the advice, l isten to the concerns and 
the ideas of the Manitoba lntercultural Counci l .  We are 
looking at the i mplementat ion of a mu lt icu l tural Act i n  
M an i t o b a .  W e  cert a i n l y  w i l l  n ee d  t h e i r  a d v i c e ,  
recommendations, a n d  suggestions on those very, very 
i mportant legislat ive i ssues. 

We bel ieve, M r. Speaker, that is an appropriate role 
for the M anitoba lntercultural Council. That is why we 
supported the Act when it was here in the Legislature. 
That is why we believe that they ought to g ive us  that 
advice and perform that i mportant role for which they 
were put together as a counci l .  M r. Speaker, we are 
working with them to ensure that advice translates itself 
into th ings that are good for the multicultural community. 
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M r. Doer: Over  t h e  wee k en d ,  t h e  Govern ment ' s  
recommen ded appo intments  were a l l  d efeated i n  
elections. This Government is  totally out o f  touch with 
the community-based grass-roots groups, organizations 
and ind ividuals in  the mu lt icultural community. 

My question to the Premier, in regard to funding and 
deal ing with multicultural organizations in  the same way 
the Government deals with other community-based 
groups, will th is Premier overrule his M inister and return 
back the funding to that organizat ion so that they can 
be treated i n  the same way as a number of other 
umbrel la groups in  th is  province? Why does he not 
trust the mult icultural community to admin ister the 
funds as they have done over the last number of years? 
Why does he not trust the mult icultural community the 
same way as the sports groups and the arts g roups? 

Mr. Filmon: Time and t ime again ,  the Provincial Auditor 
has said that as much as possible,  funds that are funds 
of the Government of Manitoba, of the people of 
M an itoba, ought to be d ispensed in a way that is 
accountable to th is Legislature. Members on that side 
of the H ouse in  their hyprocrisy have argued over and 
over again that they want to be able to have in  
committee a l l  the  various groups and organizations that 
spend publ ic money. They have argued that they want 
that to be a public matter, of publ ic  record,  and in  fact 
the way in which we have set th is  up they wi l l  be 
accountable to the Legislature. In committee, your 
q uestions wil l  be answered . 

Let us not try and h ave it both ways, as the Leader 
of the NOP (Mr. Doer) does i t .  On the one hand,  he 
argues that we ought  to be having more accountabi l i ty, 
more opportun ity for committees of the Legis lature to 
examine way in  which money is spent, and now he says, 
no, we should g ive it to them and have no  accountabil ity 
to this Legislature. He cannot have i t  both ways. 

Mr. Doer: There is  a d i fference between accountabi l ity 
and d ifferential treatment i n  the manner in  which th is  
Government is conducting itself w i th  the mult icultural 
community. We trust community-based groups. Whether 
i t  is  ch i ld  welfare, arts, sports groups, we t rust the 
people. 

M r. Speaker, my q uestion to the First M in ister ( M r. 
F i lmon) is,  why has he taken away the trust of th is  
Government for  the  mult icultural community to deal 
with their own resources? Why has he taken it  away 
from the community-based g roups, from the elected 
representatives of the community, and put it  in with a 
bunch of bureaucrats, un l ike other organizat ions that 
get funding from this Government? 

Mr. Filmon: All  of the money wi l l  be d istributed by a 
committee of people from the mult icultural community. 
They wi l l  be people who wi l l  be wel l - respected,  well
known in  the mult icultural community. We take it  a step 
further. They wi l l  be accountable to this Legislature ,  
and they wi l l  have to come here and answer for  their  
actions. 
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Liquor Control Commission 
Three-Year Plan 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General): M r. Speaker, last Thursday and Friday, the 
M i n ister of Finance ( M r. Manness) k ind ly took as notice 
six q uestions raised by the H onourable Member for 
Logan (Ms. Hemphi l l )  with respect to the Man itoba 
Liquor Control Commission and its three-year planning.  

The q uestions raise a number of issues, M r. Speaker, 
and in the t ime avai lable to me I w i l l  attempt to deal 
with them. I th ink a major issue raised is that freedom 
of information brought i n  by this Government makes 
access to this type of i nformation avai lable to the 
Honourable Member, although I authorized that through 
my own office. 

In November of 1 987,  at that t ime we had an N O P  
Government, w e  d id  n o t  h ave freedom of i nformat ion, 
with that-

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease. The Honourable Member 
for Thompson (Mr. Ashton), on  a point of order. 

Mr. Steve Ashton ( Second Opposition House Leader): 
Answers are clearly out l ined in Beauchesne as being 
brief and to the point raised . This speech on behalf of 
the Government House Leader might  be interesting 
d u r i n g  other  t i m e  p e r i o d s ,  but  certa i n ly i s  not  
appropriate for  Quest ion Period.  I would ask you to 
rule the G overnment House Leader to order. 

* ( 1 450) 

Mr. Speaker: I would  l ike to thank the Honourable 
Member for Thompson (Mr. Ashton). As the Honourable 
M i nister of Just ice (Mr. Mccrae) has i n d icated , he has 
six questions to answer. The Honourable M i n ister of 
Justice, k ind ly  answer his q uest ions now. 

Mr. Mccrae: Thank you, M r. S peaker. There were 
indeed six q uestions. 

M r. S peaker, in  N ovember of 1 987,  the M LCC d id  
indeed at  that t ime have a three-year p lan,  wh ich  I was 
not aware of at that t ime, and I th ink  in N ovember of 
1 987 the M i n ister would  have been the Honourable 
Member for Concord ia  ( M r. Doer) .  At that t ime, among 
the issues on  the three-year plan of the M LCC were, 
f irst,  cheque cashing ;  second ,  the deletion of the 
restr ict i o n  on broadcast i n g  of  beverage a l c o h o l  
advertisement between 7 a . m .  a n d  1 0  p. m . ;  a n d  th i rd ,  
the i ntroduction of  sampl ing of  wines and l iqueurs i n  
l iquor stores. Inc idental ly, sampl ing o f  one-th i rd o f  a n  
ounce o f  wine, I am told by experts i n  t h e  pol ice 
department,  would not register on the breathalyzer 
machine. 

The H onourable Member also referred to the deletion 
of the advertising restriction at supper hour when people 
are wat c h i n g  te lev is i o n .  I rem i n d  t h e  H o n o u rab le  
Member that i n  Ju ly  o f  1 987,  the NOP Government 
a l lowed juveni les to enter and consume alcohol in 
cocktaiHounges. I remind  the Honourable Mem ber that 
i n  June of 1 984,  the NOP opened l icensed premises 
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d u r i n g  supper  h o u r, so we are not t a l k i n g  about  
advert i s i n g ,  we are ta l k i n g  a b o u t  eat i n g  in  a n d  
consuming alcohol .  

Some Honourable Members: Oh,  oh! 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Mr. Mccrae: M r. Speaker, there were six q uestions 
raised . 

Mr. Speaker: That is r ight ,  and if there is t ime we will 
come back to the Honourable M in ister of Justice, 
because time is  scarce. 

Prince Charles School 
Closure 

Mrs. Iva Yeo (Sturgeon Creek): Mr. Speaker, for the 
past year, the parents, students and staff of Prince 
Charles School have been prepar ing for the transit ion,  
for some in  fact the painful transition to the mainstream. 

The realizat ion that p lanning for fac i l it ies as wel l  as 
emotional preparat ion,  the real ization that p lanning 
takes t ime prompted my questions on November 24, 
1 988 ,  to the M i n ister of Commun ity Services ( M rs. 
Oleson). Al l  three responses to those questions were 
taken as notice and all three remain unanswered . 

The t ime is now, M r. Speaker, for approval in principle 
to become approval i n  cash . Can the M in ister of 
Education ( M r. Derkach) tell the House when the funds 
wi l l  be avai lable for the necessary renovations to provide 
for as smooth a change as possib le for the students 
from Prince Charles School? 

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Training): Mr. Speaker, I guess I should tell the Member 
for Sturgeon Creek (Mrs.  Yeo) that in fact it  was 
Winn ipeg School Division's request of November 3,  1988, 
that Prince Charles be closed and so that students 
from that i nstitution then would  be clustered into five 
d ifferent schools within the d ivision .  I t  has not been a 
year ago. 

* ( 1 355) 

Secon d l y, the d i v i s i o n  d i d  req uest t h at 
decentral izat ion take place and that renovations to the 
schools be done. This request was then taken by the 
Publ ic Schools Finance Board and the renovation costs 
were put into the three-year capital budget. This is  the 
way t h at al l  req uests are d o n e ,  and i t  has been 
scheduled for  September of  1 989.  So we are moving 
ahead with the renovations to those. various schools 
as soon as we can. This is done in  accordance with 
the pol icy that has been set for the Public Schools 
Finance Board , and there is noth ing that has been done 
to try and delay the process in  any way, shape or form. 

Handicapped Children 
Educational Facilities 

Mrs. Iva Yeo (Sturgeon Creek): ·Mr. Speaker, but the 
students have to be in  p lace by September of 1 989. 
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Can the Min ister tel l  what has been done to prepare 
for those students in the five clustered schools? They 
have to be ready for acceptance of the students in 
September of 1 989. 

Hon. Leonard Derkach (Minister of Education and 
Tra i n i n g ) :  Once agai n ,  i t  i s  the schoo l  d i v i s i o n ' s  
responsi b i l ity t o  plan their activities, s o  that if  they are 
going to close the school that other faci l it ies be ready 
to accept those students. 

M r. Speaker, Prince Charles School ,  as a matter of 
fact , is  a good fac i l ity and one that can continue to be 
used as an educat ion fac i l ity. As a matter of fact, the 
P u b l ic Schools Finance Board d id  v is i t  the school  and 
d id  make note of the fact that it was not a situat ion 
where a school  h a d  t o  b e  c l o sed because of 
d eteriorat ing condit ions or  faci l it ies not up  to par. 

The Publ ic  Schools Finance Board has acted as 
q u ickly as they possibly could with the request that 
came on January 3. As a matter of fact, the Publ ic  
Schools Finance Board has written to Winn ipeg School 
Division No.  1 to f ind out what they would  l ike to use 
Pr ince Charles School for, and as yet have not received 
a response. So in terms of the Publ ic  Schools Finance 
Board , they are moving as quickly as poss ib le.  

Mainstreaming 

Mrs. Iva Yeo (Sturgeon C reek):  M r. Speaker, it is my 
u n derstand ing ,  and we have been told that there is  a 
transit ions committee that wi l l  be establ ished between 
h i s  d e p a rt m e n t ,  t h e  M i n is ter  of E d u c at i o n ' s  ( M r. 
D e r k ac h )  d e p a r t m e n t  a n d  t h e  M i n i ster  of F a m i l y  
Services (M rs. Oleson). C a n  t h e  M i n ister tel l  me i f  th is 
particular committee has been establ ished to assist 
with the thrust that the previous Government presented 
towards the implementation of mainstreaming? 

Hon.  Leonard Derkach (Minister of  Education and 
Training): I wi l l  take that question as notice and report 
back to the H ouse. 

Elderly Abuse 
Initiatives 

M r. James C a r r  (Fort  Rouge) :  M r. S p e a k e r, m y  
q uestion is to t h e  M in ister responsible for Seniors ( M r. 
Downey). We have been asking  q uestions about elder 
a buse i n  th is H ouse since the very moment we walked 
i nto th is Chamber last J uly, and we have been put off 
with a bl izzard of rhetoric and delay. The severity of 
the problem of elder abuse has been h igh l ighted yet 
again ,  th is t ime by the Publ ic  Trustee who is worried 
about an u rgent situat ion.  

My question to the M i n ister is very s imple.  What 
i m mediate act ions and plans d oes he intend to take 
as  the M i n is ter  respo n s i b l e  for S e n i o r s  in t h i s  
G overnment t o  meet t h e  urgent situat ion? Those are 
n ot my words. Those are the words of the Publ ic Trustee. 

Hon.  James Downey ( M i n i ster  responsib le  for 
Seniors): M r. Speaker, I thank the Member for that 
comment. I would just make one reference to h is 
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research.  I wi l l  point out here that the Publ ic  Trustee 
ind icated in  the Free Press that, i f  I get 25 cases a 
year in the office, I bet-these are the operative words 
I bet-there are 200 cases out there. I would  say that 
is  highly speculative and I th ink  we should work hard 
with the organizations, as we have been doing, with 
the leaders h i p  of  the d i fferent sen iors '  g ro ups to 
specifically determine the d i rection they want to go. 
That is what we have been doing .  

I met th is morn ing with  staff. We are working with 
the d i fferent groups and organizations as to what we 
can do with the problem to best solve it in the best 
in terests of everyone. We wi l l  be working ,  as I have 
said and as the Government has been saying ,  on a 
d iscussion paper which wi l l  be released very shortly, 
which wi l l  clearly indicate how we are going to be dealing 
with the problem. I th ink i t  i s  very key i ndeed that we 
work very closely with those people who are i n  seniors' 
responsible roles to assist them. 

Mr. Carr: M r. Speaker, with a supplementary q uestion 
to the M i n ister responsible for Seniors ( M r. Downey), 
we are not i nterested on th is  side of the House who 
is  talking about bets, whether it is the Publ ic  Trustee 
or the Min ister, because we ought not to be gambl ing 
with the l ives of senior  citizens. 

White Paper Release 

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): The elder abuse paper 
was due in  October of 1 988. In the Throne Speech ,  
w e  now hear 1 989 or maybe 1 990. When w i l l  t h e  Minister 
take th is issue off the back burner and on to the front 
of this Government 's  agend a  where i t  belongs? 

* ( 1 400) 

Hon.  James Downey ( M i n ister responsib le for 
Seniors): M r. Speaker, i t  was the Liberal Crit ic (Mr. 
Carr) who is using the research of, " I  bet there are 
200 cases out there ,"  nothing further substantiated.  
This House and the people of Manitoba last week were 
su bjected to the  L i bera l  research .  The people of 
Manitoba and this House were subjected to the Liberal 
research ,  which came out very clearly in two editorials 
this last weekend .  It speaks very h igh ly of the Liberal 
Party, by the way. 

I want to make it very clear, particularly to the seni ors 
of the P rovince of Manitoba, that we are work ing very 
aggressively with the leadership of those organizations 
to deal with the problem, and we wi l l  d o  whatever is 
necessary to make sure that the seniors are protected 
when it comes to abuse and/or any other m atters that 
affect them. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge 
( M r. Carr), with a f inal supplementary quest ion.  

Mr. Carr:  M r. Speaker, the best way to examine how 
serious the M i n ister is ,  i s  the budget of the Seni ors 
Directorate, set at $200,000 last year. N ow it is $207,000 
and $300 to boot. That means an increase of nearly 
a d ime for every senior in the Province of M anitoba. 
Where is he going to get the resources to g ive th is  
item the appropriate attention i t  deserves? 
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White Paper Costs 

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): My question is very 
simple. H ow much wi l l  th is paper cost? Does he have 
the resources to fund it, and who is  writ ing i t? 

Hon .  James Downey ( M i n ister  responsib le  for 
Seniors): M r. Speaker, I wi l l  stand in  defence of the 
seniors who cal ls them not worth more than 1 0  cents, 
as the Liberal Critic did . Shame on h im .  I would expect , 
on behalf of the seniors, an apology to the seniors of 
Manitoba i n  referr ing to them not being  worth more 
than 10 cents. That is  just what he has done. I ask for 
him to apologize to the seniors of Manitoba. 

Yes ,  Mr. Speaker, there is  a paper being  developed 
and we will present it after we have had full d iscussion 
with the leadersh ip  of the seniors of th is province. 

Family Violence 
Program Development 

Ms. Judy Wasylycia-Leis ( St. Johns): M r. Speaker, I 
have a q uest ion for the Premier ( M r. F i lmon). A l l  
Manitobans were shocked and horrified by events of 
th is past weekend in St. Boniface. I am sure all Members 
in th is  House share in the gr ief that Manitobans are 
feel ing  around the deaths and the murders in  the Reid 
fami ly. We cannot go back and change that tragedy, 
but we can prevent s imi lar situations or try to prevent 
similar situat ions from occurr ing by acting immediately. 

G iven that the M in ister of Fami ly Services ( M rs .  
Oleson) has sa id her comprehensive pol icy on domestic 
violence wi l l  not be ready for some t ime,  g iven that 
there are wel l  over 1 ,000 people, vict ims and batterers, 
who have been turned away from agencies provid ing 
counselling services i n  th is past year alone, could  the 
Premier ( M r. F i lmon)  g ive assurances to th is  House that 
he wi l l  act i m mediately to ensure that resources are 
provided and counsel l ing services are put i n  p lace to 
meet the crying need of people who are vict ims of 
family violence and domestic abuse? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): M r. Speaker, there is no 
question t hat a l l  of us share the g rief, the loss of the 
people i nvolved in  that d ramatic hostage tak ing and 
murder. A l l  of us  are concerned about the effects of 
family violence on society. Consistently, our Government 
has ind icated as a priority and put more and more 
funding into wife abuse shelters, i nto spousal abuse 
programs,  i n t o  fam i ly abuse programs wit h i n  o u r  
provincial G overnment Department o f  Fami ly Services. 
We will continue to g ive it the h ighest possible .priority 
to try and address the concerns so that situations such 
as th is or any situations in  which violence occurs with in 
famil ies are erad icated as soon as we possibly can . 

Ms. Wasylycia-Leis: M r. Speaker, I appreciate the 
seriouSAess of this Government to this very crit ical 
problem. 
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Agency Resources 

Ms. Judy Wasylycia-Leis (St. John's) :  I would  ask the 
Premier, g iven that there were i n  fact 573 vict ims and 
batterers turned away from Evolve because of stretched 
resources just th is past year, g iven that there were 465 
women in need turned away from Fort Garry Women's 
Resource Centre, g iven that there are over 1 00 on the 
wait ing l ist of Women's Post-Treatment Centre, and the 
l ist goes on ,  could the Premier i ndicate to the H ouse, 
g ive a commitment to th is House, that he is  prepared 
to i mmediately respond to th is crisis and provide the 
necessary resources to those agencies to meet this 
very grave, great need in  our society? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I really wish that the 
Member for St. John's ,  who I know has a sincere 
concern about resources for women and fami l ies, would 
not attempt to polit icize the situation by speaking about 
people turned away from these shelters. 

M r. Speaker, I remember in Opposition when we had 
to, for days and weeks on end,  lobby, criticize, urge 
her G overnment to g ive fund ing to the Fort G arry 
Women 's  Resource Centre, and they stood fast for the 
sake of 25,000 not wanting to g ive more funding to 
that centre. I remember when we were out advocating 
on behalf of women who were wanting to have more 
faci l it ies at resource centres. 

Now here we are having made moves to replace 
Osborne H ouse, to have the l kwe centre for Nat ives, 
to have a resource centre in  Thompson ,  to have family 
shelters throughout the province that were never ever 
put in p lace by her admin istrat ion,  having committed 
more funds and larger i ncreases to this very, very 
i mportant matter than ever were contemplated by the 
former NOP admin istrat ion.  I wish that she woul d  not 
try to make pol it ical hay out of an issue that is as tragic 
as this one. 

Ms. Wasylycia-Leis: I regret that i n  fact the Premier 
has chosen to pol it ic ize this issue when I was trying 
very hard not to. The Premier wil l  know if he was aware 
last week,  I have raised questions l ike th is three t imes 
over the past number of weeks. 

Mr. Speaker: Order; order, please. 

Program Funding 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member k ind ly put her 
q uestion now. 

Ms. Judy Wasylycia-Leis (St. Johns): We are deal ing 
with a d ramatic i ncrease in  numbers of people seeking 
counsel .  Wou ld  the Premier ind icate to th is H ouse 
whether or not he is prepared to move off of Treasury 
Board several proposals that deal with this critical area, 
such as proposals from the Steinbach· Crisis Centre, 
from New Faces, from Family Services? Would  he agree 
to move off of Treasury Board any exist ing proposals 
deal ing with this crit ical area and ensure that funding 
is put i n  p lace immed iately so that women can,  yes, 
and ch i ldren ,  yes, f ind a safer p lace? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, the whole 
thrust and objective of aH of us in Government should 
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be prevent ion,  to prevent these fami ly  breakd owns, 
these situat ions that lead to violence,  prevent them 
from occurr ing.  

What the former administration d id  not contemplate 
or recognize was that in addit ion to provid ing fundings 
for studies and projects on a short-term basis for 
vict ims,  what was most i mportant was to prevent the 
i n c i d e nts o f  t h i s  h a p p e n i n g .  O n e  o f  the best 
commitments we could make to vict ims and potential 
vict ims was to go into prevention as heavily and as 
completely as we could .  We are looking at that, because 
I bel ieve that it is  i mportant in our society. The Member 
for St. Johns (Ms. Wasylycia-Leis) is ignoring that, saying 
that  there is  no  p lace for  that ,  that  i n  fact what we 
ought to be doing is  work ing on some of these other 
projects when, M r. Speaker . . . .  

Mr. Steve Ashton (Second Opposition House Leader): 
A point of order, M r. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease. The Honourable Member 
for Thompson ( M r. Ashton) on a point of order. 

* ( 1 4 10)  

M r. Ashton:  I reg ret h av i n g  t o  once  aga i n ra ise 
Beauchesne 4 1 7  wh ich  states q u i t e  c lear ly  that  
"answers to questions should be as  brief as  possib le,  
deal with the matter raised and should not provoke 
debate ."  I would submit to you, S i r, that the Premier 
has breached that provision of Beauchesne on a l l  three 
counts. I would ask you to d raw h im to order. 

Mr. Speaker: I would  l ike to thank the Honourable 
Member. The Honourable Government H ouse Leader 
(Mr. Mccrae), on the same point of order. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, I might ask you also, when considering 
the matter raised by the Honourable Member for 
Thompson ( M r. Ashton),  to look also at the " lengthy 
preambles and dupl icitous preambles" in  the questions 
posed by Honourable Members opposite. 

Mr. Speaker: I would l ike to thank both Honourable 
Members. I am sure, as al l  Honourable Members k now, 
multi-part questions do tend to lead to lengthy answers, 
and yet I would l ike to also remind all M i nisters that 
answers to q uestions should be as brief as possible.  

Keewatin Tribal Council 
Tax Exemptions 

M r. G i l le s  Roch ( S p ringf ie ld) :  M r. S pe a k e r, m y  
q uestion is  t o  t h e  M i nister of Rural Development ( M r. 
Penner). On October 7, the then Min ister of M u n icipal 
Affai rs wrote to the Manitoba Associat ion of Urban 
Mun icipal it ies and stated the fol lowing with regard to 
the Keewati n  Tri bal Counci l ' s  case against the City of 
Thompson: "When I receive a copy of the decision of 
the court, I will be in  a better position to determine 
what act ion,  i f  any, we have to take with  respect to the 
matter. "  Wi l l  the M i nister of Rural Development now 
tel l  th is H ouse what action th is  Government i ntends to 
take? 
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Hon. Jack Penner (Minister of Rural Development):  
I thank the H onourable Mem ber for Springfield (Mr. 
Roch)  for his quest ion.  It is certainly something that 
the court has ruled on.  I have asked for a legal opinion 
and advice from my department on th is matter and; 
as soon as I have received that, I wi l l  sit down and 
attempt to-and I invite both Opposit ion Parties to 
meet on th is matter with me, to d iscuss th is matter 
and see whether we can come to some point and some 
reasonable course of act ion on this m atter, but only if 
and when I have received legal advice on i t .  

Mr. Speaker: The H onourable Member for  Springfield ,  
with a supplementary q uest ion.  

Mr. Roch: Thank you ,  M r. Speaker. Treaty r ights are 
granted by the federal Government. What action does 
this M i n ister p lan to take with his col leagues in Ottawa 
to ensure that our mun icipal it ies do not suffer any loss 
of revenue whatsoever and ensure that Treaty rights 
are not violated ?  

Mr. Penner: Again ,  M r. Speaker, I want to ind icate t o  
you, a s  I have indicated to t h e  H ouse, that I am qu ite 
wil l ing to sit d own and d iscuss th is issue with the two 
Parties opposite to see whether there is some resolve 
to th is matter. It is certainly a matter that takes some 
decision making.  But before I receive legal counsel or  
advice on th is  matter, I s imply w i l l  not d iscuss the  matter 
publ icly. I th ink i t  would  be detrimental to the resolve 
of the issue in the long term i f  we d id  that. 

Mr. Roch: The fact remains that Treaty r ights were 
or ig inal ly g ranted by Ottawa, but the spirit of that 
legislation was to exempt the property on the reserves. 
He has to be in  touch with his col league, the federal 
M in ister of N orthern Affairs, to ensure that: (a) there 
would  be no loss of revenues to any rural municipalities; 
and (b) that Treaty rights be respected.  Wil l  he be i n  
touch with h i s  colleague i n  Ottawa over th is issue s o  
that w e  can then sit down a n d  d iscuss i t  amongst a l l  
the three Parties here in  Manitoba? 

Mr. Penner: M r. Speaker, yes. 

ERDA Agreements 
Negotiations 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): M r. Speaker, l ast week 
I asked the M in ister of Industry, Trade and Tou rism ( M r. 
Ernst) about the status of ERDA negotiations. We have 
a great deal of concern in this province about the fact 
that, as is becoming more and more evident, a number 
of t hese agreements are going to be cancel led insofar 
as renewal and that in fact there wi l l  not be a great 
deal of activity tak ing p lace with regard to the federal 
Gover n m en t  in t h i s  area.  S ince  I l ast  asked t h at 
q uestion ,  the Premier (Mr. F i lmon) has ind icated he has 
talked to the Prime Min ister. I understand it was a 
friend ly  chat. 

I would be more concerned as to whether the Premier 
has raised the serious issues facing Manitoba with the 
Pr ime M i nister when he was g iven that opportunity. D id 
he receive any assurances from the Pr ime M inister on  
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t h e  ERDA ag reements? D i d  he express h i s  deep 
disappointment wi th  the fact they were not  being 
renegotiated? Did he raise the issue of the Portage 
base closure and ask for a face-to-face meet ing with 
the Prime Minister so that can be rectified? 

Hon. Gary Filmon {Premier): M r. Speaker, we as a 
G ov e r n m e n t  c o n t i n u e  t o  d e a l  w i t h  t h e  federa l  
Government on  a whole host  of  issues of  concern to  
us ,  ones that we raised p u bl icly and talked about 
publ icly more than a year ago ,  such as the renegotiation 
of the ERDA agreement. They had been left on the 
t a b l e  as u n f i n i s h e d  b u s i n ess  b y  the former  
admin istrat ion,  no  progress, no  ind ication of  anyth ing.  
We have been work ing very d i ligently with the federal 
G overnment to get those E R DA agreements back on 
track. 

There is a whole host of other issues of concern that 
we continue to be in touch with our federal counterparts, 
agricultural issues, issues of an environmental nature, 
t h e  Port  o f  C h u rch i l l ,  t h e  b ase c l o s u res here  i n  
M anitoba. A l l  o f  those issues are constantly being 
discussed with our federal col leagues, because we are 
concerned to get the best possib le treatment from 
Ottawa for the people of the Province of Manitoba. 

Mr. Plohman: I cannot bel ieve the Premier ( M r. Fi lmon) 
would come up with th is ho l low rhetoric i n  an answer 
to a serious q uest ion.  In view of the fact that those 
agreements did not come up for renewal unti l  the spring 
of 1 989, I ask the Premier whether he has establ ished 
priorit ies with the federal Government,  whether he has 
received commitments and whether, in  h is friendly chat, 
did he just talk about the weather or did he raise these 
i ssues with the Prime M inister and get assurances that 
he would have a face-to-face meet ing on these serious 
problems facing Manitoba? 

Some Honourable Members: Oh,  oh! 

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease. The Honourable First 
Minister. 

M r. Filmon: M r. Speaker, let me assure you that 
whenever we talk with federal counterparts, whenever 
we talk with provincial counterparts, we talk about 
serious issues. We do not talk as fu l l  of rhetoric and 
hot air as the Member for Dauph in  ( M r. Plohman) does. 

NON-POL IT ICAL STATEMENT S  

Mr. Elijah Harper {Rupertsland): .Can I have leave of 
the H ouse to make a non-pol itical statement? 

M r. Speaker:  Does the H o n o u r a b l e  M e m b e r  for 
Rupertsland (Mr. H arper) have leave? (Agreed) 

M r. Harper:  M r. S peak er,  t h e  Fast for  Learn i n g  
Campaign b y  the Assembly o f  First Nations o f  Manitoba 
commenced today, a campaign for our future, our 
ch i ldren,  our culture and heritage and our education. 
I might add that this fast for learn ing is not a h unger 
strike. This is an awareness campaign .  I t  is  i ntended 
to be a public conscious-awakening campaign .  The 
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campaign is to bring attention and focus on the pl ight 
of aboriginal people.  I t  is  to make people aware and 
remind them that there could be a better future for 
our aborig inal  people, and also that the key to this 
br ight future is educat ion.  

I t  must be said that abor ig inal  people are not asking 
the taxpayers, the cit izens of this country to pay for 
their educat ion.  I t  must also be said that aboriginal 
people are not ask ing for un l im ited education funding ,  
nor  are t hey ask i n g  for  h a n douts .  E d u c a t i o n  for  
aboriginal people has been assured and guaranteed 
through the Treaties made with the federal Government. 
The a b o r i g i n a l  peop le  gave up certai n lands  and 
resources in  exchange for  benefits such as education.  
Over the next few months, the campaign wi l l  be asking 
h undreds of ind ividuals to jo in i n  the struggle to protect 
Treaty rights, which is education for our chi ldren and 
grandchi ldren.  The campaign has chosen to establ ish 
an ongoing fast of a chain of hundreds of ind ividuals 
who support our cause by sharing our hunger for a 
few days. Each person's  fast is a personal statement 
and support. 

I would l ike to thank some Mem bers from both sides 
of the House who attended the ceremony th is morning,  
and also to the Members who ind icated that they wi l l  
be taking part in  the fast . I hope other Members of 
the Legislature wi l l  consider jo in ing in the fast such as 
I have dedicated myself for the next three days without 
food from today. 

Hon. James Downey {Minister responsible for Native 
Affairs): M r. Speaker, just a brief-may I have leave 
to make . . . . 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. Does the Honourable 
Min ister (Mr. Downey) have leave to make a non-pol itical 
statement? (Agreed) 

Mr. Downey: I am just pleased to say that as a 
representative of the Government of Manitoba, I have 
joined with our col league from Rupertsland in that fast 
to acknowledge the pl ight of the Native education 
funding d ifficult ies. Thank you , Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker: Honourable Mem ber for N iakwa (Herold 
Driedger), does he have leave to make a non-pol itical 
statement? (Agreed) 

* ( 1 420) 

Mr. Herold Driedger {Niakwa): I thank the H ouse for 
giving me leave to make the statement, even though 
I had not asked for leave yet,  but I just wish to 
u nderscore what was said by the Minister of Northern 
and Native Affairs (Mr. Downey) and was said by the 
Mem ber for Ruperstland (Mr. H arper), and ind icate to 
the House as well that there are several Members of 
our caucus who have indicated their support for the 
p l ight of the N at ive people, to make their own personal 
statement and fast along with them so that the message 
of c o m m i t m e n t  h e r e  can be sent  to t h e  fed era l  
Government for  them to fol low up with their commitment 
that they should be prepared to make. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY 

BUDGET DEBATE 

Mr. Speaker: On the adjourned debate of the proposed 
motion of the Honourable Min ister of Finance (Mr. 
Manness) that th is H ouse approve, in general, the 
budgetary pol icy of the Government, standing in  the 
name of the Honourable Member for Fort Garry (Laurie 
Evans), who has 28 m inutes remain ing .  

Mr. Laurie Evans (Fort Garry): As you well know, there 
are some things in l ife that it is not wise to stop in the 
middle, and I am not sure that I can get back on the 
same-

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs): 
No, that is  what happened to the hair on your head. 
I t  stopped in  the midd le. 

Mr. Laurie Evans: As usual , M r. Speaker, I can get 
excellent advice from my good friend , the M i n ister of 
Northern and Nat ive Affairs (Mr. Downey). 

But the point I was trying to make on Friday is that 
it is not wise, in my opin ion,  to take the Budget and 
attempt to deal with i t  i n  isolat ion because the Budget 
of course is  a document which is really a b lueprint as 
to what the Government i ntends to do in the upcoming 
fiscal year. It is something l ike taking a look at anyth ing 
i n  i solat ion.  I use as an example the situation where 
my wife, for example,  cannot eat pecan pie because 
she is al lergic to the nuts and,  i f  somebody offers her 
a p iece of pecan pie, the immediate assumption that 
they make is that she d oes not l ike the pie,  whi le i n  
actual fact she  l ikes the pie but  she  is al lergic to the 
nuts.  

We have the same situation here with the Budget . 
There are a lot of th ings in th is Budget that we l ike 
but there are a lot of th ings that we do not like and 
a lot of those th ings can be equated with the al lergy 
to nuts, M r. Speaker. So while we certa in ly d o  not want 
to be on record as being in  opposition to tax cuts
we favour tax cuts. We are not in opposition to moving 
toward a better balance of the budget. We are in  favour  
of  c loser  b a l a n ce t o  t h e  b u d get ,  b u t  what  I a m  
attempting t o  do is  to take a look a t  some o f  the th ings 
that were promised to us in  the previous Throne Speech, 
back i n  1 988, and see just what has been del ivered 
on that program -

An Honourable Member: Virtually everyth ing ,  virtual ly 
everyth ing .  

Mr. Laurie Evans: Wel l ,  I would hasten to d iffer with 
my honourable fr iend, the M inister of Natural Resources 
( M r. Enns), because there are many th ings in the 
previous Throne Speech that were not del ivered on 
and I w i l l  mention a few more of these to him. One of 
these is, a major component of our renewed thrust for 
economic development is  the expansion of our tourism 
section.  Now al l  you have to do is to take a look at 
the Budget th is year to see that there has been no 
significant improvement i n  the support that goes to 
tourism. Tourism has been put on the back burner. 
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H ere you have something that I th ink al l  Parties wi l l  
agree has tremendous potential for Manitoba, a n d  i t  
i s  virtual ly being ignored. 

The next item , M r. Speaker, that I want to look at is 
the item where it says, "Plans are in  place to implement 
my G overn m e n t ' s  c o m m i t m e n t  to  i m p rove the  
p r o v i n ce's h i g hways,  w i th  H i g hway 7 5  recei v i n g  
i mmed iate priority. "  Wel l ,  here you have a situation 
where we have been work ing on H ighway 75 for years. 
They talk about twinn ing it from both ends. My guess 
is at the rate it is going it wi l l  probably be into the next 
century before H ighway 75 is completed . I would be 
a l itt le skeptical as to when you start from both ends, 
whether th is Government has the abi l ity to have those 
two ends meet in the midd le. 

There is no ind ication that H ighway 75 is a h igh 
priority. H ighway 75 is the entrance into the southern 
part of Winn ipeg. It is the main way of coming into 
Winn ipeg. It is the main route for tourists coming in 
from south of the border, and these two th ings tie 
together. The priority that is given to tourism has to 
be ident ified as the priority that is g iven to H ighway 
75. I can only i nfer from the fact that both of these 
things were identified as high priority back in the Throne 
S peech in  1 988, that one has to really q uestion the 
confidence that you can have in the Government of 
br ing ing forward these th ings to real ity, M r. Speaker. 

Another item that was mentioned in the 1 988 Throne 
Speech is ,  "My M i n isters are work ing to attract energy
i ntensive industries to the province ."  We have seen 
already that they have not been able to make any 
headway as far as the a luminum smelter is concerned 
a n d ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  Dow C o r n i n g  i ssue  has been 
mentioned , there does not seem to be a g reat dea l  of 
progress made on that one either. 

The next item that I want to touch on is ,  " M any of 
t h e  o p p ortu n i t i es my G overnme n t  is p u r s u i n g  to  
strengthen and d iversify Manitoba's economy provide 
for federal Govern ment involvement. My Government 
i s  committed to a more co-operative approach with 
the federal Government as we prepare to renegotiate 
federal-provincial agreements which foster economic 
and reg i o n a l  deve l o p m e n t  such as the N or thern  
Development Agreement, the  M ineral Development 
Agreement and other sectoral agreements." 

Wel l ,  we have a situation here in  Manitoba, Mr. 
S peaker, where a d ialogue between the two levels of 
Government has deteriorated to the point where it is 
virtually non-existent. We have already a situation where 
eight ERDA agreements have expired as of the 3 1 st 
of M arch of this year. There is no ind icat ion that those 
wi l l  be renewed and one has to assume that if t hey 
have run out in March, the l ike l ihood of continuity of 
those is very, very negl ig ible. I know for example, the 
ERDA agreement , the subagreement for agriculture, 
$38.5  mi l l ion ,  which was spl it  between the federal and 
the provincial Governments on a 60-40 cost-sharing 
basis has expired . Some of the projects are cont inu ing 
because al l  of the money was not spent, but there is 
no ind ication that there wi l l  be continu ity of that 
particular program. 

So to argue that you are fostering better fede ral
provincial relationships has to be regarded as being 
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r id iculous. You h ave a situation where the M in ister of 
Defence, the H onourable Bi l l  McKnight ,  has yet to even 
m ak e  an appearance in Por tage  where  he was 
supposedly go ing to come out  and d iscuss the rationale 
for the closure of the CFB at Portage, and the same 
thing with the Pr ime Min ister. H ow often does he come 
to Manitoba and what i mpact d oes he have when he 
comes, .and does he sit down and negot iate with the 
p rovince? The answer is  absolutely no ,  M r. Speaker. 

I can go on and on.  There are others here that I want 
to touch on just briefly. "My Government wi l l  implement 
n ew and creat ive i ncen t ives t o  att ract and reta in  
phys ic ians and o t h e r  spec ia l ized hea l th  care 
p rofessionals i n  rural M anitoba. " Wel l ,  th is was back 
in 1 988 that this statement was made. We have not 
seen any progress whatsoever in terms of the retent ion 
of physicians i n  rural Manitoba. I t  has been a d isaster, 
so there is  no reason to assume that i f  there has been 
no  action on the promises that were made i n  1988 that 
one should assume the promises i n  1 989 wi l l  be any 
better. 

Another one is ,  " M anitobans have expressed the view 
that the health care system should benefit from lottery 
reve n ues ." N ow we h ave a s i t u a t i o n  where t h e  
G overnment is  talk ing about establ ish ing a lottery or 
a casino i n  the Fort G arry H otel . N ow we see not only 
i s  i t  going to be recreation and mu lt icultural ism and 
so on ,  but now health is  going to be supported through 
the casinos and the lotteries. You get the impression 
that pretty soon this Government wil l be relying on 
lotteries and casinos to fun d  practical ly everyth ing .  

The other th ing that one has to be clear is that the 
m ajority of Manitobans are opposed to the cas inos,  
M r. Speaker. 

An Honourable Member: Where do you stand on 
casinos? Where d o  you stand on them? 

Mr. Laurie Evans: Where I stan d ,  M r. Speaker, is  that 
we cannot rely on gambl ing funds to support the 
majority of the th ings that we regard as being the 
services that we rely on here i n  M an itoba. 

An Honourable Member: But some of it is  okay. 

Mr. Laurie Evans: Some of i t ,  as the M i n ister ind icates, 
but when you start to ut i l ize lottery funding as the basis 
for operat ing on  a year- in  and year-out basis, one has 
to be very skeptical as to the Government's approach 
to this.  

The next thing we can look at, and here again is the 
1 988 Throne S peech which says "The num ber of d ay 
care spaces i n  Manitoba wi l l  be increased in co
operation with the federal Government." We know what 
the federal G overnment has done as far as day care 
is  concerned. It has done absolutely nothing.  I t  has put 
i t  on the back burner and there is  no  ind icat ion that 
it is going to come forward on the current agenda. 
Therefore, the l i kel ihood of add it ional day care spaces 
in Man itoba that can be attr ibuted to co-operat ion 
between the two levels of Government is  absolutely n i l .  

• ( 1 430) 
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T h i s  is not t h e  o n l y  o n e ,  M r. Speaker. · ' M y  
Government is planning specific measures t o  meet the 
c h a l l e n g e s  of a n  ag i n g  soc iety, i nc l u d i n g  t h e  
establ ishment o f  a com prehensive strategy to co
ord inate the del ivery of health care services to seniors. 
A White Paper on Elderly A buse will be released . "  Here 
again ,  this is 1 988. The same th ing could  h ave been 
said in  1 989 because in that i ntervening year there was 
absolutely noth ing done. 

The M i n ister who was responsible for sen iors at that 
t ime d id  not even know what colour the paper was 
going to be that he was going to br ing forward. He 
d id  not k now whether it was going to be a White Paper, 
a G reen Paper or what, so we are r ight back where 
we were in 1 988. Not one th ing has been done in these 
areas. 

-( I nterject ion)- One can only stop and watch for so 
long,  but I th ink the th ing that should be made clear 
to the M inister-and he is chirping from his seat here
is that I am 55. I f  you look at the situation this way, if 
you take a look at normal ret i rement and I am 55 and 
if you take normal ret i rement as being 65,  I h ave sat 
in this year in this House for 10 percent of my remaining 
product ive years. 

Next year, I wi l l  on ly have n ine years to go. You get 
to the point where you have only one year to go and,  
if you d o  not do someth ing ,  you have lost 1 00 percent 
of your potential productive career because you h ave 
h it  65.  I th ink everyone on the opposite side of the 
House should be reminded that th is is the fi rst day of 
the last years of your l ife and it is  t ime that someth ing 
got  started and someth ing got  done. 

Al l  I am trying to put across to you is  that these 
promises have been made in 1 988 and you h ave sat 
on your hands for that i ntervening period. There has 
been virtually nothing done. The one that is most critical 
is th is  one where you have talked about assistance to 
the seniors. Many of us on both sides of the H ouse 
are going to be seniors p retty soon and we will st i l l  be 
wait ing for the action that you promised in  1 988.  

( M r. Deputy Speaker, Wi l l iam Chornopyski ,  i n  the 
Chair. )  

M r. Edward Con nery ( M i n ister o f  Co-operat ive, 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs): You are over the 
hump already, though .  

Mr. Laurie Evans: I a m  over t h e  h u m p  a n d  that i s  why 
it worries me. The Member for Portage (Mr Connery) 
says I am over the hump already. One has to wonder 
whether one can rely on anyth ing or fend for oneself, 
because t h at is t h e  s o rt of app roach t hat t h i s  
Government has taken. 

Moving on ,  Mr.  Deputy Speaker, the next one I want 
to point out is  i t  says, " My Government wi l l  also be 
pursuing comprehensive rural development .pol icies ."  
Here aga in  we have seen absolutely noth ing i n  terms 
of comprehensive rural development pol icies. 

I went up to a meet ing at Neepawa where the most 
r ight wing of al l  the Conservatives, Mr. H arry M arden , 
came up and he said what you should do is decentralize 
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and t reat it as though it was the army. You just go i n  
a n d  t e l l  people where they are going to move a n d  tel l  
them to be there the next day. I do n ot know whether 
th is i s  the plan that the Conservative Party has for 
decentral izat ion or not, but when the most right wing 
of them al l  uses that ph i losophy, one h as to assume 
that t hey probably use h is  recommendations. 

I could go on and on here, M r. Deputy Speaker, 
looking  at the th ings that have not been done but h ave 
been promised. I am only going to touch on a couple 
more of these. 

One of them is  the fact that the Centre for Sustainable 
Development was i n  the 1 988 Throne Speech.  What 
h ave we seen a b o u t  t h e  Cent re  for  S u sta in ab l e  
Development? First o f  al l ,  when i t  was f i rst announced 
by the Prime Min ister, it was referred to as a world
class international centre for sustainable development.  
I n  that t ime frame, i n  that i ntervening period of t ime 
from November, which you might remember was just 
before the federal election and one d oes not p lace 
much emphasis on what Tories say prior to an elect ion,  
th is is  what he said ,  that i t  would be an i nternat ional ,  
world-class centre for sustainable development. 

I n  the intervening period , M r. Deputy Speaker, several 
th ings have d isappeared . Fi rst of a l l ,  you never hear 
it referred to as world-class anymore. Secondly, you 
d o  not refer to it as i nternational anymore. What has 
happened? You have a l ittle bit of seed money put i n  
b y  C IDA, you have absolutely nothing from the provincial 
Government. Now you h ave a situation where, fi rst of 
all , you d o  not know where the i nternational centre is  
going to be, you do not know who is going to fund i t ,  
you d o  not know what s ize it is  going to be. A l l  you 
know now is it occasional ly gets referred to as a Centre 
for Sustainable Development, al l  the rest of i t  has 
d isappeared . In addition to that, you have had M aurice 
Strong come in, talk to the group at Brandon that were 
i nterested in having it there and he has said in a l l  
probabi l ity al l  it wi l l  be is  a switchboard . So i f  that is  
a l l  it is  going to be, then we have to start to be 
concerned as to whether we can rely on it ever occurring 
at al l  or not. 

The other area that I want to talk about briefly, which 
i s  mentioned in  both Throne Speeches, is  the whole 
concept of rural development. What have we had in 
the last l ittle whi le? We h ave had -( I nterject ion)- I am 
n ot opposed to rural development.  Al l  I want to say is 
i t  i s  t ime that we saw something happen i n  a hurry. 

A l l  that we have seen i n  the recent past is a change 
in the name. I t  used to be Mun icipal Affairs, now it is  
R ural Development. We have seen a change i n  the 
M i nisters, and all that means is when you have a change 
i n  M i nisters after one year i t  is  a method for prolonging  
the procrast ination period . I n  other words, there is 
nothing planned. You shift the name, you sh i ft the 
M i n isters, i t  g ives you some more t ime to th ink  about 
i t  and delay. I would anticipate i n  the next Throne 
Speech,  if we are u nfortunate enough to have to put 
u p  with another Throne Speech from th is Government,  
that we wi l l  be looking at a situation where they coul d  
just change t h e  dates a n d  there woul d  be absolutely 
no d i fference, M r. Deputy S peaker. 

I f ind it very, very d ifficult to have any cred i b i l ity, g ive 
any credib i l ity to the Throne Speeches. Therefore, i f  
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y o u  can n ot be l ieve i n  t h e  content  of t h e  T h r o n e  
S peeches, then w h y  in  t h e  world would you worry very 
m u c h  a b o u t  t h e  B u d g e t ,  because if you are n o t  
confident in  what they tel l  you they are going to d o ,  
t h e n  t h e  Budget itself becomes virtual ly i rrelevant. 

Now, I am sure that Members opposite would be a 
l itt le d isappointed and surprised if I d id  not spend a 
l itt le t ime talk ing about agricu lture. I have got plenty 
of time to touch on agriculture. As the Deputy Speaker, 
you wel l  know I have a lot of respect and confidence 
i n  the M in ister of Agriculture ( M r. F indlay). I want to 
g ive him credit  for having done what I thought was a 
good job in the face of the d ifficulties that he faced 
with the d rought in  1 988. He took action qu ite quickly, 
establ ished the two programs, namely, the G reenfeed 
Program and the Basic Herd Retention Program, and 
both of these have been fair ly effective. They have 
looked extremely good in comparison with the programs 
that were brought forward by the federal Government. 

The federal Government's Drought-Aid Program was 
a fiasco from one end to the other. I th ink that M r. 
M ayer has to be identified as probably the master of 
mismanagement when it comes to the handl ing of the 
d ro u g h t  programs t hat were ava i l a b l e  in western 
Canada. They were virtually a d isaster. 

I also want to g ive the Min ister of Agriculture (Mr. 
F ind lay) credit where it is due. Certain ly  we supported, 
and st i l l  do support,  the establ ishment of the general 
farm organizat ion,  and I am p leased to see that KAP 
has been certif ied. I realize i t  is  a relatively d ifficult 
task to get the wheels i n  motion for the establ ishment 
of KAP. The M i nister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) 
has pointed to his col league, the M in ister of Rural 
Development ( M r. Penner), and certainly I feel t hat the 
M i nister of Rural Development has to have been g iven 
c o n s i d e ra b l e  cred i t  for t h e  s t reng t h  of  t h e  K A P  
organization. 

I am also prepared to compl iment the M in ister on  
the re-establ ishment of the  check-off for  the Manitoba 
Cattle Producers' Associat ion.  I feel that th is  i s  the 
r ight route to go  there. I am p leased to note that the 
Members opposite are q uite prepared to acknowledge 
the compl iments that I am giv ing.  

I am also very p leased that there have been some 
moves made in  the area of tripartite stabi l izat ion. I th ink,  
here again ,  the stab i l izat ion that the M i n ister has been 
able to negot iate for the red meat industry, for the 
beans, sugar beets, and most recent ly the support for 
the honey industry, are certain ly commendable and I 
applaud h im for i t .  

Finally, another area that, while it  is certain ly overdue, 
I am very p leased to see that the compensation for 
the I nterlake farmers has f inal ly been worked out.  I am 
sure they wi l l  be a l itt le d isappointed i n  the size of the 
support that they are gett ing but ,  after al l  that  period 
of t ime, I think i t  is  important that issue final ly be 
resolved . 

There are areas with in  the agricultural Estimates, M r. 
Deputy Speaker, that I am d isappointed in .  If you look 
through the Est imates in  Agriculture, there appears to  
be very l itt le i n  the way of  fund ing  for  any  innovative 
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o r  n ew programs .  In act u a l  fact , t h e  b u dget  f o r  
Agriculture i n  t h e  u pcoming year is  $ 8 8  m i l l i o n  which, 
out of the total  Budget,  i s  well  below 2 percent. 

Here again we have a Government that stands up 
and says that agriculture industry is  the backbone 
industry here i n  western Canada and st i l l  g ive less than 
2 percent of the total .  Once again I have to say, "some 
backbone,"  if that is  the type of support that i t  gets, 
less than 2 percent. 

Hon.  Albert D riedger (Minister of Highways and 
Transportation): The farmers are sure happy today. 

Mr. Laurie Evans: The farmers are happy and I am 
sure the Min ister of H ighways (Mr. Albert Driedger) wi l l  
t ry to take some credit for the ra in that is fal l ing out 
there. If  he i s  the one who is  responsible,  I just hope 
that he k nows how to shut it off and turn it on when 
it is  necessary. Do not shut it off. I am certainly not 
advocating that you shut i t  off, M r. M in ister, i f  you do 
have that type of power. I doubt very much as to whether 
you do or not. 

* ( 1 440) 

Certainly, I have not seen very m uch i n  the Budget 
that would ind icate to me that there are any new 
programs advocated with in the Manitoba Department 
of Agriculture. The program areas are virtually stat ic. 
They are sitt ing there at i ncreases i n  the range of 1 
percent to 2 percent which is less than the cost of 
inf lat ion,  M r. Deputy Speaker, so there is no innovation 
with in  that department. There is  nothing in  there that 
would ind icate there is going to be any addit ional 
support in  the farm credit  area, other than a minor 
amount for  beginn ing farmers, which I support. At the 
same t ime, I th ink  if you look at  the statistics as to the 
number of bankruptcies and the d ifficulties that farmers 
are having in  the areas of farm mediation, there needs 
to be more stimulus g iven and more support i n  terms 
of farm credit .  

The Throne Speech and the Budget ment ion very 
br iefly the concept of income stabilizat ion.  Here again ,  
t h i s  is  an area that I am very supportive of. I t h i n k  that 
it is t ime we had an i ncome stab i l izat ion at the farm 
level and try to get away, over time, from the support 
of ind iv idual  commodities. M r. Deputy Speaker, th is  
concept of  i ncome stabi l izat ion now goes back far  more 
than a decade.  The i n it ial  thoughts on this are start ing 
to become q u ite o ld .  There has been reluctance on the 
part of the federal G overnment to take the i n it iative, 
and there d oes not seem to be any in i t iat ive being 
taken by the

.
provincial Governments to get this whole 

concept of farm income stabi l ization off ancl runn ing .  

I am a lso very concerned and d isappointed by the 
fact thllt even the Min ister of Agr icu lture ( M r. F ind lay), 
who I regard as one of the more credib le  M i n isters, 
seems to have fal len into the trap that if you are not 
prepared to d o  something i n  a h urry, you name another 
committee. We have had him name a Red Meat Forum .  
What i n  the world i s  a Red Meat Forum supposed t o  
d o? We know what t h e  problems are in  t h e  red meat 
industry i n  this province.  We know that part of the 
problem is  that we do· not have the industry, the packing 
and the processing industry that we used to have. 
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For years now, because of the inadequacies of the 
Beef Stabi l izat ion Program, we have seen young calves 
moving out of th is  province to be fed to maturity i n  
other areas. T h e  last th ing w e  need i n  my opin ion,  M r. 
Deputy S peaker, is the  est a b l i s h ment  of another  
committee to study th is th ing .  Surely the Members 
opposite, and particu larly those who have been i n  here 
a long t ime-and some of them came in  here I assume 
whi le they were st i l l  wet behind the ears because they 
have many years of service-surely they do not have 
to sit longer, establ ish more committees to decid e  what 
should be done. The t ime to act is now. For goodness 
sake, let us get off our hands and get someth ing done 
rather than establ ish ing another committee. 

The Red Meat Forum ,  I am d isappointed in it. H ere 
you have a forum that has no budget. I t  is  operated 
primari ly by volunteers. I certainly applaud those who 
take their  t ime to do th is voluntary service, but I am 
not convinced that you can expect an unbudgeted 
voluntary group to come up with q uick solutions to the 
red meat industry in this province. Something more 
sign ificant than that has to be done, and it has to be 
done much more t imely. 

What about other committees? Now we have an 
Agricultural Advisory Council to look at such th ings as 
what we should be doing in Manitoba as far as coming 
up with a made- i n - M an i toba  method of payment 
reco m m e n d at i o n s  as far  as the Crow benef i t  is 
concerned. I am not opposed to it ,  M r. Deputy Speaker. 
What I am opposed to is the t ime frame. If you are 
sti l l  looking at committees to do this,  you have had 
Alberta and Saskatchewan working on th is now for two 
and three years. 

Mazankowski ,  the federal Min ister of Agriculture, says 
that he wi l l  be coming out before the end of th is  month 
with White Papers that are going to d iscuss al l  aspects 
of the method of payment. I am satisfied . I am sure 
that Mem bers opposite are not, but I am satisfied that 
M r. M azankowski knows already exactly what he, as 
the M i n ister of Agriculture at the federal leve l ,  plans 
to do as far as the method of payment of the Crow 
benefit to the farmers are concerned . 

He is going to advocate immediately that it be paid 
to the farmers. This may be the r ight way, but I am 
not convinced the program that he advocates that may 
be satisfactory for h is  Province of Al berta is identical 
or ideal for the one that should be for Manitoba. What 
we need is some in it iat ives taken in Manitoba where 
Manitobans sit down and develop the recommendations 
that are appropriate for Manitoba, and that should have 
been done 18 months or two years ago, it is not r ight 
now. 

Where I stand ,  it is the necessity of having a made
in-Manitoba set of recommendations as far as the 
method of payment. All I am saying is that should have 
been d on e  two or t h ree years a g o .  W h at I. a m  
complain ing about a n d  d o  not agree with is  t h e  fact 
that you are now establ ish ing these committees after 
you have sat in Opposition for six-and-a-half years, 
now you are decid ing that maybe it i s  time to establ ish 
committees to look into someth ing that should h ave 
been done a long t ime ago.  That is the biggest problem 
that I have with the Throne Speech; it is the b iggest 
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problem that I have with the Budget.  You are now 
start ing to take the p rel im inary action that you should 
have had completed whi le you were sti l l  s i tt ing there 
in Opposit ion . You should not be worrying about having 
to do th is pre l im inary stuff now. 

We also have another committee that has been 
establ ished to look at decentral izat ion.  

An Honourable Member: Are you opposed to it? 

Mr. Laurie Evans: This is the harping that you get from 
the M i nister a l l  the t ime, are you opposed to it? I am 
not opposed to i t .  I th ink  that you should be doing it, 
but you should not be establ ish ing committees now to 
f igure out how to do i t .  You should have been looking 
at t h at w h i l e  you were s i t t i n g  o n  you r h a n d s  i n  
Opposit ion for six-and-a-half years so that when you 
came into power you are ready to go on i t .  So all I am 
saying is that you are always behind time. You are always 
behind t ime as far as the act ion is concerned . So here 
we are, a year-plus into operat ion,  and we are now 
est a b l i s h i n g  c o m m ittees t h at s h o u l d  h ave been 
identif ied and the decision shou ld  have been made a 
long t ime ago as to what you would do when you were 
in a posit ion to do it. I nstead now, you are in a posit ion 
to d o  the things and you are trying to f igure out what 
you should do.  

These are the types of th ings that  lead me to have 
very l ittle confidence in the B udget. The items there 
i nd ividually, taken one at a t ime,  may not be too bad 
but when you look at the fact that they have lost their 
entire credib i l ity, then one has to say you cannot support 
the Budget because if you do then you are showing 
that you have confidence i n  the Government,  and I 
have no confidence in th is G overn ment ever pursuing 
the th ings that it has promised to do.  So i t  is as s imple 
as that. 

I want to touch on a few other things before I sit 
down. The one that has bothered me the most for a 
long,  long t ime now is the whole concept of free trade, 
and th is one has not been mentioned . Free trade is  
barely mentioned in  the Throne Speech.  What I would  
l ike  to do ,  I wou ld  l ike to quote f rom some comments 
that were made by a strong advocate of free trade, 
who al l  those opposite wil l  know, and that is M r. John 
C r i s p o ,  a wel l - i d e n t i f i e d , we l l - k n own eco n o m i cs 
professor at the Un iversity of Toronto who is far to the 
r ight of most people who I k now and I am sure is  one 
of the key advisers to the federal and to the provincial 
Conservative Government. 

I just want to read a few of the comments that he 
made, and he made these at a meeting i n  Regina, where 
he was talk ing to a group of o bviously strong free trade 
supporters, and this is what he said ,  and I q uote: " Free 
trade with the United States wi l l  produce some losers 
among Canadian businesses-especial ly in the dairy, 
poultry and food-processing sectors. But there wi l l  be 
a long string of winners. 

"'Small firms in  Saskatchewan wi l l  need help to make 
a successful  p lay in the U .S .  market , '  he sai d .  Crispo, 
whose comments repeated ly  brought  enthus iast ic 
applause ,"  I might add,  "said Canadians must reduce 
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spending on or e l iminate social security, medicare and 
unemployment insurance. ' Med icare is going to ki l l  us , '  
he said .  'You te l l  somebody someth ing 's  free and they 
go berserk . '  Crispo said not only the publ ic  abuses 
Medicare. Unscrupulous doctors also treat people when 
it isn 't  necessary. 'I go to a cocktai l party and feel gu i lty 
because I h aven ' t  had a heart by-pass.  There i s  
excessive treat ing,  drugging and  testing go ing  on . " '  

He went on further t o  say: " Canada must reduce 
spending and raise taxes. 'One th ing that has to go is 
excessive spending on social  security. You can 't do wel l  
by those in  need if  you insist on doing the same thing 
for everybody. " '  I n  other words, u n iversal ity has to go. 
He said ,  " No body should get unemployment insurance 
u nless they are in train ing ,  upgrad ing or relocat ion.  

" In an interview, Cr ispo said corporate taxes should 
not be increased because th is would jeopard ize the 
competit ive position of Canadian corporations ."  

Now, I just put  that on record because to me this 
is  the essence of free trade as far as the Conservative 
Governments at both levels are concerned. I t  is a 
business-oriented proposal which is going to do away 
with u n iversal ity, it is going to put i nto jeopardy al l  of 
our social services, our Medicare and al l  the rest of i t .  
We see it happening already i n  th is  country now. 

The recent federal Budget has done away with 
u n iversal ity and that will be further eroded as time goes 
by. We h ave al ready seen the loss of many jobs in 
Manitoba alone. Our Conservative col leagues will not 
admit that any of those losses are due to the Free 
Trade Agreement, M r. Deputy Speaker, but there is no 
doubt i n  my mind that many of them are. 

The one area that the Conservative Government in 
this province is going to have as a l iab i l ity for as long 
as they remain i n  power and that is  the fact they have 
to deal with a federal Government that is led by Brian 
Mu l roney. The federal Government in Ottawa d oes not 
have any cred ib i l ity and that spi l l-over i s  going to affect 
all of them in due course, M r. Deputy Speaker, and 
from my standpoint their b iggest o bstacle they have 
is  the Pr ime Min ister. Thank you, M r. Deputy S peaker. 

* ( 1 450) 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member's t ime 
has expired . The Honourable M i n ister of Labour. 

Hon. Gerrie Hammond (Minister of Labour): M r. 
Deputy S peaker, I am pleased to take part dur ing the 
Budget Debate. I woul d  l ike to thank my col leagues 
and all the Members who offered their congratu lations 
and best wishes. 

I n  turn, I would  l ike to offer my best wishes and 
congratulations to my colleague, the Minister of Natural 
Resources (Mr. Enns)-

Hon. Harry Enns (Min ister of Natural Resources):  
Thank you . 

Mrs. Hammond: -and as well to those Members of 
the Opposition who h ave new cr it ic respons ib i l it ies. 
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My best wishes go to the Speaker ( M r. Rocan) who, 
i n  a m inority situat ion,  is  doing an admirable job.  I th ink  
the secret of h is  success is  that he only i ntrudes in  the  
debate when it  is absolutely necessary and that is much 
appreciated . On Friday, I was thinking most of the 
Members are thinking, thank god it  is Friday. I wonder 
what day the Speaker is  wishing for. 

Mr. Downey: J u ly 1 .  

Mrs. Hammond: The M i n ister o f  Northern Affairs ( M r. 
Downey) says Ju ly 1 .  He is probably correct. 

I would also like to congratu late you , Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, because your courteous and friendly manner 
wil l stand you i n  very good stead in  this House, and 
congratulations on your appointment. 

I would also l ike to thank the Member for Portage 
la Prairie (Mr. Connery) for his help and support. I t  is 
n ice when you take over a portfol io  that there is 
somebody t here who can g ive you the past practice 
and give you help as you are going along, and I certainly 
appreciate that. 

As I become more fami l iar with the portfolios, Labour, 
Status of Women and the Civi l  Service, the more I real ize 
t hey are i nterconnected . M r. Deputy S peaker, the  
in i t iat ives my department i s  u ndertaking reflect our  
Government's approach to labour, from train ing and 
access to employment, to fa i r  pay and safe working 
c o n d i t i o n s ,  to q u a l i ty p e n s i o n s  for  r et i rees .  I f  
employment equ ity is  to become a real ity i n  Manitoba, 
the provincial  Government has a responsi b i l ity to set 
an example. 

We wi l l  provide train ing and experience which wi l l  
e n a b l e  w o m e n  t o  c o m pete  for  s e n i o r  exec u t i ve 
m a n a g e m e n t  p o s i t i o n s  w i t h i n  G overn m e n t .  T h i s  
Executive Development Program wi l l  he lp t o  address 
the fact that,  although women make up 46 percent of 
the Civil Service populat ion ,  t hey hold only about 1 5  
percent o f  senior management posit ions. I n  addit ion,  
we are extend ing  the exist ing Career Development 
Program to Natives, persons with d isabi l ities and visible 
m inorit ies outside the Civi l  Service. 

O t h e r  t r a i n in g  o p p o r t u n i t i es i n c l u d e  t h e  very 
important work being done by our Apprenticeship  and 
Tra i n i n g  B r a n c h .  By work i n g  with e m p l oyers and 
apprentices i n  our 36 trades, we are developing h ighly 
sk i l led ,  qual if ied tradespeople who are earn ing a salary 
whi le they learn their trade. Again ,  society's trad it ional 
view has been that trades are the realm of men alone. 
At a t ime when technology is rapidly changing the trades 
a n d  t h e  t r a d i t i on a l  p o o l  f rom w h i ch to c h o ose 
a p p re n t i ces  is d i m i n i s h i n g ,  we m u s t  e x p a n d  
o p p o rt u n i t i e s .  O u r  A p p r e n t i c es h i p  B ranch  h as 
embarked on a number of i n it iat ives to recruit women 
i n  apprenticeships.  

M r. Deputy Speaker, I bel ieve that the strength of 
the labour relat ions c l imate i n  Manitoba l ies in  the 
success of the col lective bargain ing process t ime and 
again in t h i s  prov ince .  E m p l oyers and  e m p l oyees 
bargain i n  good faith to resolve contract d isputes. I 
intend to proceed with the repeal of f inal offer selection 
i n  order to reinstate the balance so necessary to this 
process. 
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Manitoba has a right to be proud of its labour relations 
c l imate. I t  is one of the best in  the country. I n  terms 
of person hours lost because of work stoppages, our 
record is exemplary. In  1 988, for example, Manitoba 
ranked second lowest of al l  provinces in  person day 
loss  t o  s toppages .  We need t o  c o n g r at u l at e  o u r  
employers a n d  employees on th is fine record.  Whi le 
we are on the subject of labour relat ions, I woul d  l ike 
to reassure both management and labour i n  Manitoba 
that as M in ister of Labour I bel ieve and have always 
bel ieved that the best way to help people resolve their 
d i fferences is to get them together and talk ing.  

I come from a labour fami ly. I have encountered very 
few issues or problems between people that coul d  not 
be resolved by d i scuss ion  a n d  consensus .  As a 
Government,  we also p lace h igh value on consultation 
with the community at large and I am cont inu ing th is  
important practice. We are assessing the Government's 
Pay Equity Program and are continu ing consultation 
with school boards and munic ipal it ies. 

The recent restructuring of Government departments 
resulted in  some additions to our Department of Labour. 
Placing Workplace Safety and Health in Labour is a 
pos i t ive m ove s ince  t h e  m a i n  c l ient  groups from 
o r g a n ized l a b o u r  and i n d u st ry are t he same for  
workplace safety and health issues as for  other labour
related issues. This move wi l l  ensure that labour and 
m a n a g e m e n t  g r o u p s  work toget h e r  t o  prevent  
occupational i l lness and injury, that M an itobans enjoy 
the safe work environment to which they are entit led . 

Other recent addit ions include the Worker Adviser 
office and Labour Adjustment unit .  Worker advisers 
assist employees having d ifficulty making a claim or 
w h ose c l a i m  h as been rejected b y  the Wo rkers  
Compensat ion Board . Where p lant closures or m ajor 
layoffs are l ikely, our  Labour Adjustment unit wi l l  co
ord i n ate the p rovi nc ia l  responses to the resu l t i ng  
retrain ing and employment needs. 

I would like to turn my comments to another topic 
of great importance and that is the Status of Women. 
The T h r o n e  S peech o u t l i ned the basis of t h i s  
Government's act ion plan for women and the Budget 
confirmed its commitment with dol lars. The action plan 
is  a result  of the Manitoba Women 's  In it iat ive. This 
in i t iative was a series of consultations with women 
throug hout Manitoba that took place over a five-month 
period , ending in  M arch of '89.  

The Government's aims in  establ ishing the in i t iat ive 
were to provide women in all parts of Manitoba with 
a window through which their concerns and opinions 
could have a d i rect impact on Government pol icies and 
programs in  the province, to identify gaps and overlaps 
i n  Government services that are of particular interest 
or relevance to women , to focus in  particular on the 
problems of violence against women and the ir  ch i ldren 
in  Manitoba and on economic security and opportunities 
for women in  Manitoba. 

I had the privi lege of act ing as the chair of the 
Women ' s  I n it iative. For those who took part i n  the 
in i t iative, the process was a memorable one. As we 
said in  our report, d uring these consultations we h ave 
been angry, amused , frustrated, impressed and very 
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often deeply moved . After ho ld ing 60 meetings in 24 
communities and meeting over 1 ,000 women, on M arch 
8, as cha i r  of the  M a n i t o b a  Wom e n ' s  I n i t i at ive ,  I 
submitted a report to Government for act ion.  

The former M in ister responsib le for the Status of  
Women appointed an action team who reported to her 
on Apr i l  8. The report of the in itiative i ncluded 94 specific 
recommendations for act ions by virtual ly every part of 
Government. S ince that report was submitted to the 
Government, as M i nister responsible for the Status of 
Women, I am now responsible for a Government-wide 
action team that is  fol lowing each and every one of 
those recommendations as d epartments analyze and 
respond to them. We have responded not only i n  dol lars 
but i n  the revision of pol icies, programs and services. 

We have establ ished an open consultative approach 
which reflects our desire to form partnerships with the 
women of M an itoba. My own department of the Status 
of Women wil l beg i n  this process of outreach and 
ongo ing  responsiveness by estab l i sh ing  offices i n  
Portage la Prairie a n d  The Pas. We wi l l  re-orient our 
services by establ ish ing a consultation branch that wi l l  
work with women's organizations in  the ir  developmental 
activities. 

Our fi rst priority coming out of the Women 's  In i t iative 
was to provide better funded and more responsive 
services to battered women. Last Tuesday, the M i n ister 
of Fami ly Services ( M r. Oleson )  announced fund ing of 
$355,000 to expand the crisis l i ne now housed at K l in ic. 
There wi l l  be one crisis l ine at Osborne H ouse to serve 
Winn ipeg, and a second l ine ,  a province-wide tol l-free 
l ine ,  at lkwe-Widdj i i t iwin I ncorporated to serve N ative 
vict ims of wife abuse. Both organizations are in the 
process of renovating new faci l ities. Both l ines wi l l  offer 
24-hour services. 

Upcoming announcements wi l l  out l ine a revis ion of 
the shelter system and educational measures. We have 
committed ourselves to the ph i losophy that abuse is 
a crime. Let me explain what we mean by that and 
why it is i mportant. Certain ly, we know that abuse is 
legally a crime in  the Province of Manitoba, but we 
heard from women al l  over M an itoba that abuse was 
not being treated seriously enough.  Treating abuse 
seriously is what we mean by abuse as a crime. 

* ( 1 500) 

The M i nister of J ustice ( M r. Mccrae) has committed 
his department to make the equitable t reatment of 
abuse a priority for his department, through workshops, 
through appeals when sentencing is viewed as being 
too l ight, and through programs in  h is  department that 
mean that abuse cases wi l l  be monitored . He views 
these issues of such i mportance that he has put them 
o n  the age n d a  of  the Attorneys-Genera l  Federa l
P rovincial Meet ing that was held last week to explore 
what addit ional measures can be undertaken. 

The expansion of the un i fied Fami ly Courts, as 
announced by the M i n ister of Justice (Mr. McCrae) and 
the M in ister of Family Services (Mr. Oleson )  on  May 
1 6, is a critical element i n  ensuring that restrain ing 
orders for batterers are q uickly processed.  At a t ime 
when other jurisd ict ions are cutt ing back in  th is  area, 
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th i s  expansion clearly i n d icates our Govern ment 's 
comm itment to provide services that are accessi ble 
throughout the province by establishing one of Canada's 
most comprehensive and extensive unified Family Court 
system.  

Under  the  maintenance, the  Department of  Justice 
and Family Services has also been able to work with 
Legal Aid to ensure that social assistance recipients 
now have access to free Legal Aid assistance in pursuing 
the obtain ing of maintenance awards. This is an area 
that we were really del ighted to be able to make 
progress in because before Legal Aid would not take 
on these cases and so women cou ld  not establ ish 
if they could  not afford the service, they were not able 
to establ ish a maintenance award . So when they got 
off social assistance, they had noth ing establ ished and 
had to start al l  over again .  I t  just was not a fai r system. 
So we are just del ighted to be able to have that in  
p lace. 

Today the M i nister of Family Services (Mr. Oleson)  
announced the social al lowance payments for  the needy 
s ingle parents to get immediate al lowance access, that 
the province wi l l  be removing the exist ing requ i rement 
that single parents be separated or deserted for more 
than 90 days before qual ify ing for provincial benefits. 
Sole support parents are e l ig ible for assistance from 
municipal Governments during the first 90 days of 
separat ion or desert ion.  

This in i t iat ive wi l l  ensure that these benefits to s ingle 
parents are not determined by where they l ive in  the 
province or how long they have been separated . An 
addit ional $2 m i l l ion has been al located to the social 
a l lowance programs b u d get for  1 989-90 t o  cover 
expected costs resu lt ing from i ncreased caseload . 
S ingle-parent fami l ies asisted by the Social Al lowance 
Program currently number 9,700, with about 95 percent 
of these households headed by women. This i nit iative 
announced today by the M i n ister of Family Services 
( M rs .  Oleson)  was one of the recommendations that 
came o u t  of t h e  Wo m e n ' s  I n i t i at ive  C o n s u l t i n g  
Committee, a n d  w e  are most appreciative that the 
Government has been able to move so q u ickly on that 
particu lar issue. 

In January, the M i n ister of Fami ly  Services (Mrs.  
O l e s o n )  a n n o u nced another  po l icy t h at I feel  i s  
incumbent on us t o  mention ,  that ch i ldren i n  fami l ies 
receiving social a l lowance benefits will now be able to 
keep al l  of their  earn ings from employment provided 
they attend school fu l l  t ime. Under the new policy, the 
earn ings  of dependent c h i l d re n ,  who are fu l l - t ime 
students, wi l l  be exempt from considerat ion as fami ly 
i ncome and wi l l  not affect the level of their fami ly  
p rogram benefits. 

At the t ime the Min ister n oted that over 3,000 chi ldren 
i n  fami l ies receiving social al lowance aged 1 4  to 1 7, 
the age group expected to benefit most from th is pol icy 
wi l l  have a significant i mpact. Also children even younger 
who have paper routes or do baby-sitt ing wil l be able 
to keep their earnings.  That again is a real help to 
people on social assistance. Not only that, but i t  al lows 
young people to understand that they can work and 
that they can earn their own money and they can be 
a good help to their fami l ies. I think that was an 
important step taken by our Government. 
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The importance placed by this Government on issues 
for women in the area of health is  out l ined by the 
creat ion of a Women's Health Directorate. By creating 
th is Directorate, the M i n ister of Health ( M r. Orchard) 
wil l  ensure that there is  comprehensive response to 
women's  health issues. 

There is a g rowing response among the women i n  
M a n i t o b a  t o  t h e  c h a l l e n g e  o f  e n t re p re n e u rs h i p .  
Everywhere w e  travelled d u ring  t h e  Women's I n it iative, 
women expressed their desire to go into business. They 
also out l ined the d ifficult ies in accessing credit .  The 
Depart m e n t  of  I nd u s t ry, Tra d e  and To u r i s m  h as 
announced a Loan G uarantee Program that wi l l  be 
targeted at women . We know that this wil l  enable many 
women, especial ly those i n  rural and farm areas, to 
establ ish businesses that wi l l  a l low them to more actively 
part icipate in our economy. 

The Ind igenous Women's Col lective has received 
funding of $ 10,000.00. They and other aboriginal women 
are now working with the N at ive Secretariat to develop 
both funding and pol icy pr iorit ies for N at ive women. 
This marks the s ign ificant recognit ion of Nat ive women 
as i mportant players in  the i ssues of aborig inal people. 

R u r a l  and n or t h e r n  w o m e n  want e d u ca t i o n  
opport u n i t ies  prov ided i n  o r  c l ose t o  t h e i r  h o m e  
communities. For many women ,  th is  is  t h e  o n l y  way to 
make education truly accessible. The Distance Eduction 
i nit iative within the Department of Education will provide 
this type of community-based learn ing  opportun ity. The 
community col leges are already undertak ing an audit 
of classroom materials to assure that these materials 
are non-sexist. 

The Women's Directorate has launched an active 
campaign  to promote math and science for young g i rls 
and women in  order that they keep their options open 
for future career choices. At a national leve l ,  Manitoba 
is  part ic ipat ing i n  promot ing the concept of career 
pathing so that young gir ls  in the school system wi l l  
be more conscious of making the i r  career choices. 

Many addit ional i n it iat ives are under way. H owever, 
th is  is on ly a fi rst step. I have asked the Action Team 
to cont inue to work with me to respond to the needs 
of women as they are further identified . We as a 
Government are l i sten ing to the women of Manitoba. 
We have proven our wi l l i ng ness to take their concerns 
and translate them into act ion,  to respond to their needs 
and to work with them to identify our future .d i rect ion.  

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I woul d  l ike to further mention 
that dur ing the Women's I n itiative our Government gave 
funding to the small shelters. They moved it from $ 1 3.90 
for women , $6.30 for ch i ldren  to $30 each. We were 
able, in the in itiative, by curtai l ing our cost to contribute 
to some of this fund ing .  We were very p leased to be 
able to do that.  We were a.lso able to br ing the shelter 
d i rectors together so that they could beg in  a p rocess 
of esta b l i s h i n g  standards  for w i fe a b u se services 
throughout the province. 

We were· also able to contr ibute to the cost of the 
p ublications ofinterest to women , which is the guide 
to education and training opportunit ies, employment 
programs and business i nformation and services of 
special interest to Manitoba women . 
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Further funding has gone on .  When we were i n  
Opposition , t h e  area that were o f  concern to many 
women in  Winn ipeg and in  Manitoba was Osborne 
H ouse. There are l iterally hundreds of women who help 
out i n  Osborne House, many, many organizations that 
participate, that help, that are very interested in helping. 
It was real ly a p leasure to be part of a Government 
that spent $4 1 5,000 to get a new faci l ity for Osborne 
H ouse after the d i l ly-dallying that had gone on with the 
former Government. 

That is j ust the beg inn ing ,  that does not count the 
renovations. I t  does not count the money that wi l l  be 
coming from Fami ly Services. I am really pleased to 
be able to say our Government has moved and moved 
qu ickly on issues that pertain to fami ly violence. We 
also have bought a house-actual ly it is an apartment 
bu i ld ing I bel ieve-for the l kwe-Widdj i it iwin for Native 
women , so they would have a shelter for N ative women. 
That is  where, of course, we are going to put the tol l
free cr is is l ine in  when they are ready to accept it .  

* ( 1 5 10 )  

We real ly appreciate, a t  the  same t ime ,  ment ioning 
the work that K l in ic  has done in  taking over the l i ne 
in an i nterim fash ion and being very patient unt i l  these 
two projects got off the ground ,  because no matter 
what has been said by Members of the Opposit ion,  
you could not move on these l ines unt i l  both of these 
places, Osborne H ouse and l kwe, were prepared and 
ready to accept them in their new bu i ld ings. In the fal l ,  
we  are very hopeful that they wil l  both get off the  ground.  

The other area we were able to move on last year 
was the grant to the Immigrant Women 's Association 
for counsel l ing services. That was for $ 1 47,800.00. 

These are al l  areas that th is Government has m oved 
on so far. I cannot be more pleased to be a part of 
the Government that has been so sensit ive to women's 
issues. I am real ly p leased to be able to take part in  
th is Budget Debate and to be part  of  a Government 
that has been able to manage their resources so well 
that we are-

An Honourable Member: Good Government, good 
Government. 

Mrs. Hammond: Right-that we are able to g ive a 
two-point cut in the income tax rate, which was sorely 
needed by Manitobans, that the Manitoba tax reduction 
for each dependent ch i ld  will be increased from $50 
to $250 this year, just a wonderfu l i ncrease. It is going 
to be such a help to the people of Man itoba. 

I cannot imagine why the Opposition Party would 
think of opposing a Budget that was offering this kind 
of help to Manitobans, . that the reduction for each 
d isabled dependent over 18 will increase to $250-

An Honourable Member: Think on what you d o  or 
what you are about to do. 

Mrs. Hammond: Repent......: that the payrol l  tax reduction 
is worth $24 mi l l ion .  These are al l  a help to Manitobans, 
so that not only wil l  they have more money in  their 
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pockets but we bel ieve they are better spenders of 
their  m oney than G overnment is. I th ink i t  is t ime the 
Opposit ion recognized that .  So instead of asking for 
m o r e  m o n ey for a b s o l u t e l y  everyt h i n g ,  t a k e  i n t o  
consideration what th is  G overnment h a s  been a b l e  t o  
d o  i n  t h e  short t i m e  that i t  h a s  been power. I really a m  
genu inely pleased to be part of a Government that can 
br ing in a Budget l ike th is ,  and the Fiscal Stabi l izat ion 
Fund which so many of them are downgrading .  

Who, i n  the ir  r ight mind,  would  not  put money away 
so that when hard t imes might come you can cushion 
the b low for people? Do we not do th is  every day? 
This is what I cal l  a savings account.  Do we not al l  do 
that i n  our da i ly  l i fe? Do we not  te l l  our  ch i ldren to  
save, so that  when someth ing happens they are going 
to h ave some m oney that they can help cushion any 
kind of blow that comes along? 

Mr. Bob Rose (St. Vital) :  Creative account ing.  

Mrs. Hammond: The Member for St.  V ita l  (Mr. Rose) 
calls it creative accounting .  I s  that what he calls i t  at 
home when he has a savings account and he is putt ing 
money away for a rainy d ay? Sure you do.  I f  you have 
a mortgage, you do borrow money and you have it .  
So you do have a savings account. I th ink that th is is  
a welcomed change. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh,  oh! 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, p lease; order, p lease. 

Mrs. Hammond: Thank you. M r. Deputy Speaker, 
real ly have been very p leased to be able to speak on 
the Budget. I would l ike to now just say a few words 
about some of the things we are doing. I t  was mentioned 
earlier i n  my speech on the Civil Service Commission, 
and that is that the affi rmative action i n it iat ive which 
is  the Executive Development Program for which women 
wi l l  have a chance to m ove into senior posit ions, that 
it wi l l  provide women at sen ior professional and/or 
m i d d l e - m a n a g e m e n t  leve l s  w i t h  the n ecessary 
development, train ing and work experience that wi l l  
e n a b l e  them t o  c o m pete for  sen i o r  execut i ve 
management posit ions with in  Government. 

Also, that N ative persons, persons with disabi l it ies 
a n d  v is i b l e  m i n or i t i e s  are the g r o u p s  most  
u n derrepresented in  the Civi l  Service. I f  employment 
equity is  to become a rea l ity, we need to take corrective 
measu res to  i n c rease the representat ion  of  t hese 
u nderrepresented groups. This objective wil l  be assisted 
by the new focus g iven to the exist ing Civi l  Service 
Career Development Program. The latest offering of 
the program was restr icted to current civil servants. I 
am now open ing  up th is  program to Natives, persons 
with d isabi l it ies and visible m inorit ies outside of the 
Civil Service. I t  will provide selected candidates with 
training and development experiences that wil l  help to 
p repare them for management posit ions within the Civi l  
Service. 

The success of the Affirmative Action Program is 
measured by results. I wi l l  continue to request from 
the Civil Service Commission regular affirmative action 
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reports to ensure that departments are making progress 
in accordance with our Government's affirmative action 
comments.- ( Interjection)- My goodness, I am hear ing 
some remarks coming from the Member for E l l ice (Ms.  
G ray) and I am sure I am going to hear more. 

I would  l ike to thank you ,  M r. Deputy Speaker, for 
having this opportunity to speak to the Budget Debate. 
I would hope al l  Mem bers would consider supporting 
th is Budget, because I think i t  is  a real boon to 
M an itobans to at last have some tax cuts and have an 
opportunity to spend their own money. 

Mr. Herold Driedger (Niakwa): M r. Deputy Speaker, 
I thank you for the opportunity to rise to lend some 
thoughtful comment onto this Budget. I recal l ,  and it 
has been recalled many t imes and put onto the record 
on our behalf and on the behalf of others as wel l ,  that 
when the Budget Speech was read there were reactions 
on this side that looked just a l itt le bit ,  and I think if  
I quote the M in ister of Finance ( M r. Manness) correctly, 
"ashen faced" because on the surface the Budget looks 
excel lent and on the surface I have to admit tax cuts 
are like the meringue on a lemon pie, excellent. I mean, 
i t  looks appetizing .  

I th ink that, essentially, if we focus on ly on that aspect 
of the Budget, we never bother taking on the other 
aspects of this particular Budget, and that i s  what I 
wish to focus on now. In fact, when the Members 
opposite actual ly started to speak to  the Budget, they 
were cackl ing with g lee and they were rubbing their 
hands because they thought they had us in  a box. 
Actual ly, -( Interjection)- I hear a word from my side here 
s u g g est i n g  that  what  t hey were d is p lay i n g  was 
arrogance and I have to concur, M r. Deputy Speaker, 
it was arrogant. 

But cont inu ing a l i tt le bit  further on, I think after our 
Leader spoke and made her response to the Budget, 
I heard the Fi rst Min ister ( M r. Fi lmon) from h is  seat 
shout out, "What is it with these L iberals, can they not 
even d raft a non-confidence motion?" H e  expected a 
non-confidence motion.  Obviously that is what he would 
h ave done, had he been i n  our place. He would  have 
automatical ly, without th ink ing any further, d rafted a 
non-confidence motion and he would  have spoken 
about this. He would have ranted and there would have 
been rhetoric la id out as to why. 

Members opposite have long s ince complained that 
basical ly the Liberal Opposition is not real ly behaving 
as they wou ld  l ike it to behave. I mean, they d o  not  
do th is ,  they do not do that. They critic ize, they study, 
they just apparently are not doing as is anticipated . 
One th ing we d id  not do as anticipated was we d i d  
not automat ical ly  c o m e  u p  wi th  a non-conf id ence 
mot ion because the word at  hand was to study th is  
document, because remember that sweetheart part of  
the tax cuts. That is what we had to look at  because 
you need to examine something l ike  this in some detai l .  

We had talked about the Throne S peech the week 
before. I t  was essential ly a hol low document, and we 
expected that i f  there was to be any substance to what 
th is Government was to do it should be i n  the Budget, 
and consequently we were going to look at i t .  Now, 
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while we were looking ,  what d id  we have to resort to? 
What happened from Members opposite- personal  
·attacks. I have never heard such personal attacks, 
v ind ict iveness.  I m ea n ,  the actu a l - s imp ly  peop l e  
putting onto t h e  record comments that I would have 
thought should not be heard with in  th is part icular 
Chamber. One would have thought that the debate 
should be to the issue, but instead we have th is  
invective, we have personal attack ,  and essential ly 
also-and I recal l  part icularly the M in ister of Natural 
Resources' ( M r. Enns) advice, advice that we on this 
side should support the B udget. Do n ot vote against 
the Budget because if you vote against the Budget you 
wil l rue the day, because essential ly what we had to 
do was support the Government because that was what 
the Budget should have meant. 

* ( 1 520) 

To put some weight to these words, I wil l just s imply 
refer to the words of the M i n ister of Finance ( M r. 
Manness) where he referred to the N O P  Opposit ion 
Members i n  this House supported the Budget last year, 
the departments of G overnment,  so that was their way 
of candid ly support ing the levels of expendi ture with i n  
a l l  t h e  areas o f  programming .  I n  other words, i f  we 
support, we cannot do our job .  Basical ly, to do the job 
properly we have to analyze, and that i s  what we d id .  

One of  the t h i n g s  t h at the M i n i s t e r  of N at u ra l  
Resources ( M r. Enns )  d id  was he waxed b ib l ical ,  and  
he suggested w i th  h is  advice that we shou ld  be  very 
careful .  I woul d  l ike to simply recall in the same vein  
that when advice was g iven back i n  the Garden of 
Eden,  when the serpent was tempting Eve, the advice 
was ,  " fo l l ow m y  adv ice  a n d  you w i l l  be g u i de d  
appropriately. ' '  

We have t o  be carefu l b y  t h e  Members i n  th is H ouse 
that we do not presume too much when we g ive advice, 
because we al l  know what was the punishment for that 
serpent .  That serpent was essential ly told from that 
t ime on to crawl on its bel ly, never to walk on its legs 
or  to stand up or whatever. It was always to be punished 
in that respect . That is  what we have to focus on when 
we take the advice coming from the other side.
( l nterjection)- A bsolutely, and it is this actual ly, this 
business, the fact that we have to look careful ly to do 
our  job wel l  that br ings me to the heart of my address. 

Actually, to begin this response here, I wish to actually 
ut i l ize the conclusion that I was not able to put onto 
the record when I was debating the Throne Speech 
because I had exceeded my t ime.  I thought at that t ime 
I would never have a chance to use th is · particular 
conclusion again ,  but after having looked at the Budget 
d ocument I real ize that it serves now as a very good 
i ntroduction because the focus of what my Budget 
criticisms are is on the aspect of good management. 

H ow does th is Government and th is Government's 
agenda, and now its Budget, affect my constituency? 
I would l ike to just simply respond briefly to the Member 
for Lac du Bonnet's (Mr. Praznik)  comment when he 
said ·he coul d  not understand h ow anybody could not 
support the Throne Speech,  which at thal time was a 
hol low document enough,  and now of course the Budget 
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Speech,  he is taking comments from our 1 988 Throne 
Speech as h is guideline. When we supported the Throne 
Speech ,  we again essential ly lost our teeth because 
we were told constantly, "You supported the agenda, 
how can you crit icize"? 

We cannot accept that on this side because our 
system works on a strong Opposit ion.  Opposit ions,  by 
defi n i t i o n ,  o p p ose.  H istor ica l ly, i f  we recal l ,  when 
Opposit ions were fi rst permitted i n  the at  that t ime 
monarchy system, the Opposit ions were called Loyal 
because obviously when you crit icize Government that 
is not a very good th ing to do.  This heresy somehow 
had to be excused and consequently i t  was mandated 
in the Brit ish system under the Loyal Opposit ion.  

Opposit ions oppose to keep Government honest . 
They point out problems, they point out areas that have 
been overlooked , they ind icate m istakes. In order to 
do th is properly, you need to be passionate, else there 
is no substance to your  Opposit ion.  I f  a Government 
cannot survive th is particu lar exercise, then obviously 
it is t ime to fal l because Governments are not defeated , 
they  d efeat t h e m se l ves .  W h e n  the  O ppos i t i o n  i s  
stronger, whether that Opposition is  i n  here or  the 
Opposit ion is out there, they wi l l  be defeated. They 
defeat themselves. 

I would be reneging on my commitment to my 
constituents in  order to represent them effectively if I 
was del inquent in my role as a Member in this Assembly 
in  Opposit ion, and it is  that Opposit ion that I i ntend 
to underscore. Perhaps when you are in  Government 
you have a d ifferent role, but i n  the Opposition benches 
you must oppose. You must point out the weaknesses. 
I can represent my constituents in no better way than 
to keep Government honest. 

I f  I recal led some of the previous comments i n  the 
Throne Speech Debate, I think that the Member for 
Dauph in  (Mr. P lohman) said ,  and he used his hand to 
gesture  to t h e  G overnment  benches ,  t h at t h ose 
Members were temporary custodians, ind icat ing that 
they were soon to be relegated back to the Opposition 
benches. I think i t  would be wise for us not to presume 
on that comment as much as to reflect upon the ent ire 
message of that epithet. 

We, the lawmakers in  this province, are the temporary 
custodians. Whether you are in Opposit ion, whether 
you are in  Government, the whole of us 57 are the 
temporary custod ians. It is the system of Government,  
the bureaucracy, the Civi l  Service which is the part of 
Government that endures, and this is the part of the 
Government that also needs to be kept very honest. 
You do t h i s  la rge ly  t h ro u g h  the  P u b l i c  Accou nts  
Committee. 

The Publ ic  Accounts Committee evaluates how well 
the system of Government works for the taxpayers of 
Manitoba. Do the taxpayers get value for their money? 
This committee Ms the responsib i l ity to determine 
whether the bureaucracy in  Government departments, 
the public service-and we all work for the same master 
in th is instance-is actual ly doing what it is mandated 
to do. We are al l  here to do what is best for the people. 
Our watchword should be " principle and ideals ,"  not 
pol it ical expediency. 

· 
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The P u b l i c  Accounts Committee can be a very 
effective vehicle to guarantee good Government for al l  
our constituents, and it is  the role on  this side of the 
House to keep that s ide there honest. In heated debate 
and with critical comment, tempers can flare and issues 
can become sidetracked , positions can become muddy, 
but at a t ime away from this Chamber it is th is 
Leg is lat ive Asse m b l y  that keeps the G over n m e n t  
honest. A t  least, that is  what it could do with a b i t  of 
change in  the rules govern ing how the Publ ic  Accounts 
Committee works. 

I make this promise to my constituents. I t  is my 
intention to press for such change. I t  i s  t ime we in 
Government realize- and to the people i n  Manitoba, 
I u n derscore a l l  57 of us are in  Government-that the 
whole bureaucracy serves the same m aster as we do. 
Only they endure whi le we are ephemeral, just a passing 
fancy. 

We owe it to our  electorate that the Civi l  Service, 
once  aga i n ,  becomes a p u b l i c  serv ice  a n d  t h at 
Government serves the people that i t  was implemented 
to serve. As pol it icians, it i s  our role to i nterface, to 
explai n ,  to convince. We have the vision, and in  us the 
people have placed their trust.  Al l  57 of us must ensure 
that the system we have created del ivers and d oes not, 
by its own systematic and bureaucrat ic establ ishment, 
undo what we have been elected to upho ld .  

I can recal l ,  i n  an address made by the Mem ber for 
Transcona ( M r. Kozak) referring to the Publ ic  Accounts 
Committee, that a remark was tossed across the floor 
again ,  I recal l  not now by whom, that essential ly we 
are the chair, that the Opposition chairs th is  committee 
and therefore we should be cal l ing it. I have attem pted 
to do so. I wish to p lace on record that i n  this H ouse 
the Government calls al l  committees and i t  is  th is  
change, or th is is  one aspect of the Pub l ic  Accounts 
Committee's mandate that I would l ike this H ouse to 
amend ,  because we have much responsib i l ity and in 
th is particular responsibi l ity of the actual examination 
of Government, and I am not talk ing about the pol it ical 
aspect of Government that belongs in this Cham ber, 
but the actual del ivery of the system of Government 
as done by the departments, by the publ ic  service, 
needs to be examined elsewhere. That is someth ing 
we could change with an amendment by the Rules 
Committee. 

Cont inu ing in my address, frequently herein ,  the 
L i berals have been accused of being power hungry. I 
would l ike to suggest that is not the case. The Liberals 
have been accused of being arrogant.  I , once again ,  
would l ike to suggest that i s  not the case. We are told 
we are going to br ing down the Government if  we vote 
against the Budget and,  once again ,  that is not the 
case. 

I f  we look back a year and a half or  so, the Tories 
wanted power so desperately they brought down the 
G overnment which led to this part icular situation we 
have today. 

• ( 1 530) 

An Honourable Member: I t  was your Leader's vote. 
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Mr. Herold Driedger: I hear a comment it was our  
Leader's vote that  d id  th is .  I doubt so ,  I doubt  so.  I 
th ink  the Members of the Second Opposition Party 
wou l d  p r o b a b l y  take  i s s u e  w i t h  t h a t .  N o ,  t h e  
Government o f  1 988 was brought down but the people 
opposite d id  not know why. They had no agenda. 

Now, continuing as to why I say that if we vote against 
the Budget, th is wi l l  not br ing d own the Government 
because we have here another Party in th is H ouse that 
has ind icated it is going to support the Government, 
that it is propping up the Government. Now that I 
consider arrogance, that is absolute arrogance, the fact 
that they here who sit and say we oppose, we reject , 
we crit icize, but then they turn around and say, yes, 
slap you on the shoulder, we are not going to vote 
against you. This to me is arrogance. 

An Honourable Member: That is  power hungry. 

Mr. Herold Driedger: I hear the word "power hungry. " 
I would l ike to put that onto the record as wel l .  They 
are power hungry. Obviously, the Second Opposit ion 
Party could not accept the repud iat ion by the people. 
There was no agenda in  the Throne Speech in  '89, yet 
the NOP supported it .  

The Budget itself which was i ntroduced last week 
sing les out tax cuts and returns, in the terms of the 
Finance Min ister, $200 mi l l ion  to the people of Manitoba, 
actual ly to Government Cabinet contro l ,  a kind of a 
Jobs Fund,  if I might be able to coin the phrase, a k ind  
of fiscal responsib i l ity fun d .  Cabinet w i l l  decide what 
to d o  about the area of f iscal good management or 
which area of f iscal good management needs a pub l ic  
relations boost, and consequently wi l l  see to i t  that  i t  
gets i t .  

The Second Opposition are voting to cut  the very 
same taxes they raised in  the Kostyra tax grab. What 
has happened to change their minds? Has the economy 
changed so d ramatically from one year to the other 
that they can now vote for cutt ing the very taxes that 
they said were to be increased? To answer that q uest ion 
we actual ly have to focus on why d id  they actual ly raise 
those taxes two years ago and one year ago? The 
answers were, there is a large u ncontrol lable defic it .  
The answer was debt management, the answer was 
external i nterest costs, the answer was get Government 
s p e n d i n g  back i n t o  contro l  because Gove r n m e n t  
spending was o u t  of control. 

What has changed? Are they so enamoured of the 
Progressive Conservative policy now? Is  everyth ing 
rosy? I f  everyth ing is  rosy and they wish to participate 
in this particular action, why not cross the floor en 
masse? Formal ize the marriage, put the spectre of 
election, if such it is- because some of us here rel ish ,  
others fear. I wi l l  le t  the record decide later as to who 
relishes and who fears the elect ion .  Put the spectre of  
election far  away. You may as wel l .  The $6 1 mi l l ion  
returned to the taxpayer by the M i nister of  Finance 
( M r. Manness) is  roughly equivalent to the $60 mill ion 
tax grab i ntroduced by M r. Kostyra. But today, the N O P  
favours t h e  Tory position o f  then.  So do us a favou r, 
stop playing with the fears of Manitoba, formal ize th is ,  
l i ve n o  m ore in  s i n ,  do the h o n o u ra b l e  t h i n g ,  
consummate the marriage. 
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Why--;because obviously we are going to go through 
this exercise again - are we here on th is  side looking 
at th is  Budget as cr it ical ly as we are? Why are we on 
this s ide looking past the tax cuts, past the popularity 
of the tax cuts, and I must admit that it  is  a popular 
measure? Why are we not in favour of the Budget? Is 
i t  good management when you are out of step with the 
rest of the country? 

Now, Mr. Wilson, when he introduced t he federal 
Budget,  raised taxes, spend ing  was d own, the other 
provinces in  this country are doing the same th ing ,  they 
are i ntroducing tough Budgets. In some terms, it is 
d raconian. The watchwords we are asked to accept
and we were l isten ing to these watchwords for the two 
months prior to the introduction of the federal Budget
the watchwords were constraint ,  the watchword was 
retrench, the watchword was l im it, curtai l ,  economize. 
We must practice restraint ,  we have to d ig  into our 
pockets, we must cut the defic it ,  the taxpayer must 
bite the bu l let. 

What is  happen ing in Manitoba? What has happened 
here to make the Budget come out to be such a 
s ingu larly d ifferent document than everywhere else in  
the country, not  on ly  everywhere else in  the country 
but other parts of the world as wel l ,  because we hear 
about d racon ian budgets in the USSR, we talk about 
tough t imes in Poland ,  we have the same th ing in the 
U nited States. 

Is  the underlying structural problem that is  facing 
t hose countries and the other provinces of th is  country 
no longer with us? Are we no longer faced with that 
same problem? Are we l iv ing in some form of n i rvana, 
some form of heaven so that this Budget that we have 
here can be introduced to be exactly as it  is? Has th is  
G o v e r n m e n t  o p p os i t e  here d o n e  s o m et h i n g  so 
d ifferent? Let us look at  the f igures, Mr. Deputy Speaker. 

I n  the 1 988 defeated Budget i ntroduced by the NOP, 
m in ing revenues were l isted at  being $27  m i l l ion or  
$28  mi l l ion.  I n  the  1 988 Budget i ntroduced by  the  Tories, 
the m i n i ng revenues were $ 1 1 7  mi l l ion ,  and in  th is 
Budget they are $ 1 80 mi l l ion.  Now what has happened 
to so suddenly skew t hat n u mber? What is more to 
the point, what wil l happen when the num bers go back 
to what they normal ly were, because we then have a 
d ifference of $ 1 50 m i l l ion to $ 1 55 mi l l ion? Have the 
Tories real ly done someth ing d ifferent? Has anyth ing 
underlying been changed? 

We are told that the average-wel l ,  I am not saying 
we are not to ld .  I have looked at the past Budgets and 
looked at the average equal izat ion payments and the 
n u m bers were roug h ly corresp o n d i n g  somewhere 
between $600 m i l l ion and $700 mi l l ion .  But because 
the Ontario economy is so wi ld ly out of sync with the 
rest of the country, they are doing so well compared 
to the rest of the country that is doing so badly, 
part icularly Man itoba, we had an unexpected windfal l  
of $200 mi l l ion. The rest of the economy is st i l l  the 
same. 

* ( 1 540) 

Can we count on this excess revenue, this excess 
windfal l ,  to stay? The answer is no, and the Finance 

487 

M i nister ( M r. M anness) d id  reference that, because the 
Ontario economy is beginning to cool  down. Long-range 
n ickel prices are beg inn ing to fall. Right now, whi le the 
n ickel prices are so h igh,  I ,  as any manager of a n ickel 
m i ne, wil l not be min ing h igh-grade ore but rather the 
most expensive, the most d i ff icult-to-get-at ore, the 
lowest rate ore because, the price being so high, I can 
actually justify taking out the lowest-cost ore. 

What d oes that do to my profit marg in  if I mine the 
most expensive ore? I t  starts to lower my profit marg in  
and  consequently the  revenues that wi l l  accrue to the 
Government of Manitoba wi l l  start to fal l .  The Finance 
M i n ister ( M r. Manness) did reference that as well. They 
will return to normal and we will be back to what we 
had before th is  whole skew in  the budgetary revenues 
occurred. We wil l be back to $450 mi l l ion deficits. 

We may f ind at that t ime that the tax cuts may have 
been i rresponsib le, because then tax i ncreases wi l l  be 
necessary. We may not. Taxes go up,  taxes come d own , 
taxes go up. The people beyond this bui ld ing experience 
a reality s l ight ly d i fferent from ours, a real ity that tends 
to be less concerned with the th ings we talk about in 
here,  tend to be d is i l lusioned by the machinations of 
pol it icians. They tend to be d is i l lusioned because they 
see much of what is done in th is  bu i ld ing .  Much of 
what is done by pol it icians is done largely to make 
pol it ical points, to score points. They essential ly have 
no trust. 

Why do they not have this trust? The answer should 
l i kely be why, because what has th is Government done 
with th is  windfal l  that it  has just received? It  is using 
it  to mask what would st i l l  be a whopping deficit ,  which 
is the underlying structure. We have th is bl ip.  I t  comes 
in .  The underlying structure is st i l l  the same. Nothing 
has changed. H ow are they doing i t? By chang ing 
accounting convent ion.  

The last Budget we were asked to examine i n  th is 
Chamber i n  August of 1 988 gave us f igures which 
sh owed p rojected expen d i t u res com pared t o  t h e  
prel iminary actual previous year results. These numbers 
are avai lable to us now. Page 1 1  of the Financial 
Statistics clearly shows in  a column that the prel im inary 
actual number is there in  its g ross form. You d o  not 
get that number unless you have the ind ividual numbers 
to add up to get to that total. We have the prel im inary 
actual numbers avai lable, but what are we asked to 
compare in  th is House? We are asked to compare the 
Budget est imates of the previous year to the Budget 
est imates of the next year. 

Based upon th is comparison of Budget to Budget ,  
t h e  est i m ated expe n d i t u res w i l l  i n c rease o n l y  4 . 5  
percent. This i s  a number wel l with in reason .  I t  keeps 
with in i nflat ion and it substantiates the sham claims 
that the Government is actually control l ing costs. That 
means it is responsible Government. That means they 
are demonstrat ing good management,  but the actual 
expenditure that is planned wil l  increase over 6 percent, 
that is, when you compare the planned expendi tures 
against the prel im inary actual f igures. 

We cannot actual ly show what happens to indiv idual  
departments because we have not been g iven that 
documentat ion,  so I ask you, is this responsible? We 



Monday, June 12, 1989 

could use some of that excess revenue to k ick-start 
some programs. We could use some of that extra 
revenue to u nderwrite and support some val uable 
programs that are f loundering now, but  instead i t  is  
h idden.  Changing accou nt ing  convent ion  to  make 
yourself look good is  pol it ics, not good management. 
That is one reason why the people beyond this Chamber 
tend to doubt what we do and tend n ot to trust what 
we do in th is  Chamber. 

What has Government actually done with the windfal l?  
They have created a phantom account,  a rainy-day 
savings account which the prel im inary actual shows the 
Government as actual ly having a $48 mi l l ion surplus. 
The Member for Lac d u  Bonnet ( M r. Prazn ik )  i nd icated 
that what should be done is, when you have excess 
revenues, and I wi l l  q uote, "I am sure the Member for 
N iakwa and his own fami ly maintain a savings account 
there to be d ipped into on  a rainy day. " I wish to assure 
the Member that this i s  true. I f  there is extra revenue, 
we definitely do put i t  into a savings account .  

Where d o  I see the $48 mi l l ion  that was actual ly 
declared surplus into the savings account as a $48 
m i l l ion item? I t  is not there, M r. Deputy Speaker. What 
actual ly is there is a number that has become $200 
mi l l ion.  Now that $200 mi l l ion is  actually correspondingly 
equivalent to the revenue that was the windfall revenues 
that were earned . What has happened to th is  fund?  
What has  actually happened to those windfall revenues? 
We are told that the F inance M i n ister ( M r. Manness) 
borrowed m oney to create a $200 m i l l ion - and I would 
l ike to put into quotation marks because th is i s  for the 
N O P  " j o b s  creat i o n "  and for the Tor ies  " f i sca l  
responsibi l ity slush fund"  to be manipulated by Cabinet 
as needed . 

Now, when it is manipulated by the Cabinet as 
needed,  that sounds to me that is pol i t ical .  That is  not 
g oo d  m a n ag e m e n t .  H ow m uc h  m o n ey h a s  been 
borrowed? 

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchil l) :  Sounds b latantly pol it ical 
pol it ics. 

Mr. Herold Driedger: The Member for Church i l l  (Mr. 
Cowan) says, "b latantly pol it ical . "  I actual ly was going 
to refer to that later on in  my conclusions. 

How much money has actual ly been borrowed and 
at what rate? The $200 mi l l ion fund and the $48 mi l l ion 
surplus and you take the d i fference is $ 1 52 m i l l ion ,  
which the Finance Minister (Mr. Manness) says has been 
turned i n to some long-term fu n d i n g  or l o ng-term 
borrowing .  When q uestioned by our Finance Cr i t ic  (Mr. 
Alcock) as to the cost of th is ,  the answer was that there 
was no cost, nothing at all. Now this to me is  misleading.  
E ither i t  i s  there as borrowed money and t herefore has 
costs, or it is not. I f  i t  is  there, it will cost. There wi l l  
be a cost f igure. I f  it is not there, then what happened 
to the money? 

On page 5 of the Fiscal Stabi l izat ion Fund in the 
budgetary document, we f ind out that the Finance 
Min ister ( M r. Manness) ind icates that i n  the next year, 
'89-90, he anticipates a $20 mi l l ion  interest on th is 
$200 mi l l ion fund.  Now that is strictly 1 0  percent interest 
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on a simple savings account.  Ten percent i nterest d oes 
not ind icate to me long-term borrowing .  You do not 
borrow money at 10 percent in a long term. This sounds 
to me like financial prest idigitation, Mr. Deputy Speaker. 
Prest id ig itat ion,  for the Member for Churchi l l 's  (Mr. 
Cowan) benefit ,  is-

An Honourable Member: Spel l  i t .  

Mr. Herold Driedger: I wi l l  not spel l  i t .  I w i l l  let  Hansard 
spel l  it, but I wi l l  define it. I t  is called magic. It is called 
the shel l  game. It is cal led moving th ings back and 
forth .  

The  M i n ister of  Energy and M ines ( M r. Neufeld )  used 
a b ib l ical in junction in his response to the Budget 
Debate. He said, "f i l l  warehouses and good years and 
save these goods in the warehouses for the tough 
t i mes . " Now t h i s  a r g u m e n t  w o u l d  b e  perfect l y  
acceptable i f  t h e  excess revenue was actual ly saved . 
But what were the excess revenues actual ly used for? 
I maintain that the excess revenues were u sed to lower 
taxes by $6 1 mi l l ion .  The excess reven ues were used 
to reduce the deficit on paper from what it  was predicted 
to be in the 1 989 Budget year- I  bel ieve i t  is on page 
1 of t h e  B u d get  d o c u m e n t - so m ewhere  i n  t h e  
neighbourhood o f  $ 1 50 mi l l ion to t h e  anticipated 84. 

T h e  d i fference aga i n ,  t hat has  to come from 
somewhere. E i ther  you have the money there or you 
do not. You reduce the deficit , so th is  m oney was used 
up .  But how then was the fund created ?  I t  had to be 
borrowed money. As I said before, i f  this fund exists, 
i t  has a cost and, i f  i t  has a cost , there is  a cost item. 
Therefore, we should be able to examine the accrued 
i nterest that is  anticipated from this fund .  So I ask, 
which warehouse, how fu l l  and what i s  the rent? 

Back to the savings account comment made by the 
Member for Lac d u  Bonnet ( M r. Praznik) ,  i f  you have 
a dol lar and you have it  to save, you put i t  i nto an 
account.  The dol lar is  there to spend or to leave, but 
the dol lar exists. I f  you take that dol lar and you buy 
something for a dol lar, the dol lar is  gone, but you cannot 
do both. You can do one or the other. 

* ( 1 550) 

So, Mr. Deputy Speaker, based upon th is  careful  
craft ing of a budgetary document to demonstrate good 
management by changing accounting conventions, by 
creat i n g  p hantom acco u n t s ,  I cannot  su pport  t h e  
budgetary plans of t h i s  Government. 

I l i ke the tax cuts but,  M r. Deputy Speaker, on this 
u nderlying f l imflam, th is  sting operation designed to 
make the Government look good , I cannot support that 
because you see th is  whole budgetary exercise is an 
exercise in p laying pol it ics.  The Min ister of Culture and 
H eritage ( M rs.  M itcl:lelson) would use the term if I may 
quote, "b latant pol it ics ."  This Budget document is 
s imply an election Budget. Look at the tax cuts. 

We have a creation of a phony account which is going 
to al low, by graphical depiction, show that the deficit 
is going to be going down from the extreme high in 
page 1 of the Financial Statistics of over $500 mi l l ion 
in  '86-87, d ropping to about $290 m i l l ion in  '87-88, 
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and then dropping again and then dropping again and 
dropping again ,  logical nice steps to ind icate good 
management based upon this phony account, borrowing 
from the account to l i ft up the deficit to demonstrate 
i t  i s  not as good as i t  was, or not as bad as it  cou ld 
be, when in  actual ity what th is  F inance M i n ister ( M r. 
Manness) should show is a $48 mi l l ion surplus in th is  
last year, a $48 m i l l ion surplus based upon h is  own 
n u mbers. Now this n u mber, i f  you take a look at h igh 
deficit surplus-and next  year because everyth ing else 
i s  going to go back to normal ,  back to high deficit 
again-would not look too good for a G overnment 
because i t  would seem to demonstrate there was l i tt le 
control ,  that it  had l i tt le choice. 

Now this would be honest but i t  would not be good 
polit ics. Consequently, we h ave a Government that is 
showing not good management, not good judgment in  
creat i n g  th is ,  a n d  i f  I m ay u se aga i n ,  f i n a n c i a l 
prest id ig itation. I would not be representing the interests 
of my constituents well i f  I voted to support th is  
G overnment .  Therefore, I w i l l  let the  const i tuents ,  
accord ing to the M i n ister of F inance, a lso make that 
d etermination come election t ime. With that, Mr. Deputy 
S peaker, I rest my case. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member for 
Church i l l  has the f loor. 

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill): It just goes to show, M r. 
Deputy Speaker, that a l l  comes to those who wait. I 
appreciate that applause, as belated and as hesitant 
as it  may have been.  

I welcome th is opportun ity to speak to th is  Budget,  
and at the same time to address some of the comments 
that others have made dur ing the debate. Before doing 
so however, f irstly, I want to clearly ind icate that I w i l l  
be voting to support th is  Budget because I favour  the 
tax breaks for fami l ies that it  contains.  Ear l ier I was 
of the i mpression the Li berals supported those tax 
b reaks but were going to vote against the Budget i n  
a n y  event, making certain that they d id  n o t  happen i f  
they h a d  their way. B u t  just having l istened t o  the 
Member for N iakwa, the Opposit ion Crit ic for Northern 
Affairs (Mr. Herold Driedger), I heard h im say something 
which is somewhat d ifferent from that which I have 
heard before. He said that they do not know if those 
tax breaks are a good idea or not. 

I f  you l istened carefu l ly  to what he said ,  he said that 
t h ey were not  cert a i n  t h o se tax b reaks were t h e  
appropriate tax pol icy a t  th is particular t ime.  So I now 
know that not only are they vot ing against the Budget 
for a whole number of reasons, which I want to talk 
about a bit later, but they d o  at least have some 
hesitancy at the very least some reservations about 
whether or  not the tax b reaks are an appropriate tax 
pol icy at the present t ime.  

Mr. Herold Driedger: O n  a point of order. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Mem ber for 
N i akwa, on a point of order. 

Mr. Herold Driedger: M r. Deputy Speaker, before we 
al low this confusion as ind icated by the Mem ber for 
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Church i l l  ( M r. Cowan) to cont inue any further, I would  
l ike to correct the confusion that  he is sowing by 
ind icat ing that he, h imself, voted for  the same tax 
increases that the Finance M i n ister ( M r. Manness) is 
cutt ing back,  so let us not talk about whether these 
taxes are r ight or  not and actual ly not put words into 
my mouth.  

Mr. Deputy Speaker: A dispute of the facts is  not a 
point of order. 

The Honourable Member for Churchi l l  (Mr. Cowan) 
has the floor. 

Mr. Cowan: M r. Deputy Speaker, in response to that 
non-point of order, I want to make three statements. 
I want to q uote t hree of my col leagues in  th is H ouse 
over time. The first was the previous Member for N iakwa 
who said in Opposit ion you cannot have it  both ways. 
I t  is i nterest ing to see that the Liberals are trying to 
bu i ld  upon that somewhat questionable approach but 
are indeed trying to have it  both ways dur ing their  
comments on th is  Budget Debate. 

Secondly, I want to quote. I am going to have some 
d i ff iculty with the seat but we al l  know who I am talk ing 
about when I quote the Liberal Member who used to 
stand up l ast Session al l  the t ime and say, "Whoop, 
there he goes agai n . "  I want to put that quote i n  the 
part icular context of what my Leader (Mr. Doer) said 
the other day when he referred to them as "wishy
washy Li berals, there they go again . "  In essence, they 
do want to have it  both ways and continuously try to 
do so. 

I also support the increased taxes for corporations, 
such as they are i n  th is Budget. To be qu ite frank,  I 
do not believe that the Budget goes far enough in either 
d i rect ion.  I d o  not bel ieve that it goes far enough in 
provid ing tax breaks to Manitoba's fami l ies and to 
Manitoba working people. I do not believe it goes far 
enough i n  undoing the i mbalance between taxation on 
corporations and taxation on ind ividuals, but I hope 
that by voting for this particular Budget the Government 
wil l take note in  the future and go even further with 
tax breaks for work ing fami l ies and more respons ib le 
taxat ion for min ing companies and large corporations. 

(The Act ing Speaker, M r. Bob Rose, i n  the Chair. )  

It shou ld  a lso be clear that vot ing for  this Budget is  
not  a blanket endorsation of  the Budget and the 
Est imates. 

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): You want it both ways. 

Mr. Cowan: Wel l ,  the Member for Fort Rouge (Mr. Carr) 
says that I want it both ways. I wi l l  come back to that 
point because it is h is Leader and he and Mem bers 
of his caucus who have suggested that if they vote for 
this Budget they cannot, therefore, crit icize the Budget 
or the Est imates in the future. I wi l l  attempt to show 
him later on in  my comments h ow that is not only 
i l log ical , but it is contrad ictory and it borders on 
hypocrisy, at least for the Leader of the Opposition who 
has made statements i n  this House in the past which 
should be referred to dur ing these comments. 
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I also bel ieve that there are many areas where th is 
Budget fal ls  short .  I guess overal l i n  my perception ,  if 
I had to categorize the Budget as someth ing ,  to g ive 
it  a name, to g ive it  a t i t le ,  I would  call i t  a lost 
opportunity Budget.  I t  is a lost opportunity Budget 
because the Government could have gone a lot further 
with the financial f lex ib i l ity that i t  is experiencing in the 
current year. 

It could have provided g reater tax breaks. It cou ld  
have g iven even l arger tax breaks to work ing fami l ies. 
It could have evened out the tax burden on m idd le
income M anitobans. It could h ave put more money into 
programs and pol icies that deal with the needs of 
Manitobans. I t  could have done that had it chosen to 
do so in th is  Budget and the Est imates to fol low. 

I want to speak to the issue of lost opportun i t ies 
from a more ph i losophical perspective for a moment 
or two, and I do so from a vantage point of both 
experience and detachment, experience that flows from 
six years as a M i nister i n  a Cabinet and the detachment 
that comes from th is  last year i n  Opposit ion and being 
able to stand back a bit  and review and reflect upon 
that which we d id  as a G overnment, as well as that 
which we d id  not do.  

With that backdrop i n  p lace, I want to offer some 
unsol ic ited but constructive advice to the Conservative 
Government of the Day, and they can do with it as they 
wi l l .  They can accept it and reflect upon it or they can 
ignore i t .  I d o  not even say they ignore it at their own 
peri l . I t  is just one person ' s  perception of what a lost 
opportunity means in the longer term.  

• ( 1 600) 

We have to start off with a premise. The premise is  
t h at t h e re i s  no perfect G overn m e n t .  L ike the 
predecessors of the present Government,  the NOP 
Government itself was not a perfect Government. There 
rea l l y  is no s u c h  a n i m a l  as that  perfect u t o p i a n  
Government. I f  a Government accepts that thought that 
is i nherent in them being a Government,  from the 
beg inn ing ,  i f  i t  acknowledges the fact that it  is i ndeed 
imperfect , i t  also must acknowledge the fact that it  wi l l  
make mistakes because what is  being i mperfect other 
than making mistakes from t ime to time? 

If that i s  the case, it should determine at the beg inning 
of its term not only that which it  hopes to accompl ish ,  
but a lso where i t  is  wi l l ing to make those inevitable 
mistakes. That only stands to reason . The Government 
cannot choose not to err. I f  i t  cannot make that choice, 
at least not i n  a rat ional way, it should take the time 
to choose how it wi l l  err and where. That is an important 
consideration for any Government. I bel ieve that the 
fear of making mistakes and the fear of fai lu re wi l l  set 
the tone and shape the agenda of any Government 
just as much, if not more, than their campaign promises, 
their publ ic  agenda,  their  statements, and their  pro
active plans. 

M o re i m portant l y, as t i me p asses and any  
Government learns in  the harshest and  the cruel lest 
way that m istakes can be very costly, that m istakes 
can r ap i d ly d i m i n ish  t h e i r  po l i t ica l  currency, that 
mistakes can cause them more grief than they ever 
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i magined, that mistakes can stop them from doing the 
th ings that they really want to do by consuming their 
time and energy and d ist racting them from their publ ic 
agenda, they invariably try to spend more time avoiding 
m istakes t han they do trying to make th ings happen. 

If one l o o k s  back  u po n  t h e  p ro g res s i o n  of 
Governments and pol i t ical Parties whi le i n  power, one 
wi l l  see them come to power with a fair ly aggressive 
agenda and they wi l l  make a lot of m istakes because 
they are doing th ings. They are trying to make th ings 
h appen. They are trying to change th ings to suit what 
they believe to be the better society. But over t ime, 
after having made t hose mistakes and paying the 
consequences and the price of those mistakes, they 
develop a siege mental ity. We have heard that term 
q u ite often.  We have heard different Governments 
referenced to with in  the context of that term. They do 
less and less that is  innovative so as to min im ize the 
risk of making more mistakes. They tend to spend more 
t ime on protecting their  f lanks than reaching out to the 
people who elected them to serve them. They tend to 
become more and more withdrawn and less and less 
active and less and less functional as a Government. 

Now, I said this advice was constructive. To make 
certain that it is taken as such , I want to clearly ind icate 
that these remarks are not meant to be critical of any 
one Government at any g iven t ime. I bel ieve they are 
indicative of all Governments from t ime to t ime. I bel ieve 
they apply equal ly at one t ime or another to every 
Government regardless of its political stripe, regardless 
of the Mem bers of that Government and their  abi l ities 
or  lack of abi l i t ies, regardless of the publ ic  agenda and 
the ph i losophical approach which that Government 
br ings to office. 

So I am not being critical of one Government or 
a n o t h e r. I am n ot b e i n g  c r i t i c a l  s o l e l y  of  t h i s  
G overnment. I guess I am being critical i n  a way though 
of the system. I f  I am critical of anyth ing at a l l ,  I am 
critical of a system that focuses more on m istakes than 
i t  d oes on acco m p l i shment .  When I express that 
cr it ic ism, it is also self-criticism. We are al l  at fault in  
that regard . We are at  fault as members of the general 
pub l ic .  The publ ic pays more attention to the mistakes 
G overnment  m a k es t h a n  to  t h e  ach i evemen t s  
G overnments make. 

( M r. Deputy Speaker in  the Chair. )  

T h e  media, reflecting t h e  publ ic w i l l ,  d oes t h e  same. 
M istakes are front-page stories. Achievements and 
accompl ishments are featured much less prominently 
an d ,  when you are in Government benches, you would 
even say bur ied in  the back pages, the inside pages, 
page 1 2 , page 1 3 ,  page 14, with not q uite the same 
m e d i a  f l a i r  or p r o m i nence that  t ho se m istakes 
G overnments i nvariably make are featured . 

I said I would  be somewhat self-crit ical ,  and in that 
vein so are Opposit ion Parties and Opposition Members 
to blame by being much more qu ick in their crit icism 
than they are generous in  their prajse. I guess that is  
part  of the system where we com bat each other on a 
dai ly basis in th is  House, but I bel ieve it also leads to 
the type of  situat ion where Governments are able to 
less serve the public than they would l ike to because 
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of fear of making m istakes. The O pposit ion Parties and 
Opposit ion Mem bers-an d  I n u m ber myself among 
them -are to blame as wel l ,  so the odds are stacked 
against any Government right from the start. From the 
moment it  is elected , the trend starts that wil l ensure 
that over the period of its term i t  wi l l  become less and 
less active, less and less innovative. 

Then of course when I said we were al l  at fau l t ,  the 
Government is at fault as well ,  because the G overnment 
proceeds to compound the problems by trying to h ide 
its mistakes, thereby making them a much more valued 
commodity and a sought-after  prize. Worse yet, i t  seeks 
to avoid mistakes at all costs, even at the risk of making 
the most regrettable mistake of a l l ,  and that is the 
m istake of not doing someth ing that should be done,  
that needs to be done, that they should want to do,  
for fear of making a m istake .  

I guess when I look  back on our  own term and my 
own tenure as a Cabinet M in ister, i t  is  not the mistakes 
t hat we and I made that I regret the most, not the 
m istakes that happened when we were trying to change 
society for the better, t rying  to help people - and we 
did make mistakes i n  those efforts- but what I regret 
the most is  what we d id  not get done,  what we d id  not 
accomplish, what we d id  not have either the wherewithal 
or the time or the energy or the courage to carry forward 
with when we saw a need . If I had i t  to do over aga in ,  
wh ich  I do not  bel ieve I personal ly wi l l  but I hope my 
Party does, my advice to them from that posit ion of 
experience and detachment woul d  be not to fear the 
m istakes so much as to fear regrett ing i n  the end not 
h aving done someth ing that should have been done. 

I make these points in  the context of a lost opportun ity 
Budget. I do so because of that reflection that I 
mentioned earl ier. I wi l l  support the passage of th is  
Budget because it offers tax b reaks to working fami l ies. 
I t  is  not such a bad Budget i n  other areas to the extent 
that it  should be defeated but, l i ke  the Government 
that wrote i t ,  the Budget is  not perfect. I t  fal ls short 
in several areas. 

Those tax breaks, while positive, could have gone 
further. I th ink the Government should have seized the 
opportun ity of the day to make them go further. Again 
i n  h indsight- I  reinforce th is point  because I am trying  
to provide constructive advice and I hope it is  wel l 
taken -it is not the mistakes we made as a Government 
that caused me as much regret as d o  those th ings that 
we wanted to do but failed to accompl ish because we 
d i d  not  take  agg ress ive a c t i o n  to do so or we 
unexpectedly ran  out  of  t ime. 

I reinforce that point because I bel ieve that if the 
G overnment truly wants to offer more tax breaks to 
w o r k i n g  fam i l i e s ,  i f  i t  t ru l y  wants to  c o r rect t h e  
i mbalance between corporate taxes a n d  personal taxes, 
if it truly wants to offer better services and programs, 
it  should take every opportun ity, inc lud ing this Budget,  
that it  has to do so. Again the regret is  because we 
did not take aggressive act ion to d o  what we wanted 
to d o  or we u nexpectedly ran out of t ime. 

Those are two important points.  Any Government 
can easily lose opportun i ties because it  fai ls  to act or 
because its t ime runs out.  
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The first point is important in the context of a 
Conservative Government, and here I am going to focus 
my c r i t i c i s m  a b i t  more  s h arp l y. C o n servat ive 
Governments tradit ional ly, phi losophically are less prone 
to progressive action than they are to protecting  the 
status quo. That is  an h istorical fact . That is one that 
is,  I bel ieve, not d isputable at a l l .  

T h e  second p o i n t  i s  most  i m p ortant  when a 
Government does not command a work ing majority 
and can fal l  u nexpectedly at any time. Such is the case 
with th is  Government. Bel ieve me when I say, I say so 
again from experience, that a Government can fal l 
unexpectedly at any given t ime. When that happens, 
there is no second chance to go back and do the th ings 
that one should have done. There is lots of t ime to 
reflect but there is no opportun ity to take and change 
the course of history by being pro-active and innovative. 

So in the context of th is  Budget,  the Conservatives 
should have gone further in their taxation of min ing 
compan ies at  a t ime when those companies are making 
hundreds of m i l l ions of dol lars i n  windfal l  profits. The 
Government could have chosen to return some of their 
own windfal l  revenues as a result of that and other 
taxat ion changes to Manitobans through increased 
services or through decreased fees, rather than play 
fiscal games with an u nnecessary Stabi l ization Fund.  

As a Party, the New Democrat ic Party wi l l  want  to 
see how t h at fund i s  s t ructu red a n d  how i t  i s  
implemented before making f inal judgment on i t .  I n  the 
meanti me, my col leagues and I w i l l  be identifying areas 
where we bel ieve the money that is being d iverted , and 
I u n d erscore the word d iverte d .  The r a i n y - d ay 
Stabi l izat ion Fund cou l d  be better spent on provid ing 
needed services and programs that are desperately 
requ i red right now. It is  n ice to have a rainy-day fund,  
but  when the roof is  leak ing you get  up there and you 
fix the roof even if you have to dig i nto your savings 
to do that,  because not to do so means you are going 
to suffer increased costs over a longer period of t ime. 
That is our crit icism with the Stabi l izat ion Fund. We 
wi l l  want to see how it is structured . We wi l l  want to 
see how it is implemented before making a f inal  
judgment on it .  

There are also several cutbacks or lost opportun it ies 
in  the spending plans of the Government that are 
outl i ned in  the Est imates that accompany the Budget. 
D u r i n g  the upcom i n g  review of the Conservat ive 
spe n d i n g  p l a n s ,  we w i l l  be c r i t i ca l , as w i l l  o t h e r  
Oppos i t ion  Mem bers ,  of any cutbacks of needed 
services or any refusal by the Government to provide 
adequate funding for necessary programs and services. 
For example,  we wi l l  not support the suggest ion by the 
Finance M in ister (Mr. Manness) that we lessen the 
already too weak taxation on their Conservative friends, 
the banks. We just wil l  not do that. We are crit ical of 
the fact that this Budget ignored the p l ight of thousands 
of Manitoba men and women who are unemployed and 
consequently are facing increasingly d i ff icult t imes as 
the job less rate increases under this Conservat ive 
Government. 

As a northern M LA,  I am especia l ly  crit ical of the 
Conservative Government cutbacks of nearly $1 mi l l ion 
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in the Department of Northern Affairs. Those cutbacks, 
wh i l e  not u n expected g iven the h i story and t h e  
trad it ional approach o f  t h e  Conservatives t o  t h e  North ,  
are particularly trou bl ing g iven that they come at  a t ime 
when that same Government in  that very same Budget 
that cuts back N orthern Affairs fund ing ,  increases 
fund ing to the Department of Urban Affairs by $3 mi l l ion 
and increases funding to the Department of Rural  
Deve l o p m e n t ,  w h i c h  i n c l u d es the m u n ic i p a l  
development functions, b y  almost $ 4  m i l l ion more. I t  
br ings back memories o f  t h e  Sterl ing Lyon days
shades of the Lyon years. 

Mr. Connery: A great Premier. 

Mr. Cowan: The Member for Portage (Mr. Connery) 
says "great Premier. "  The point I want to make is that 
the Member for Portage sincerely bel ieves that. At least, 
I am led to believe that he sincerely believes that Sterl ing 
Lyon was a great Premier. M any of the people in  the 
front benches and the second benches, who are now 
making decisions, sat i n  the Sterl ing Lyon Government 
when it cut back programs, jobs and services in  
northern Manitoba. 

So while many years may have passed since the North 
suffered so under the Lyon Government, this Budget 
clearly shows, as d id  the comment from h is  seat by 
the Member for Portage (Mr. Connery) just one moment 
ago, that the Conservatives st i l l  hold true to that Lyon 
ph i losophy that so wreaked havoc upon the North .  

They increased funding to the City of Winn ipeg 
t h r o u g h  t h e  Department  of U r b an Affa i r s .  T h ey 
increased funding to rural towns, cities and vi l lages 
through the Department of Rural Development whi le 
they cut funding to Northern Affairs' communit ies. I 
fear what might have happened to northern Manitoba 
if  the Conservatives were not i n  a minority situat ion.  
I bel ieve we would have seen ful l-scale cutbacks, a fu l l  
return to the days of Ster l ing Lyon in  the cutbacks, just 
l i k e  we saw f r o m  1 97 7  t o  1 98 1  u n d e r  t h e  Lyo n  
Conservatives. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General): Learn to trust people. 

Mr. Cowan: Wel l ,  the Attorney General ( M r. Mccrae) 
says, learn to trust people. Yes, indeed , learn to trust 
people, but what they say m ust also resonate with what 
they d o  a n d  w h at they h ave d o n e .  W h i le t h i s  
Government, i f  w e  were t o  trust only their words, would 
appear sympathetic to the North by its act ions and by 
its h istory, it is clearly unsympathetic to the North.  So 
we are crit ical of those cutbacks. 

We are also crit ical of the cutbacks, g rants and 
subsidies of low-income homeowners and renters which 
are contained in  the Est imates. We condemn the cuts 
to the landlord and tenant affairs that wil l  i nvariably 
weaken tenant powers and strengthen the posit ion of 
landlords and land developers over that of tenants and 
low-income homeowners. So there are those th ings 
and other th ings of which we will be crit ical over a 
period of t ime. 

I want to return for a moment to the ear l ier comments 
from the Member for Fort Rouge (Mr. Carr) from h is  
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seat , when he suggested that perhaps we should explain 
more fully why it is  we feel we can vote for a Budget, 
vote for the tax breaks and st i l l  be critical of cutbacks. 
One has to have some basis against which to judge 
that act ion , so we go back to some of the things that 
the Li berals have done in the past because they seem 
to be most crit ical of this approach .  

Un l ike the Liberals, we do not  rel inqu ish our right 
to be critical of those parts of th is Budget that deserve 
criticism just because we vote in favour of the tax breaks 
in th is Budget for Manitoba work ing fami l ies. They 
crit icize that approach,  their excuse for their voting 
against tax breaks. Let there be no doubt about it ,  Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, when they stand up in th is House i n  
a few days hence they w i l l  b e  stand ing alone i n  their 
vot ing against tax breaks for Manitoba fami l ies. They 
will be alone in  attempting to stop Manitoba fami l ies 
from receiving those benefits. I th ink some of them are 
understandably nervous about what they are about to 
do and so they attempt to explain what they are doing 
by making excuses. The excuse that they use is,  if they 
vote for the Budget , they wi l l  be unable to crit icize later 
on the other parts of the Budget and the Est imates 
process. 

Now you know, it is funny that sort of logic d id  not 
apply to them when they voted for the Cattle Producers' 
Associat ion B i l l ,  voted in  favour  of it but were critical 
of some of the aspects of it ,  said that it was not a 
perfect B i l l  and in fact, l ike th is Budget, it was not a 
perfect B i l l .  They had no difficu lty at that t ime in vot ing 
for what t hey thought was r ight but reserving the r ight 
to crit icize what they thought in  detai l was wrong in 
that particular document, a document very much simi lar 
to a budget, provides an intent of what the Government 
wanted to do.  They had no d i fficulty when the Leader 
of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) was a sole Liberal 
Mem ber in  this House, i n  voting for the amendments 
to the H uman Rights Code but at the same t ime saying 
that there were certain aspects of it that needed 
improvement. They were in  favour of it but they reserved 
the right to be critical of certain parts of it .  

I assume they d id  that because they fou n d  some 
featu re of those B i l ls ,  and there are other examples 
that we can use, so redeeming that they said, we are 
going to overlook the problems that we have in order 
to support what we believe is a posit ive change. What 
is d i fferent about that and a New Democrat ic Party 
Opposition saying,  we are going to vote for tax breaks 
for Manitoba's working fami lies and for i ncreased taxes 
for min ing companies, because we bel ieve those are 
posit ive changes to the tax structure today, and at the 
same t ime say we are critical of detai ls i n  the spend ing 
Est i m ates and cr i t ica l  of deta i ls  i n  the  B u dget 
absolutely no difference whatsoever. 

So if  we were to fol low the logic of the Li berals,  we 

w o u l d  f i n d  t h at i n  essence o u r  act i o n s  are not 
contrad ictory with what has happened in  the past, but 
their  act ions are contradictory. What that tel ls me is  
they are not so  much interested in  the logic as  they 
are in  f inding an excuse because, M r. Deputy S peaker, 
I would not be one who would  want to stand up in th is  
H ouse Wednesday, 5:30, and vote against putt ing money 
back in the pockets of Manitoba work ing fami l ies. 
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Hon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Finance): Shame. 

* ( 1 620) 

Mr. Cowan: The M i n ister of F inance says "shame" and 
for once, or many other t imes as the case may be, I 
agree with h im on that aspect. It is a shameful th ing 
they do,  and i t  i s  made more shameful by the fact that 
are not prepared to say the real reason why they are 
stand ing up, and that is  to precipitate an elect ion,  but 
prefer to h ide behind the excuse of being able to criticize 
later on.  There is no logic, t here is only shame in that 
part icular decis ion.  

M r. Deputy S peaker, I also want to address some of 
the comments the Leader of the Liberal Party ( M rs. 
Carstairs) made d u ring her contribution to the Budget 
last Thursday. She started out by referring to the fact 
that some of the speeches in reply to the Throne Speech 
"contained an i nordinate use of the word 'arrogance' 
and an awful  lot of the t imes it  seemed to be referred 
to me," and that instance referred to the Leader of 
the Opposit ion . 

Those comments by the Leader of the Opposit ion 
( M rs. Carstairs) tel l  me two t h i ngs. The first is  that she 
is  perceptive and can ackn owledge a crit icism when 
i t  h i ts home, at least recogn ize i t .  The second is that 
she has taken those comments personally and felt them 
to be u nfair. We appreciate the fact that she views 
those crit icisms as a d irect attack on herself. I want 
to  assure her that such is not the case. 

I hear some laughter from the back benches of the 
L iberal seats, but such is not the case. Those comments 
referr ing to arrogance and egotism apply equally as 
wel l to her caucus as they do to her, because it  is  that 
tone of leadersh ip  which she has set that reflects and 
reverberates back through the back benches and along 
both sides of her to her col leagues, and they are 
becoming increasingly themselves more arrogant and 
egotistical as time passes by. 

We d id  not d irect those crit icisms or that suggest ion 
of arrogance and egotism sole ly to the Leader of the 
Opposit ion ( M rs.  Carstairs). She should not feel that 
she has to take al l  the blame onto herself. 

Mr. Mccrae: You can share in the q uote. 

Mr. Cowan: As the Attorney G eneral (Mr. Mccrae) says, 
she can share a lot of it  with her caucus Members. 

H owever, notwithstanding that ,  i t  would  appear that 
she also d id  not understand what we meant when we 
called her arrogant, so she went  to outl ine her definit ion 
of arrogance by identifying several instances where she 
thought the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) was arrogant when 
he was the Leader of the Opposit ion .  So far, so good , 
we agree with her. We th ink he was arrogant then as 
wel l .  We th ink  he is  a bit weak and t imid  now, to answer 
t h e  q ue s t i o n  f r o m  t h e  M e m ber  for l nks ter  ( M r. 
Lamoureux), but that does not deflect away from the 
fact that he was somewhat arrogant i n  Opposit ion.  The 
fact that he was arrogant does not absolve the Leader 
of the Opposit ion ( M rs. Carstai rs) of the Liberals today 
from taking responsib i l ity for their own arrogance. It 
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is  real ly q u ite possib le for both the Conservatives and 
the Li berals to be arrogant. Matter of fact , i t  is possible 
for anyone to be arrogant, so we have to define what 
that arrogance is. 

She d irected her next comments d i rectly to m e  or 
at me when she suggested that she found that I was 
being arrogant when I thought that her non-confidence 
motion was arrogant because it expressed concern 
about employment opportunities for Manitobans. I want 
to set her mind at ease. I did not consider her non
confidence motion arrogant for that reason. I foun d  it  
arrogant because I thought it  showed more concern 
for her potential employment as Premier than i t  d id  
for  unemployed Manitobans al l  across th is province. 
That is  what I found egotistical and arrogant. 

She then said that she felt i t  would  be unfair  to 
consider her non-confidence motion arrogant because 
it showed concern for the violation of Treaty r ights or 
the need to protect the environment. Again such is not 
the case, for even the Liberal Leader (Mrs. Carstairs) 
does not have to be wrong al l  the time, and she • 
acknowledges  t h at p o l i t i ca l  Part ies  a n d  p o l i t i ca l  • 
personal it ies do not have to be wrong al l  the t ime.  

I want to read a quote from her inaugural speech in  
th is  House,  May 1 3 ,  1 986. I want to reference it  to the 
fact that I bel ieve people are not wrong al l  the t ime, 
and I also believe it is possible to be crit ical of something 
and at the same t ime support i t .  Now remem ber, the 
reason that the Li berals are vot ing against th is  Budget 
is because they are crit ical of certain aspects of the 
Budget,  but they do n ot want to rel inqu ish their  r ight 
to crit icize later on.  So they are saying if you support 
someth ing you cannot crit icize it later on.  We h ave 
shown that not to be the case with their vot ing in B i l ls, 
but Jet us l isten to what their Leader said a couple of 
years ago. 

I q u ote ,  " W hat  are the G over n m e n t ' s  age n d a  
expressed i n  the Throne Speech? There are some 
positive proposals and I pledge my support to them , 
but there are many issues that th is Speech d oes not 
address. Frankly I was surprised by their absence ."  
She says in  that quote a lone that she can be supportive t of someth ing and at the same t ime be critical of i t ,  1 
and she chose not to vote against that Throne Speech .  
She chose not to support the  Conservatives' non
confidence motion at  the t ime that vote was taken. 
Although she said she would l ike to support the mot ion ,  
she d id not .  I n  doing so ,  i n  not supporting it ,  she showed 
very clearly that one can be posit ive but at the same 
t ime crit ical .  

I th ink what she had to say about protecting aborig inal 
r ights, protecting  the environment is positive. She is  
not ent irely wrong.  She is  not  perfect , wh ich sometimes 
I wonder whether or not she accepts that reality and 
that fai l ing  that we al l  have, but she is not total ly 
i m perfect either. Final ly, J n  her comments the other d ay, 
she worried that I might  consider the concerns she 
expressed about health care in  her non-confidence 
motion to be arrogant as wel l .  Again that was not the 
case. Her comments about heal th  care in  the non
confidence motion were not arrogant, I do  not bel ieve 
they were. H owever, her comments previously about 
m a k i n g  M an it o b a n s  pay for  t h e i r  s l i ppers ,  t h e i r  
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mouthwash, their meals when they are in the hospitals 
are arrogant. 

I consider it  arrogant, and I wi l l  get to the points 
that I do consider arrogant, when she accuses the 
F inance M i nister ( M r. Manness) of bein g  whin ing and 
snivelling and incompetent, when it  is  she who d oes 
not k now that about which she is  speaking .  I consider 
i t  arrogant when she suggests that comments written 
by one of the foremost publ ic servants i n  th is  provin ce, 
and one who has served many different administrat ions 
capably and wel l ,  to be not worth the paper they are 
written upon.  I consider that to be arrogant. 

I consider it  arrogant when she maps out the Li beral 
strategy as doing what is best for Sharon Carstairs. 
Remember the quote? "Sharon Carstairs d oes what 
is best for Sharon Carstairs and hopefu l ly that is good 
for the Liberal Party as wel l . "  I consider i t  arrogant 
w h e n  she says the L i bera ls  a n d  t h e  p e o p l e  t hey 
represent and their ph i losophy is second to what she 
considers best for herself. I consider i t  arrogant when 
their Party condones the use of means tests as a way 
of saving home care costs. 

• ( 1 630) 

Obviously, we have some question as to whether or 
not she is  being arrogant and egotistical so I wanted 
t o  c la r i fy matters ,  so I went to t h e  d ic t ionary to 
reacquaint myself with the defin it ion of "arrogant"  and 
"egotistica l ,"  the two qual i t ies or traits of which we 
have accused her. I just would  l i ke to read "arrogant" 
i nto the record. Arrogant is "overbearing, presumptuous 
or haughty," and of course "egotistical" or "egoism" -
let us use egoism first - "is  an ethical theory that t reats 
self- i nterest as foun d at ion  of moral i ty, systemat ic  
selfishness or self-opin ionatedness ."  

Let us review one of those quotes again .  "Sharon 
Carstairs does what is best for Sharon Carstairs, and 
hopeful ly  that is also good for the Liberal Party. "  What 
d oes that do? That to me is an ethical theory that t reats 
self- interest as a foundation of moral ity. She is  do ing 
what she th inks is  best for  her and second to that is 
what might be best to the Party that she leads.
( l nterjection)- I t  is  self-opin ionated , that is  what i t  is. 
Egot ism-just tel l  me whose picture jumps to m ind  
when I read th is  quote-and I want people just to  
reference t h e i r  percept ions  i n  th is  H ouse,  o k ay ?  
" Egotism-too frequent use o f  ' I '  a n d  ' me, '  practice 
of talk ing about oneself. " Now, I bet you I cou ld  have 
a quiz in th is  House and at least three-fifths of the 
House would h ave the same common picture j u m p  to 
mind when that q uote is read to them.- ( l nterject ion)
Wel l , maybe four-fifths, but some wou ld  not admit  it .  

I guess the q uest ion is, are they really being arrogant 
and egotistical when we suggest that we should a l l  go 
to the pol ls r ight now because they happen to  be 
enjoying some publ ic  popularity and the on ly p lace they 
go, and they know it ,  the on ly p lace they can go i n  the 
future is down. So they would  have us  defeat th is 
Budget, defeat tax breaks for Manitobans, take m oney 
out of Manitobans' pockets because they are afraid of 
their own pol it ical future. That is a Liberal ph i losophy 
and a Liberal pol icy of the caucus. We are told that 
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they are unanimous in that decis ion.  I say that sort of 
decision reflects the mentality, the egotism and the 
arrogance of a Leader who suggests that she does 
what is best for herself before doing that which is  best 
for others. 

I said earlier that I bel ieve, over time, that will more 
and more permeate the Liberal ranks and that the public 
wil l  more and more see that indeed is what th is Party 
is al l about, doing what they th ink is best for themselves 
at any g iven t ime and that wi l l ,  over t ime, have a 
backlash. They are r ight when t hey bel ieve that they 
have only one place to go and that is d own i n  publ ic 
popularity. That is  where they are h eaded by the type 
of approach that their Leader and they are taking 
consistently and constantly in  this H ouse each and every 
day. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member's t ime 
has expired . 

Mr. Cowan: That is what wi l l  happen when they stand 
up  and vote against tax breaks whi le making phony 
excuses to excuse only arrogance and egotism among 
their ranks . 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable M i n ister of 
Justice (Mr. McCrae) has the f loor. 

Mr. McCrae: Thank you, M r. Deputy Speaker. Much 
has already been said about the Budget del ivered on 
June 5 by my col league, the M i n ister of F inance (Mr. 
Manness). Many pictures h ave also been reproduced 
i n  the newspapers and on television showing  a smi l ing 
M i n ister of Finance at the t ime when he was able to 
explain the details of h is  Budget. I ndeed , the M inister 
of Finance was smi l ing on behalf of his constituents 
and my constituents and al l  of the people of Manitoba 
because for the first t ime i n  a long t ime the Min ister 
of Finance was able to bring i n  a Budget that wil l  enjoy, 
I suggest, un iversal acceptance by the citizens of th is  
province. I t  wi l l  a lso resul t  i n  considerable progress, 
economic progress, now and well into the future for 
this province. 

I must say that my fi rst reaction upon hearing the 
Budget speech completed was that I am glad I am not 
a Member of a Party whose Leader is  going to force 
me to vote against this Budget.  I say that because I 
am proud to stand and speak in favour of th is  Budget. 
I wi l l  get it  on the record early, M r. Deputy S peaker. I 
i ntend to vote for this Budget so that no one needs 
to have any doubt as to which d i rection my comments 
are taking me. That was my f i rst reaction,  that I am 
g lad that I do not have a Leader who is  going to force 
me to vote against this Budget because o n  behalf of 
my constituents I can say that my constituents would 
not be p leased with me if  I were to turn my back on 
th is Budget or withdraw support for i t .  

I say that to other Honourable Mem bers who are 
th ink ing about how they wi l l  conduct themselves on 
the day appointed for the vote on th is  Budget. I say 
to them , search your souls, have good and lengthy 
d iscussions i n  caucus, d iscuss this with your col leagues, 
d iscuss it  also with your constituents and find out i f  



Monday, June 12, 1 989 

those constituents are with you if  you happen to be 
tending towards vot ing against th is  Budget. I f  you do 
f ind that your constituents are in  favour of  the approach 
you are tak ing ,  you might want to check out their Party 
credentials. 

An un l i kely result  for me was the reaction of the 
Winn ipeg Sun to this part icular Budget .  I do not th ink  
that any of the newspapers i n  th is province wou ld  want 
to th ink that they are al igned with a part icular pol it ical 
Party or take a particular view consistently on pol it ical 
matters, but I must say that the Winn ipeg Sun editorial 
of June 6 ,  the day fol lowing the Budget,  was refreshing 
for me and someth ing that g ave me some comfort and 
something I think addressed the issue of the Budget 
squarely and addressed it i n  a way that Manitobans 
see i t  as wel l .  So i n  that sense, the article, I suggest , 
reflects the th ink ing of Manitobans. 

M ay I quote, M r. Deputy S peaker, very briefly from 
the ed i tor ia l ?  " S o ,  h o w ' s  t h e  p o l i t i ca l  c l i m ate  i n  
Manitoba? Cou ldn ' t  b e  smoother. Finance M i n ister 
Clayton Manness has come down with a Budget that 
guarantees the province, barr ing some unforeseen 
calamity, a year of pol it ical stab i l ity. There's someth ing 
i n  it for  everyone and virtual ly noth ing negative in  it  
for anyone."  

The editorial refers a l itt le later to the fact that the 
Budget brought forward by the M i n ister of Finance is  
pol it ical ly u nassai lable.  The article concludes with the 
fol lowing:  " But the most i mportant aspect of the 
Budget is the 2 percent reduction in  the rate of provincial 
i ncome tax. We needed that. I t  st i l l  leaves us, at 52 
percent, among the most heavily taxed of al l  Canadians, 
but it's the f i rst break we've had in a long t ime. 

"That,  together with the increase i n  the tax reduction 
for ch i ldren for low- and m iddle-income Manitobans, 
makes it  a l i tt le n icer to be a c i t izen of th is  f ine province 
this morning . "  

(Mr. Speaker i n  t h e  Chair. )  

M r. Speaker, that last paragraph reflects, I suggest, 
the view taken by the Premier ( M r. F i lmon) of th is  
province when he is crit ical of the Leader of the 
Opposit ion ( M rs. Carstairs) when she refers to our 
p rovince as a have-not province, as a weak province 
and as a hard-up province. That is not the view taken 
by the Premier of this province. That is  not the view 
taken by the M i n ister of Finance ( M r. Manness) and it  
certain ly is n ot my view. 

I arrived in the Province of Manitoba in 1 957 when 
I was quite young.  Over the years s ince, I have grown 
closer and closer in my affect ion for this province, and 
I th ink  consistently, M r. Speaker, that I and others on 
this side of the H ouse have taken an optimistic view 
of the future of our province. 

The posi t i o n  taken  by  M e m bers of  the Off ic ia l  
Opposit ion i n  th is  H ouse in  opposit ion to th is  so-called 
"good-news Budget" is  a message for al l  Manitobans. 
That message is a quest ion.  The q uest ion is ,  do we 
want to  take th is d oomy and g loomy outlook for our 
province or d o  we want to look ahead with some 
confidence, look ahead at the chal lenges facing us and 
join together and work together towards bu i ld ing a 
better Manitoba? 
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I th ink  Manitobans are saying ,  yes, we want to bu i ld  
a better Manitoba. We do not  want to turn down a 
Budget that g ives us a great opportunity to beg in  that 
process of bui ld ing a better Manitoba. So my suggestion 
to Honourable Members opposite, the Honourable 
Member for St .  Vital (Mr. Rose),  for example, my 
suggestion to h im is to take a look again at the Budget 
that he wi l l  be casting his judgment on, on Wed nesday 
of th is  week , d iscuss the matter with h is  colleague,  the 
Honourable Member for Assin iboia ( M r. Mandrake). 
Perhaps the H onourable Member for Assin i boia should 
consult h is  constituents on th is matter before he makes 
up  his mind f inal ly on which way he should be voting 
on the day appointed for the decision on th is  Budget. 

• ( 1 640) 

Now the H onourable Member for Assin iboia (Mr. 
M a n d rake)  t e l l s  u s  t h at he h as c o n s u l ted h i s  
constituents. I wonder i f  they are the same constituents 
he consu lted on the d ay he was nominated to run in 
the elect ion i n  1 988. 

N ow I s u g gest t o  the H o n ou ra b l e  M e m ber  for  J 
Assin i boia, the H onourable Mem ber for St.  Vital, and � 
others in the Official Opposit ion,  that if they feel they 
have done an adequate job of consult ing with their 
constituents, they might try again .  Their constituents 
can read the newspapers as wel l as I can. Their 
constituents can read the newspapers as wel l as the 
Honourable Member for Assin iboia, the Honourable 
Member for St.  Vital .  

I know, M r. Speaker, i t  has been d i ff icult to be a 
Liberal over the last week or so in the Province of 
Manitoba. I know that, but there is a brighter day 
dawn ing for Members of the Liberal Party, because 
u lt imately they wi ll come to their senses. U lt imately, 
they wi l l  get in l i ne with other Manitobans and they wi l l  
see th ings through the same g lasses as the g lasses 
used by their constituents. 

But t o d ay, M r. Speaker, and t o m orrow a n d  
Wed nesday, a s  they consider their vote on t h i s  Budget, 
during those days, they wi l l  have more opportun ity to 
reflect very soberly and very calmly and very reasonably 4 
about the posit ion they are taking.  They wi l l  have the 1 
opportunity to ask their Leader, is this really the posit ion 
we ought to be tak ing at th is t ime in  the h istory of 
Manitoba? Is  th is  real ly the position we should be 
tak ing? Does this position adequately and properly 
reflect the wishes of our constituents who are the people 
who sent us here, to represent us faithfu l ly and to the 
best of our ab i l ity? Is  this real ly the position our 
constituents want us to take? 

So I seriously ask Honourable Members to think about 
th is ,  to approach their Leader again if  they have not 
al ready done so, to ask her to look again at the position 
that she is proposing to take with respect to the Budget. 
I ask them also to consider the d ifficult process the 
Leader of the Opposit ion (Mrs. Carstairs) has gone 
through to arr ive at the conclusion that she has arrived 
at only just so very recently. 

We k n o w  t h at o n  t h e  day a p p o i nted for  h e r  
contri but ion to t h i s  debate, f o r  h e r  response to the 
Budget,  the Leader of the Opposit ion d id  not know on 
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that day exactly what posit ion she should be taking .  
She d id  n o t  k now previously to that what posit ion she 
should be tak ing .  When i t  came to the Throne Speech,  
she knew before she heard i t  that she was not going 
to be vot ing for that and indeed that she woul d  br ing 
i n  a motion of non-confidence. 

When it  came to the Budget, somehow her m ind  was 
not made up  for some time after hear ing the contents 
of  t h e  B u d g e t .  We k now t hat  t h e  Leader  of  t h e  
Oppos i t ion ( M rs.  Carsta i rs )  t o o k  t h e  posit ion  that  
somehow the M i nister of Finance ( M r. Manness) was 
br ing ing in some other k ind  of program, some k ind  of 
program that would not u l t imately inure to the benefit 
of M a n i t o b a n s  a n d  t h at t h e  t ax breaks  t h a t  are 
d iscussed in  the Budget should come i n  sooner rather 
than later. 

We knew that was a posit ion that she took. We k new 
that her support for the Budget was dependent upon 
the M i nister's ab i l ity to br ing i n  those tax cuts sooner. 
N ow,  t h e  M i n is ter  of F i n an c e  ( M r. M an ness)  
demonstrated to the Leader of the Opposit ion that was 
not possible. Of course, the Leader of the Opposit ion 
had her mind made up  about that too, but the M i nister 
of Finance satisfied the Leader of the Opposit ion about 
h is  situation with regard to tax cuts coming later rather 
than sooner but, no, that was not enough either, M r. 
S peaker. 

So I ask the Honourable Member for l nkster ( M r. 
Lamoureux), the Honourable Member for Transcona 
( M r. Kozak), to look deeply i nto their consciences and 
to discuss a l itt le more with some of their constituents 
the position that they are being put i nto by their  Leader 
and ask themselves, is this really what Manitobans want 
me to do? Is  th is  really what my constituents want me 
to do? Am I here to ignore the wishes of my constituents 
or  am I here to represent their wishes and to provide 
some leadershi p  to my constituents? 

We need only look at some of the media coverage 
of the Budget, M r. Speaker, to know where M an itobans 
are with respect to th is  and to know what is  being said 
about this Budget. We know that accord ing to the 
Winnipeg Free Press of June 7 ,  report ing on events in 
th is H ouse on June 6, we know that jeers and heckles 
erupted from the Legis lature floor when the Liberal 
Leader (Mrs. Carstairs) ended her address saying her 
caucus has not decided if  they wil l support the m inority 
Government when the Budget comes to a vote. 

Now that is not only h istoric, i t  not only breaks with 
trad it ion in  th is province, M i n isters of the Opposit ion 
usually are able to come to some kind of conclusion 
about their position on a Budget before they actual ly 
take t h e i r  p l ace in the H ouse  and m a k e  t h e i r  
contribution to the debate. Now, I am n o t  here t o  say 
we need to be hidebound when it comes to trad it ion,  
or that we need to forget a l l  about the way th ings are 
done or we need slavishly to adhere to practices that 
have always been practised in th is  H ouse. 

I agree that some practices outl ive their usefu l ness 
and that changes are needed somet imes, but there has 
real ly been no evidence, certainly no evidence in th is  
Budget that would  tel l  me that the Leader of the 
Opposit ion (Mrs.  Carstairs) should not be able to know 
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what her posit ion is on such a Budget when her t ime 
comes to speak i n  the House. 

The Leader of the th ird Party in  this House, the second 
Opposit ion Party, the Leader of the New Democratic 
Party, the Honourable Member for Concordia (Mr. Doer) 
said,  "I do not th ink they know where they want to be 
one d ay from the other. "  I might add ,  they d o  not know 
from one moment to the other and the leadership they 
are getting from their present Leader of the Opposition 
does not real ly help them out of that bind either. 

There is one th ing that the Leader of the Opposition 
( M rs .  Carst a i rs )  s a i d  t h at cau sed me some 
consternat ion.  I mean, this person is the Leader of  the 
Official Opposit ion in  th is province, a very i mportant 
posi t i o n .  Peop le  of t h e  p rov ince  l o o k  to her for  
leadership and  look  to her  for  clear th ink ing .  They look 
to her for positive statements about our province and 
l o o k  to her for  respo n s i b l e  o p p o s i t i o n ,  where 
responsible opposit ion is requ i red. She accused the 
Min ister of F inance ( M r. Manness) of using sleight of  
hand when it  came to setting up  h is  Fiscal Stabi l izat ion 
Fu n d .  I h ave k n own t h e  M i n ister of  F i nance ( M r. 
Manness) long enough to know that M i n ister deals i n  
a very straightforward manner. That M in ister d oes not 
deal i n  sleight of hand . 

On behalf of that M in ister and on behalf of a l l  of my 
col leagues who support the Budget brought forward 
by the M in ister of F inance ( M r. Manness), I take great 
offence to t hose k inds of comments coming from a 
person in a posit ion as h igh as that held by the Leader 
of the Opposit ion ( M rs.  Carstairs). But then she added , 
of course, but the concept of the fund is a good one. 
That is why I say I d isagree with the Leader of the New 
Democratic Party ( M r. Doer) who says they d o  not know 
what they are doing from one day to the next. I disagree 
to the extent that I really wonder if  they know from 
one moment to the next what they are doing.  

The Fiscal Stabi l ization Fund, I suggest, i s  evidence 
that the M in ister of Finance ( M r. Manness) has vision ,  
that the M i n ister of Finance is  capable of looking 
forward into the future and he is capable of carefu l  
p lanning for t h e  future o f  M an itobans. That i s  what t h e  
Fiscal Stab i l izat ion  Fund  is  a l l  about .  H o n ourab le 
Members opposite, I suggest , wi l l  know exactly what 
I am talk ing about because the analogy used by the 
M i n ister of Finance ( M r. Manness) was a very good one, 
that analogy being,  how would you i n  your d ay to d ay 
l ives running your homes manage your f inancial affairs. 
Let us take the example of a commission salesperson, 
for instance. A commission salesperson has good 
months, good years, and not so good months and good 
years. Our farmers have good years and not so good 
years, recen tly more not so good years. The fact is  
carefu l p l a n n i n g  for  t h ose not  s o  good years is  
i mportant , or  where are you going to be left? 

Certain ly, the Liberal Critic, the Honourable Member 
for Osborne (Mr. Alcock) th inks that what the Min ister 
of Finance (Mr. Manness) is creat ing is  a slush fund.  
Wel l ,  I th ink i n  h is  own personal f inances he would not 
cal l  such a fund a s lush fund , so why does he attack 
the personal integrity and credib i l ity of the Min ister of 
F i n ance ( M r. M a n ness) by refer r i ng  to the F iscal  
Stabil ization Fund as a slush fund ? It does demonstrate 
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the lengths to which Honourable Members in the Liberal 
Party  w i l l  go i n  at tem p t i n g  to d i sc r e d i t  an 
undiscreditable M i nister of Finance ( M r. Manness). 
O bviously, the people of Man itoba d o  not agree with 
the posit ion taken by the Honourable Mem ber for 
Osborne ( M r. Alcock) and certain ly not the posit ions 
taken by the Honourable Leader of the Opposit ion (Mrs. 
Carstairs). 

I say a Budget that decreases taxes, a Budget that 
d ecreases the deficit ,  a Budget that prepares Manitoba 
or  sets aside funds for the future,  I say a Budget l ike 
that is a Budget that Manitobans have been wait ing 
for, tor years. Where are the Honourable Mem bers in  
the L iberal Party? 

Mr. Downey: Oh, they are out to lunch.  

Mr. McCrae: My honourable colleague, the M in ister 
of Northern Affairs ( M r. Downey) suggests they are out 
to  lunch. I cannot help but agree, as I often do,  with 
the M inister of Northern Affairs. Not only did i t  do the 
three th ings that I mentioned a moment ago, but it  
also provided s ignificant new funding tor health care, 
for education and other i mportant social services in 
our province. This is the k ind  of funding Honourable 
Members i n  the L iberal Party want to oppose, for what 
purpose? For what pol i t ical p urpose, if they wi l l  resort 
to no other purpose, for what pol it ical p urpose would 
t hey have in  not supporting increased funding l ike that? 

* ( 1 650) 

The Honourable Member tor St. James (Mr. Edwards) 
often r ises in the House and proposes g reat gobs of 
new spending of money for justice services, for example. 
H is col leagues suggest the spend ing of g reat gobs of 
m oney for other services. We k now, last summer 
col lectively, they suggested new spend ing of someth ing 
more than $700 mi l l ion .  Wit h  that k ind  of spend ing 
being suggested and that k ind  of pressure being 
exerted , and if Honourable Members opposite can get 
support for that k ind  of pressure, I th ink  th is  so-cal led 
rainy-day fund might  not be such a bad idea. I f  we 
f ind that i n  the farm sector, for example, we have a 
d ifficult  year, as we have had in the past , that fund is 
t here tor that. That fund is there to cushion us, to keep 
us  from more tax shock l ike we have had in  the past 
or  to keep us from runn ing deficits that wi l l  put us out 
of control agai n ,  as we have been in the past . 

I am g lad to say that we are again under control i n  
th is  province, but I say no  thanks  to Honourable 
Members i n  the Liberal Party. I say no  thanks to their 
suggested spend ing of $700 mi l l ion .  That is the kind 
of f iscal responsib i l ity we can expect from the Liberal 
Party of Manitoba? M r. Speaker, I say thanks,  but no 
t h an k s .  M a n i t o b a n s  h ave had e n o u g h  of  t h a t .  
M an itobans are looking ahead . Manitobans know that 
proper planning is going to be i mportant for the future 
of our  kids.  That is i mportant to me as a father and 
as a legislator. I entered pol it ics for the purpose of 
stand ing up for the interests of all Manitobans, and 
notably young Manitobans who have to face the future. 

I also stand for democracy. I am tel l ing you runn ing 
$700 m i l l ion-plus deficits steals from my k ids and your 
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kids the r ight to make decisions as to what they are 
going to do with tax monies in the future when $700 
mi l l ion of it has to be paid back, plus interest, i n  interest 
charges and deficit reduction, and then they have the 
gal l  to talk about a fund set up  for those rainy d ays 
and those exigencies in the future, to call that a slush 
fun d .  I say what unmit igated gal l  coming from people 
who have the experience of Honourable Mem bers 
opposite.- ( l nterjection)-

My honourable friend ,  the Member for Transcona 
( M r. Kozak), says I k now they would  not do that .  If 
Liberal Members want to suggest $700 mil l ion spending 
increases, and tel l  me then I know that they woul d  not 
do i t ,  then why do t hey suggest it in the f irst p lace, 
M r. Speaker, i f  they tell me I know you know I would 
not d o  that? Why say you are going to d o  it  i f  you 
know you wil l not do i t? That tel ls me someth ing about 
the credib i l ity of the Liberal Party in  this province. 

M aybe the Honourable Member for Transcona (Mr. 
Kozak) wi l l  want to d iscuss that matter with h is  Leader 
as wel l .  When he knows his Leader woul d  not have 
spent $700 mi l l ion  even though she said they would ,  � then I say they have a serious problem among their � 
ranks and amongst the Li beral benches opposite. They 
have a very serious cred ib i l ity problem and a very 
serious leadership problem. 

H e r b  M i d d lestead of the  W i n n i peg C h a m b e r  of 
Commerce could not see any down sides in  the Budget. 
He said that on behalf of his members he was p leased . 
H e  a lso  s a i d  t hat  t h e  B u d get  i s  g o i n g  to h e l p  
entrepreneurs and businesses in  Manitoba. This Budget 
is going to create more jobs and attract more people. 
The Liberal Party, M r. Speaker, is against more jobs. 
They are against attracting more people to our province. 

G a r t h  W h i te  of  t h e  C a n a d i a n  Federat i o n  of 
Independent Business says there are three issues: 
taxes d ecrease d ,  def ic i t  red u c t i o n  and l ow-cost 
in i t iatives for smal l  business, and they came up  with 
a l l  th ree. That is the business view. I t  has been said 
that maybe we should not be surprised that is the 
business view of a Tory Budget. The Liberal Party ran 
a business campaign i n  1 988. I t  was basically the same 
campaign run by the Conservative Party in this province. 
Their promises were basical ly the same, so when we 
try to keep promises that they made, what are they 
trying to do? What are they doing saying they are not 
going to support keeping their own promises? I do not 
u nderstand that either, M r. Speaker. 

I am going to have a heck of a t ime vot ing for the 
Li beral Party in  the next election because they do not 
know what they are doing. They do not know where 
they are coming from and, more important ,  they do 
not know where they are going.  

Un iversity of Manitoba economist Norm Cameron 
says that the province's Finance Department has done 
a dandy job .  Those are pretty powerfu l words to read 
about a Budget. You do not usually hear those k inds 
of things about Budgets but  this "dandy job" descri bed 
by Norm Cameron is a job that the Li berals th ink  is 
not good enough and that somehow they could do 
better. 

That is interest ing .  They cou ld do better than the 
kind of Budget brought forward by the M i n ister of 
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Finance ( M r. Manness). First, we hear that Honour,able 
Members opposite are an adult  day care and that you 
h ave to tell each of them th ings more than three t imes 
before they sink into their heads. Then three weeks 
l ater we hear, oh, but we are ready to govern, and then 
we witness the goings-on in this House by Members 
of the Liberal Party, most notably the Honourable 
Member for Osborne ( M r. Alcock) and the Honourable 
Leader of the Opposition ( Mrs. Carstairs) and the way 
they mishandled their opposit ion to the Budget. Then 
they want to tel l  us that they cannot tel l  a dandy job,  
that they th ink th is  is not a dandy job,  but th is  Party 
that is ready to govern and ready to spend $700 mi l l ion, 
more than we would have last year, but then we know 
they would not do that, a l l  of that is the same Party 
that wants to govern in th is  province. I say, God help 
us. I know M anitobans say, God help us. I bel ieve t here 
wi l l  be a lot of assistance in making sure that d oes not 
happen when the time does come. 

We did not,  frankly, expect to get the kind of reaction 
we got from the labour representative i n  th is  province, 
M r. Wi lf  H u dson, but you k now, I wil l  accept h is support 
too. I t  is  u nusual , i t  is unprecedented that we would  
have a labour  leader of the stature of  Mr. Hudson 
speaking favourably about a Conservative Budget. I 
am very happy to hear that ,  but it tel ls me someth ing 
about the Budget too, but somehow that  is lost on 
Honourable Members i n  the Liberal Party. 

Jenny H i l l iard , the President of the Manitoba Branch 
of the Consumers' Associat ion of Canada, says that 
the Manitoba tax reduction benefit for dependent 
ch i ldren is  a g reat th ing .  I t  is  going to be nice for a 
l o t  of l ow - i n c o m e  p e o p l e .  H on o u r a b l e  M e m bers 
opposite want to vote against low-income people in  
th is  province too .  I say there is someth ing perverse 
about a l l  that,  there is someth ing strange about th is .  
I am saying the Honourable Members who are wi l l ing 
to l isten to my voice today, and I am g lad to see that 
there are some who stayed around long enough to 
l isten to me, I say, take it up with your Leader, take it  
u p  with your Leader. Low-income people are going to 
lose out if  you have your way in  this province. I am 
tel l ing you, stand up  for ch i ldren,  stand up for low
income people. Stand up .  You might even check with 
some of those low-income people in  your constituency, 
maybe you could benefit from hearing from them. 

Certain ly, as M i n ister of Justice, i f  I can d igress for 
a m inute from other i ssues, as M i nister of Justice in  
th is  province, I am very p leased to see the attention 
being paid to justice issues by th is Government.  Would 
i t  not  be n ice if  I cou ld say, "and al l  the cred it  should 
come to me"? But I do n ot usual ly talk that way because 
I am not the Leader of the Opposit ion.  I say, th is 
G overnment deserves some credit for that k ind of 
at ten t i o n  to j ust ice  i ssues  i n  t h i s  p rovi n ce ,  o u r  
G overnment, n o t  me alone. 

I mean, I d o  not do what is  good for me because 
whatever is good for me is  good for my Party and so 
on.  I th ink  we have. heard quoted something,  and I wi l l  
quote that we know S haron Carstairs wel l  enough to 
k now t hat "Sharon Carstairs does what is good for 
Sharon Carstairs and ,  hopefully, what is good for Sharon 
Carstairs is also good for the Liberal Party. "  Wel l , let 
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us hope i t  is  also good for the people of Manitoba too, 
because they should figure in  this equation somewhere. 
I d id  d igress again ,  d id  I not? 

An Honourable Member: Yes, you d i d .  

Mr. McCrae: I really should n o t  have done that because 
I want to talk briefly about just ice issues that are very 
i mportant to me and to the people of th is  province. 

After many years of being ignored, justice i ssues are 
not ignored any more; 8 .2 percent increased funding 
for justice i n  th is province is  nothing to sneeze about, 
M r. Speaker. Eleven m i l l ion dol lars to help people with 
access to justice in  this province, to help the Publ ic 
Trustee i n  looking after the people u nder h is care, to 
help with the Land Titles Office to make sure that people 
can buy houses and sell houses in  th is  province without 
having  to wait longer than anywhere else in  th is country 
to have their t it le processed.  

We were looking also and g iving the resources to do 
the work at the Crown Prosecutions Office so that 
people facing prosecution in  this province can have 
their  cases dealt with sooner rather than later, so that 
vict ims can have these matters out of the way, so that 
witnesses do not have to be inconven ienced the way 
they have been and, yes, for the Member for St.  James 
( M r. Edwards), so that the lawyers do not have to be 
inconvenienced either. 

* ( 1 700) 

The point is  the money is there for just ice issues. 
The money is there to serve people better. That is what 
we are attempting to do and we are keeping a close 
eye on how that money is being spent , but we are not 
j ust t hrowing money around.  We have already i dentified 
in  the last year where money is needed , where f inancial 
resources are needed . That is  what G overnment is for, 
not just to say yes to everyone who comes along, as 
Members of the Liberal Party would do, result ing i n  
$700 mi l l ion o f  addit ional spending,  which w e  know 
they woul d  not real ly spend .  I f ind that u n bel ievable 
and that gets me back to the credib i l ity problem that 
the Liberal Party has in th is  province;  

The one th ing I would l ike to respond to,  i n  a very 
serious way, is a point raised by the Honourable Leader 
of the New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer) who said he 
was d isappointed there was not the same kind of money 
in the Budget that h is  Party would have l i ked for d irect 
Government job creation.  I was there, Mr. Speaker, 
pr ior to the 1 986 election and prior to the 1988 elect ion.  
I was t here and l istening to people in  my constituency 
about what happens when the grant runs out. You know 
what h appens when the grant runs out? You are out 
of work again ,  that is what happens. That is what 
happens with d i rect Government programs. 

I hope the Li beral Party will support us in  our wish 
to get the private sector working,  as it has worked in 
the past in  Manitoba. We want to work again in the 
future, to put people to work in real jobs, in meaningful 
jobs,  and jobs that do not !!top when the grant rims 
out.  The best way to do that is through tax in i t iatives 
l ike the removal of the payrol l  tax for most .employers 
in  this province. 
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H o n o u rab le  Mem bers are aga inst  removi n g  t h e  
payrol l  tax a n d  that surprises me because that was 
another election promise of the Liberal Party. Here we 
are on instal lment two of the removal of the payrol l  
tax a n d  H onourable Members o f  t h e  Liberal Party want 
t o  o p pose t h a t .  F o r g i ve me if I h ave t r o u b l e  
u nderstanding their logic.  I have t o  shake my head the 
more I th ink about that one. That one is  a very, very 
i mportant d is incentive to the creat ion of work in th is  
province. I am g lad to see that the New Democrats are 
supporting this Budget for whatever shortcomings they 
th ink the Budget has. I am g lad to see them support ing 
i t  because i t  means w i th  the ir  support  M a n i t o b a  
businesses w i l l  b e  a b l e  t o  h e l p  create more jobs,  wi l l  
help to be able to put more money i n  p lant  and 
equipment so that they can put people to work. That 
is what M anitobans want to do.  

Manitobans d o  not want to receive a l l  of those $700 
mi l l ion additional spending that the Liberals would have 
Governments spend in th is province. Manitobans d o  
n o t  want t hat. Manitobans a r e  self-rel iant.  Manitobans 
are proud.  We d o  not view ourselves as have-nots, as 
hard up  and weak as the Liberals view us. We are n ot 
l ike that. This is Manitoba and we are proud. Businesses, 
entrepreneurs and people work ing for them want to 
see that payrol l  tax removed because that payrol l  tax 
is a d is incentive to putt ing people to work. I refuse to 
accept that verd ict about the Province of Man itoba. 

I n  terms of our arrangements with other Governments 
and with Ottawa, yes, we h ave to accept more than 
we put in .  Do not th ink for a m inute, M r. S peaker, that 
makes me proud because it d oes not. I wi l l  do everything 
i n  my power, I wi l l  jo in with the M inister of F inance ( M r. 
Manness) and I wi l l  jo in  with the Premier ( M r. F i lmon)  
to  make Manitoba a "have" province, so that we d o  
n ot h ave t o  have p e o p l e  l i k e  t h e  Leader  of  t h e  
Opposit ion ( M rs. Carstairs) going around tel l ing us how 
poor we are al l  the t ime. That kind of th ink ing is  an 
oppressive kind of th ink ing ,  and it leads one to some 
type of depression about what it means to be a 
Man itoban and what the futu re means for us and for 
our ch i ld ren. I want my ch i ld ren to complete their  
educat ion.  I want them to be hopeful about what lays 
ahead for them and their fami l ies. By accept ing the 
negativism thrown across th is province by Members 
of the Liberal Party, we are really not help ing our k ids 
very much,  and I wou ld  say that is the wrong way to 
go. 

I am very happy that the Vision Capital Fund is going 
t o  b e  t h e re ,  $30 m i l l i o n  t o  help start  o r  e x p a n d  
businesses i n  this province. I am very happy that women 
and r u ra l  M a n i t o b a n s  start i n g  in b u s i n ess w i l l  b e  
targeted f o r  guarantees on l oans u p  to $ 1 0,000.00. 
Those are the k inds of i n it iatives that wi l l  br ing out that 
pr ide that we talked about i n  the last elect ion ,  the pr ide 
in a job wel l d o n e  in the P ro v i n c e  of  M a n i t o b a .  
Honourable Members opposite take on t h e  duty o f  being 
pride-busters i n  this province. I am tel l i ng  you ,  that is 
not going to win them very much in  the way of popularity. 

I d o  say, gett ing back to the d i rect job creat ion idea 
put forward by the Leader of the New Democratic Party, 
that h is  posit ion merely reflects a d ifference in the 
ph i losophy between h is  Party and my Party, and of  
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course we do not know where the ph i losophy of the 
Li beral Party is ,  so that we have to try to g o  by 
someth ing .  I say we are both after the same th ing.  They 
want to create jobs, I want to create jobs. I want to 
create real jobs and that is what the d i fference is .  

With respect to the Honourable Mem ber for  Osborne 
( M r. A lcoc k ) ,  he s a i d  w i t h  respect t o  the F isca l  
Stabi l ization Fun d  that the  Min ister o f  Finance (Mr. 
Manness) should have used last year's  revenue arising 
from the m in ing tax and federal transfer payments to 
br ing in a balanced Budget or a surplus. 

Never mind the attention being paid to the future by 
Honourable Members on this side of the House. Never 
m ind  making sure that the tax cuts we want to br ing 
forward are safe. Never mind that there is such a th ing 
as sensit ive budgeting.  That is not what is on the mind 
of the Honourable Member for Osborne ( M r. Alcock) 
and h is  seat-mate, the Leader of the Opposition ( Mrs. 
Carstai rs). What is on their m ind is to find themselves 
over on this side of the H ouse somehow, and they wi l l  
do it any way they have to. I think Honourable Members 
present here today in the Liberal Party would  do well 
to try to put the damper on that k ind of th ink ing .  

* ( 1 7 1 0) 

I know that some of the Members of the Li beral Party 
came here with a genuine interest in helping their 
neighbours, their fr iends and their constituents. I know 
they d id ,  and some Honourable Mem bers are nodding 
their heads i n  agreement this afternoon . I k now that 
is why they are here and so I ask them , l isten to your 
constituents, be responsib le, raise the matter i n  caucus 
again ,  put i n  a good f ight against your Leader who has 
her mind set on going in  this d i rection that is  lead ing 
to who knows where. 

I th ink the Honourable Members l isten ing to me th is 
afternoon know where Manitobans want to go. I say, 
do you not want to be there with them ? Do you not 
want to be with M an itobans? I say, search your souls.  
You have a couple more days to do it .  As my own 
Leader, the Premier of Manitoba (Mr. F i lmon) ,  sai d ,  "I 
bel ieve that they would incur the wrath of the pub l ic 
because I bel ieve this Budget has al l  the th ings people 
i n  th is province are looking for. " I do not th ink the 
Premier is very far off the mark with that statement.  
The Honourable Members present i n  th is H ouse today, 
I am sure, wi l l  agree with that. 

So I have to ask , what is it? Is  it a s ing le-minded 
wish to self-destruct? Is it the lemming inst inct that we 
see in L i beral Parties across this country? Is it the 
lemming i nst inct that we see i n  Newfoundland? Ah,  
Newfound land ,  M r. Speaker, the fi rst election after the 
fi rst Budget after the election of a majority Liberal 
Government i n  Newfoun d land.  and what do they have 
i n  the ir  Budget and compare that with the Province of 
Man i toba 's  Budget? Tax i ncreases al l  over the map. 

I was i n  Prince Edward Is land last week ,  had the 
opportun ity and the p leasure of meeting the new 
M i n ister of Just ice for the Province of Newfound land .  
The man was em barrassed when he and I ta lked about 
our Budgets and compared them, one with the other. 

A tax expert by the name of Alan Jacks said , "There 
has been a lot of focus on the m idd le- income fami ly. 
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They have been h igh ly taxed in the past, and th is  is a 
read justment" .  I k now what M anitobans are saying.  
They are saying it  is  about t ime for that readjustment. 
They are saying ,  th is  is the readjustment we have been 
wait ing for. I am saying,  where i s  the Liberal Party when 
i t  comes to the kind of readjustment that Manitobans 
h ave been wait ing for for years? They are slavishly 
fol lowing the Leader of the Opposit ion ( M rs .  Carstairs) 
who does not know where she is taking them. I say 
that i s  a problem for Honourable Members opposite. 

M r. Speaker, as John Diefenbaker used to say after 
40 m i nutes, I have just got my throat cleared , but I 
th ink  my message is clear. I wi l l  not ask for any 
addit ional t ime, although I know Honourable Mem bers 
opposite would more than l ikely want to grant me that 
add itional t ime today. I wi l l  not ask them for that. I just 
imp lore them, put your pol it ical agenda aside for now. 
There is not going to be an elect ion soon anyway. Get 
onside with the people of Manitoba. Get on there where 
the people want you to be and provide the leadershi p  
that they want you to g ive. 

The people of Brandon want the k ind of leadersh ip  
that has  been displayed by  the M i nister of  Finance ( M r. 
Manness), the fact that he has been able to put  the 
f inances of the province on t rack , the fact that he i s  
ab le ,  wi l l ing and  courageous enough to look  ahead , 
make plans for what might not always be sunny d ays. 
There may be some rainy d ays down the road and I 
th ink  it is i mportant that a M i n ister of Finance, if he 
can possibly d o  i t ,  make arrangements for those days 
to cushion the impact on Manitobans. 

I say to H onourable Members opposite, think about 
it  again ,  d iscuss i t ,  d iscuss it  with your Leader and 
amongst each other. Discuss it  with your constituents. 
Come back to the H ouse, jo in the other Parties i n  this 
H ouse supporting a Budget that is  good for Manitoba 
and good for Manitobans. Thank you , M r. Speaker. 

M r. Mark Minenko ( Seven Oaks) :  I n deed , t h e  
H onourable M i nister o f  Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) 
suggested six o'clock, and I i ndeed then look forward 
to a task of keeping him advised and i nterested in  h is  
cha i r  over the next some 40 minutes. 

One of the th ings that I look back upon the fi rst 
Session of this Legislature was my role as Deputy 
Speaker assist ing yourself i n  the operation of, and 
smooth operat ion of, the House. Certain ly, as a rookie 
Member of the Legislature, I found that tenure as Deputy 
Speaker both valuable and an interest ing experience. 

One of the th ings that I even now keep in  m ind  is 
when a Member of this Legislature rises on a point of 
order or other matter br inging any matter to the 
attention of the Speaker, I often began fol lowing your 
own lead , advised that I would thank al l  Honourable 
Members for their advice before making a decision 
rul ing on a part icular point of order. I think that term 
and that thought must go into our considerat ion of the 
B udget as well ,  where indeed over the last week or so 
I have sat i n  this Chamber and considered the words 
of H onourable Members who have spoken before me, 
h ave g iven their words,  ideas and thoughts grave 
considerat ion,  as I d id  all last week whi le our caucus 

500 

was reviewing in some detai l the Budget presented by 
th is  Government. 

A budget sett ing out the f inancial d i rection of a 
p r o v i n c e  i s  an i ncred i b l y  i m portant  G over n m e n t  
d ocument a n d  does requ i re study a n d  considerat ion.  
That ,  I bel ieve, is a responsi ble way of f\pproaching a 
decision to be made in th is H ouse. A budget of some 
detai l ,  a budget sett ing out the future d i rect ion of this 
province cannot be read and d igested in  a short period 
of  t ime. 

When various Members of th is  Chamber, various 
members of the press and publ ic  were saying ,  "Oh,  
we could not make up  our mind , "  i t  is  not that we 
cou ld not make up our mind .  I t  is that we felt that as 
a responsible Opposition in th is  Legis lature, we had to 
review it  and consider the i mpact of the Budget Speech 
we heard last Monday and consider it, because I have 
learned over th is  last year as a f irst-t ime Member of 
th is  Chamber that Government decisions are not and 
cannot be taken in  isolation from one another, that 
decisions of Government, I bel ieve, are l ike a giant 
j igsaw puzzle. I f  you were to take out one p iece out 
of t hat j igsaw puzzle, i f  you were to  change that piece, 
you have to consider the impl icat ion of that change on 
a l l  the other pieces. 

I t  is  with that in mind certainly myself and the other 
Members of the Liberal Caucus spent several d ays not 
only considering and reviewing the B udget Speech, but 
also the prel iminary Est imates of the department 's 
spending .  Where we asked and attempted to ask 
M i n isters of this Government questions on  the Budget 
and when you review the answers that we received,  
M r. Speaker, to what I bel ieve certa in ly legit imate 
q uestions d i rected at attempting to consider the further 
advice that these M in isters have and can call upon i n  
their  various departments to provide the answers to 
attempt to see the d irection of th is  Government beyond 
the n u m bers and t h e  f i g u res a n d  facts t hat are 
p resented, to l i sten and consider answers to specific 
q uest i o n s  t h at we m ig h t  h ave , I m u s t  say I was 
d isappointed . 

I look to a series of questions that I ,  myself ,  posed 
to Min isters of the Government and when I looked to 
the answers, and I have read them over a number of 
t imes to ensure that I would not be mistaken, the 
answers were not d irected to the q uest ion . These 
q uestions were based on matters that I felt I should 
raise and al low the M i nister responsible to respond and 
say, l isten ,  you are n ot quite correct i n  your p reamble 
or your  question in  that th is is what is said .  Yet again ,  
when you look t o  those answers, t here i s  a b lank.  Either 
the M i n ister chose to seek some other d i rection or to 
answer some other q uest ion that he would p refer. 

I look to the question with respect to the Wang 
I m ag i n g  Centre .  Wel l ,  were t h e re other  M an i t o b a  
proposals? The Minister could  have got u p  in  t h e  House · 

and .  responded, wel l ,  these are the reasons why we 
selected Wang .  This is that there were no Manitobans 
prepared to offer t h ose services o r  n o  M an i t o b a  
companies that had the technolog ica l  capabi l i t ies o f  
performing those duties w e  requ i red. Yet there were 
no real reasons given ,  Mr. S peaker, and that concerns 
me especial ly in this period of time when we, as 
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responsib le Members of the Loyal Opposit ion,  reviewed 
in detail the Budget. 

* ( 1 720) 

M r. Speaker, n o  Member of th is H ouse has truly 
spoken against the l iberal tax cuts that this Government 
has g iven to people. We saw the way the previous 
G overnment dealt with ordinary Manitobans. They taxed 
them and taxed them, a truly oppressive regime. Indeed 
certainly, th is was addressing  a part icular problem that 
M e m bers of t h i s  G over n m e n t  w h e n  t h ey were i n  
Opposit ion ,  were remind ing  the Members o f  the New 
Democratic Party about the heavy taxation l oad on 
Manitobans. It  is  so easy to say, yes,  we support the 
Budget, we support these tax cuts.  I t  is true, we do 
support the tax cuts,  but I bel ieve that there is  much 
more to th is  Budget than the tax cuts and therei n  as 
a couple of the M i nisters h ave mentioned , agree with 
me that there i s  more to th is  Budget than tax cuts,  
much more. 

When we look to these other areas, those lead us 
t o  concerns that we h ave. It is but i ncredi ble if  you 
l i sten to the responses of the M i n ister of Health ( M r. 
O r c h a r d )  i n  j u st t h e  rec e n t  c r i s i s  t h a t  i s  i n  h i s  
department. I ncred ible,  M r. Speaker, j ust i ncred i ble. 
Some people say it is  good pol it ics when you wait for 
a crisis to happen i n  your department, and then you 
come i n  and as a saviour  and say, this is  what we wi l l  
d o ,  th is is  how we wi l l  correct the act ion.  

But ,  M r. Speaker, the Department of Health is dealing 
d i rectly with potential l ife and death situations, and 
what do  we f ind? This crisis management, when I believe 
a responsible M in ister would be looking to crises and 
saying what is  wrong here? What could possibly happen 
wrong? And addressing those problems and saying ,  
yes, I have addressed those problems before they 
happen, before potential l ives were lost, but, no,  no ,  
we d o  not  have any of that .  When one considers many 
of the other aspects and the advice offered by Members 
of the Loyal Opposit ion,  each of the Members have 
selected from their  own crit ic responsib i l ities some 
concerns that they have. As the Member for Church i l l  
( M r. Cowan) l ikes to very eloquently talk about  excuses, 
we at least were able to peel away the shel l ,  the very 
p leasant shell of this Government's tax cuts and look 
a l i tt le deeper at the meat. 

M r. Speaker, there are many d imensions to the 
development of a business c l imate in Manitoba. Over 
the last several months, I have had an opportun ity to 
visit a number of businesses in Manitoba who were 
s u r p r i se d  t h at a M e m be r  of t h e  Leg i s l at u re was 
i nterested i n  coming to ta lk  to them. It was the fi rst 
t ime they had ever h eard of that,  and they were 
p leasantly surprised that a call was made and that 
somebody was i nterested in their  part icular company. 
I woul d  certain ly take th is  opportun ity to applaud th is 
G overnment on  some of the d i rect ions they have taken 
with respect to  addressing the crit ical problems in  th is 
business c l imate i n  Manitoba as a resu lt of several 
years of the previous regime's almost destruction of 
t h is positive business cl imate. 

I was c o n ce r n e d  w h e n  I t a l k e d  to  s m a l l  
businesspeople, a n d  i t  seems that t h e  New Democrats 
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seem to, when you start talk ing about corporations,  
lop into that b ig corporation a l ittle corner store, which 
is a lso a corporat ion in  this province, and has to address 
some of the concerns that larger corporations h ave as 
wel l .  I t  was i nterest ing and when I spoke to the some 
smal l  and some med ium and some large companies, 
some of them felt that i t  seemed that the Governments 
looked to the smal l  businesses for one purpose, for 
tax co l lect i o n .  One s m a l l  bus i nessperson ,  w h o  i s  
operat ing a local store, said t o  me, I a m  just a tax 
collector. I was a l itt le taken aback by this statement 
but ,  when the same statement kept coming u p  and 
being spoken by businessperson after businessperson ,  
that was of some concern. 

I t  is also a concern , M r. Speaker, when companies 
have a d i ff icu l t  t i m e  in attract i n g  people to  t h e i r  
operations i n  Manitoba. I was surprised where in  some 
situations they have to pay them the differential between 
taxes paid in Manitoba and that from which province 
those people were coming,  being transferred from ,  
incredib le. B u t  when you consider t h e  fact that Manitoba 
has some of the h ighest taxes, i f  not the h ighest taxes tl 
in Canada, that is not so incredi ble. 'I 

Certainly this Government, by reducing the provincial 
rate from 54 to 52, is  partially add ressing that concern. 
I know I have posed this before in  speeches in  th is  
House,  and I would certainly l ike to be able to hear an 
answer from perhaps someone who has been around 
for  a wh i le ,  either from the New Democrats or  the 
Conservatives, as to when you look at  the tax forms 
that we have al l  recently f i l led out and have f i l led out 
the last couple of years where you have that 2 percent 
surcharge, where I found interest ing was that the 2 
percent surcharge appl ies at a part icular l ine in the tax 
form. I t  appl ies after your deductions for th ings l ike 
RRSPs, tuit ion and whatnot, but before your own 
personal deductions. 

I was wondering ,  for a New Democratic Government 
that seemed to say that they were concerned about 
an average Manitoban, an ordinary Man itoban as they 
wou ld  l ike to say-although,  as I pointed out in my 
fi rst speech in  the Legislature, there are indeed no 
ord inary Manitobans in  my constituency. They are 
tradesmen, they are craftsmen , and I am sure Members 
other than the New Democrats would say the same, 
t h at t h e i r  c o n st i t ue n t s  are i n d ee d  not o rd i n ary  
Manitobans. 

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines): 
Mine are exceptional .  

Mr. Minenko: They are exceptional ,  as the Min ister of 
Energy and M ines says. 

I t  is i nterest ing that this Party that seemed to say, 
or said they represented the interests of the people,  
wou ld  a l low people to deduct in  RRSPs up to $7 ,500 
a year before the net tax comes in, when certa in ly  
many o f  the p e o p l e  w h o  they  rep resen t  i n  t h e i r  
constituencies a t  t h e  t i m e  o f  t h e  Budget a n d  many o f  
t h e  people w h o  l ive in  o u r  constituencies whom we 
have taken from that particular Party either work in a 
posit ion where they do pay pension and as a result  
cannot take advantage of that $7 ,500-and I bel ieve 
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in  future years even g reater deduction for R RSP - and 
yet that was left on the books. Somehow no one 
considered it .  I would certainly look forward to someone 
provid ing me and advising me why that part icular 
anomaly happened. 

Mr. Speaker, the business c l imate i n  Manitoba has 
a number of d i fferent d imensions to i t-investment,  
job train ing and retrain ing ,  rural development- as wel l  
as other i ssues l ike  school ing and i l l i teracy. I woul d  just 
l ike to address some of the comments today with 
respect to some of t hese issues. 

* ( 1 730) 

If you l oo k  to the i n vest m e n t  strategy of  t h i s  
G overnment,  they i ndeed take pr ide in  the programs 
that they are presenting. I certain ly bel ieve they h ave 
started in the r ight d i rect ion,  recogn izing one of the 
greatest d i ff icult ies that certain ly smal l- and med i u m
sized businesses in Manitoba and indeed r ight across 
this country have is  that i n it ial  f inancing,  and f inancing 

.. also to encourage someone to grow beyond just a small 
J} business where oftentimes people feel that if they could 

· 
have some sort of just a l itt le bit of assistance, a loan,  
they could just br idge that gap t hey might have. 

G overnment certainly seemed, i n  sett ing out its 
agenda for investment,  to address t hese concerns that 
were presented to them in a pre-Budget brief by the 
Canadian Federat ion of I ndependent Businesses which 
set out  succ inct ly  some of  the concerns of  t h e i r  
membership.  They set o u t  t h e  Business Start Program, 
they set out the new Venture Capital system that they 
wanted put in p lace, and also b riefly touch, as with a 
stroke of a paint brush, just a l i tt le corner i n  the edge, 
deal ing with the whole Stock Savings Plan issue. 

M r. Speaker, I looked at this program on the day of 
t h e  B u dget a n d  I t h o u g h t ,  wel l ,  t h i s  Gove r n m e n t  
certain ly seems to be addressing t h e  problems. They 
are certainly provid ing the k ind  of programs that are 
necessary for the continued g rowth in th is  province, 
and yet I am indeed glad that we as a caucus took 
the opportun ity of several days to sit down and review 
what, on first brush, seems to be a good program. 

Tied into th is  is  that in order to be able to provide 
a p rogram you have to get that i nformation out,  you 
have to tell people about i t .  What do we have i n  this 
Budget? Just as an aside, M r. Speaker, I found in  visit ing 
businesses, I tel l  them the Government has some m ore 
than 50 programs that you can tie info to assist you 
in d eveloping your business, to assist you in consu l t ing .  
They have the whole sectoral division that assists people 
in  various d ivisions. These people are saying to me, 
some small ,  some one-person operations, other larger 
operations with more than 1 0 ,  15 people,  I have never 
heard about them. I have never heard about these 
programs. Wou l d  i t  not have been a good idea for me 
to tap into that consult ing when I was looking at 
expand ing my business? I said ,  what do you mean? 
You do not see any of th is? They do not send you any 
material , no one ever comes to visit you about t h is? 
The answer, M r. Speaker, r ight across was no.  I t  seems 
t h a t  for t h e  p ro g r a m s  to t h i s  d ay, o n l y  t h ose 
corporations with enough people and expertise and 
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contacts with Government would be able to take 
advantage of those programs. 

Mr. Enns: I th ink  that is stretch ing it .  

Mr. Minenko: The Min ister of Natural Resources (Mr. 
Enns) says it is stretching it a l ittle b i t .  Certain ly 
companies that have been growing in Manitoba h ave 
been te l l i n g  exact ly  t h i s ,  t h at I a m  cert a i n ly n ot 
stretching i t .  They said we certainly would  l ike to hear 
a b o u t  t h at program . I cert a i n l y  h o p e  t h a t  in h i s  
department they are tel l ing people w h o  may t a p  i nto 
advice and expertise from his department, what is 
avai lable. This is one of the th ings, indeed one of the 
reasons, the basic reason why I ran in last year's 
elect ion.  Who would have thought that this nobody 
from Seven Oaks running against the Finance Min ister 
of this province would even have a chance to come in 
a close second ,  never mind actual ly win.  

I ran, M r. Speaker, because I often felt  that even 
though as a Member of the Liberal Party for quite a 
number of years and what I bel ieve woul d  almost be 
an act i ve part i c i p a n t ,  I fe l t  t h at t here  was the  
Government and  the people. The  Government made 
the decisions and the people simply fol low them. There 
d id  not seem to be that bridge. At whatever level one 
was to consider decisions being made, city, provincial ly 
and federal ly, no one real ly wanted to ask me,  wel l ,  
what do you th ink ,  M inenko? What  d o  you th ink  about 
this th ing? 

That was certainly one of the reasons why I ran , i n  
that I felt that through efforts I can  maybe get  that 
bridge in p lace to tel l  people what is going on and say, 
l isten, you may know what the question is as wel l  as 
a possible answer but I do not even know what the 
question is ,  because I would  certainly be the f i rst to 
admit it .  I am sure al l  Honourable Members wou ld  agree 
that there are many th ings that we are aware of and 
are concerned about and there are many other th ings 
that we may not be aware of. I think that has to be 
addressed . 

Certain ly in the Department of I n dustry and Trade, 
as I suggested to the M i n ister in my speech to the 
Throne Speech,  this was a problem that had to be 
addressed . When tie said ,  wel l ,  wait for my speech,  I 
was indeed looking forward to hearing h is  comments. 
As a person who was in  h is  department for the last 
year -( Interject ion)- okay, well correct me-and then 
when I had reread his comments from last week,  I was 
suddenly d isappointed in that the concerns that I tried 
to raise in  my speech to the Throne Speech were not 
real ly dealt with.  Either he could have said you are 
wrong or this is the way i t  is ,  or you are right and 
agreed with me and said, okay, wel l  th is  is how we are 
looking to address it .  But we saw none of that. 

Mr. Speaker, I am i ndeed very concerned when I 
looked to the Est imates arid i looked to some of the 
d ivisions of the Department of Industry and Trade, th11t 
should be at the sharp end of the stick, that should 
be in  contact and have that contact with Manitobans, 
to tel l  them about what services their  Government can 
provide to them and what assistance the Government 
can p rov i d e .  What  do we have? The S ectora l  
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Development Branch of this Industry, Trade and Tourism 
Department last year, $ 1 .233 mi l l ion ,  this year, $ 1 . 1 69 
mi l l ion-a drop, a drop. Maybe there are other reasons 
for this d rop and I am sure dur ing the Est imates the 
M i nister wil l  probably address those concerns. 

I am saying,  i f  people r ight now are tel l ing me they 
are n ot aware of what is avai lable to assist them, then 
how are we going to be able to get the $2 mi l l ion that 
is  set aside in  this Business Start Program out to 
people? How are we going to be able to d o  it? Sectoral 
d evelopment officers are those officers who should be 
going out and visit ing businesses and attempting to 
address various industrial sectors in  this province, those 
concerns. 

We looked at the Business Resource Centre and even 
in the Main Est imates, M r. S peaker, th is Government 
says, provides consu lt ing business in format ion,  l i b rary 
train ing  development, inc lud ing the Business Start 
Program to Manitoba entrepreneurs and businesses. 
Yet with this major in i t iative of th is G overnment, $2 
mi l l ion potential  loan guarantees, there is barely an 
extra trickle, especial ly when this G overnment says it 
is  d i rected to women and rural development i n  the rural 
areas. We already have seen in our short year in office 
how people outside the per imeter of th is city feel they 
are being treated by G overnment.  

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of Highways): Why 
d o  you not ask them? 

Mr. Minenko: The M i nister of H ighways ( M r. A lbert 
Driedger) says, why do you not ask them? That is exactly 
what we d id ,  M r. Speaker. That is why we d id  spend 
four rather chil ly d ays and evenings in a northern tour, 
to ask people what are some of your concerns. 

Mr. Albert Driedger: I t  was more to get acquainted 
among yourselves than anyth ing else. 

Mr. Minenko: M r. Speaker, the M i n ister of H ighways 
(Mr. A lbert Driedger) seems to say, and I hope he does 
not necessari ly totally agree with his statement, that 
we did i t  to better acquaint ourselves with one another. 
I could tell them that over the last several months before 
we went on a tr ip ,  we met with each other on a regu lar 
basis. We learned to understand one another. Indeed 
it may be worthwhi le for his Government, for his Premier 
( M r. Fi lmon) ,  for his caucus to  say, let us go on a tour, 
let us become better acquainted, let us become better 
acquainted with Manitobans. We felt that was a need 
we had to address. 

* ( 1 740) 

This is what they are tel l i ng us, these people that 
the Government represent many of the people outside 
the perimeter, and yet what d o  we h ave in  these Main 
Est imates? Not only is  there a rather m in imal increase 
for th is major i n it iative of th is  Government in Business 
Resource Centre, but let us  just look to the Rural 
Development Department, rural economic development. 
When this Government made a campaign promise to 
put b u s i ness d evel o p m e n t  m o n ey i n t o  reg i o n a l  
development corporations, what do w e  see here-
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salaries down, other expenditures sl ightly down. Maybe 
they will buy fewer desks or someth ing,  grants d own 
aga i n .  H ow is t h at e n c o u rag i n g  rura l  eco n o m i c  
development? I real ize what t h e  M i n ister's responses 
were to my q uestions last week and I acknowledge 
them. 

Hon. Jack Penner (Minister of Rural Development): 
A point of order, M r. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Min ister 
of Rural Development ( M r. Penner), on a point of order. 

Mr. Penner: M r. Speaker, I th ink it is i mportant to note 
that the Member across the way, if  and when he speaks 
on anybody's Budget, needs to put the correct f igures 
on record . I would suggest to the Honourable Member 
t h at the b u d g e t  of  R u ra l  Deve l o p m e n t  h as been 
increased by $5 mi l l ion or 7 percentage points. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Min ister 
is  qu ite aware, a d ispute over the facts is not a point 
of order. 

Mr. Minenko: M r. Speaker, the M i nister's comments 
certainly do not surprise me considering h is reply to 
what I thought was a rather innocent q uestion saying 
exact ly what I have suggested now. Why has this 
G over n m e n t  red uced f u n d i n g  t o  t hose reg i o na l  
deve l o p m e n t  c o r p o r at i o n s  when  t hey prom i se d  
something else i n  t h e  last elect ion? He said exactly the 
same thing. That is f ine. I would agree then, there has 
been an increase. 

When you look to this point,  and maybe he does not 
even understand his own Main Est imates, or d id  he 
d raft them up ,  or was the M i n ister of Finance ( M r. 
M a n n ess)  o n ly i nvo lved in h i s  Est i m ates? We w i l l  
certainly f i n d  o u t  dur ing t h e  actual Est imates process 
how wel l  he is fami l iar with these, because I am sure 
he can read just as well as anybody else, or perhaps 
the M i n ister  of  Educat ion  ( M r. Derkach)  need s to 
address the M i n ister's  particular concern and problem . 

When you look at it in black and white, when you 
look to the rural economic development, there is a 
reduct ion.  As the Lat in expression goes, res ipse 
loquitur, th ings are as they appear to be. When you 
put it in  b lack and white, they cannot be any plainer 
than that. 

Again I was concerned with the response to my 
question by the Minister when I asked him last Thursday, 
why is there th is  cutback? He could have just said , the 
Mem ber for Seven Oaks has a good question and it 
sets out th is is  why we feel there is a change in 
orientat ion,  a simple q uest ion.  He must have some idea 
of why these f igures appear here. I would certainly hope 
that he knows what is happening i n  h is department, 
but lo  and behold,  what k ind of answer and the same 
k ind of answer today. So how are they planning to get 
th is out? How are they planning to tell Manitobans? 
H ow are they planning to tell ru ral M anitoba about this 
Business Start Program when the programs they have 
in p lace, people st i l l  do not know about them? 

Perhaps my earl ier comments that maybe they had 
to know somebody i n  Government, they would f ind out 
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about the programs. I am certainly, M r. Speaker, and 
my householder is  trying to address that problem by 
sett ing out some of the programs that are avai lable to 
M anitobans to take advantage of, so the people in  the 
constituency of Seven Oaks have equal access to that. 

We then look to the Venture Capital Program and I 
bel ieve, M r. Speaker, the same concerns I raised with 
respect to the Business Start. With the Business Start 
Program, we find the same concerns, same problems. 
I would next l ike to relook and consider the whole job 
train ing and retrain ing program of th is Government. 

Mr. Albert Driedger: What about h ighways? 

M r. Minenko: The M i n ister of H ighways ( M r. Al bert 
D r i e d g e r )  says what  a b o u t  h i g hways ? I h ave fu l l  
confidence that any concerns that th is Party has on 
h i g hways s h a l l  be a d eq u ate ly  add ressed by my 
h onourable colleague, the Member for Assin i boia (Mr. 
Mandrake). I i ndeed th ink the Honourable Member for 
Fort Garry (Mr. Laurie Evans) who earl ier raised some 
comments about whether i ndeed this G overnment is 
capable of bringing those two sections of h ighway from 
two opposite ends actual ly together i n  the same place. 
I guess we will have to see. I wonder how many bends 
i n  the roads there are going to have to be to make 
sure they end up  together. 

M r. Speaker, I th ink th is Government and I certainly 
h ope, and seeming they l ike to come across as being 
m anagers for Manitoba, and I think an i mportant 
element to being a manager, an effective manager, is 
to be able to look forward and plan for th ings ahead 
of t ime. 

An Honourable Member: Right.  

Mr. Minenko: I hear a "r ight" from one of the M in isters 
and certain ly, when you look to the actions of the 
M i n ister of Health ( M r. Orchard), I think we have g ot 
grave concerns on that point .  

I th ink even they acknowledge that the Free Trade 
Agreement is not a bed of roses. There are certainly 
some thorns i n  that Free Trade Agreement. I think, M r. 
Speaker, they do recogn ize that perhaps there are some 
industries, and I would certainly hope they would 
recogn ize that there are some industries in  Manitoba 
that wil l be negatively affected .  There are many sources 
that show exactly that point ,  say exactly that point .  

One of the th ings that the Budget looks at, the 
Department of Educat ion and retrain ing has a vital role 
i n  the cont inu ing education i n  Manitoba, to ensure that 
a l l  Man itobans are better able to take advantage of 
any of the posit ive results of the Free Trade Agreement. 

When you certainly look to their campaign promises 
from last year's  elect ion ,  they promised to co-operate 
with the federal Government in applying for existing 
economic adjustment measures to ensure that workers 
who are unemployed for whatever reason, that problem 
can adequately be addressed.  It is a l ittle d ifficult to 
participate and co-operate with the federal Government 
in  applying for these existing adjustment programs when 
the feds do not even have any. 
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I am sure al l  of the M i n isters of the Crown have 
reviewed in some detail the Adjusting to Win Report, 
c o m m o n l y  referred to  as d e  G r a n d pre.  Wel l ,  M r. 
Speaker, some of the Mem bers of the Chamber may 
well remember my comments on the Throne Speech 
when I said the Throne Speech was l ike a du l l  thud.  
The Adjust ing to Win de Grandpre Report has the same 
sound ,  a du l l  thud.  They seem to have been given a 
parameter within which they were supposed to do some 
research .  They seem to have come up with their own 
ideas as to what their parameter should be. I have been 
advised , from various sources and myself giving it some 
due consideration to the recommendations, that it wi l l  
be very d i fficult i n  l iv ing up to the expectations bui l t  
up  i n  that de Grandpre Report . I certain ly look forward 
to the federal Government in  seeing how they are going 
to be using some of the recommendations from that 
report. Yet there is noth ing really in p lace. 

What we see happening is  with respect to their 
promise for assist ing older workers. They recognized 
that problem when some of the larger employers in 
Manitoba began closing their doors for various reasons. 
They said, wel l  geez, I guess we need an industrial 
strategy to address this need for older workers. We 
are st i l l  wait ing.  We are stil l  waiting and I am sure we 
wi l l  see the same problem next year. H ow about a joint 
program, a youth strategy? H ow about a joint youth 
strategy? We certainly do not see anyth ing coming out 
of the feds on that, so I guess there is noth ing to joint 
with so this G overn ment is not taking any i n it iat ives 
on that. 

* ( 1 750) 

I agree that i n  their election excitement they said 
that we have got to co-ord inate programs and I am 
sure no Member of this Chamber would object to saying 
that we need to co-ord inate our programs so that the 
city, the province, and the federal Government know 
what each of them are doing,  how they are addressing 
the problems that we al l  see before us every day. I 
applaud that but I th ink  when there is a certain lack 
of programming avai lable that the province has to come 
i n  and take that leadership .  Those older workers, and 
I th ink the youth, are st i l l  wait ing for that strategy. 

They also talk about supporting Manitoba industry. 
They say, let us develop the research and development 
t o  ass ist  the u n ivers i t ies .  U n i vers i t ies  are g reat 
d e p o s i t o r i e s  of k n owled g e ,  i n f o r m at i o n  and  new 
research .  What is crit ical is to get  that i nformation out  
of  t h e  u n ivers i t ies  and into t h e  work p l ace a n d  
businesses t o  ensure that w e  can apply that knowledge. 
How does this Government apply it? They h i re Wang 
to set up  an Imaging Centre and then you have cuts 
in  the lnfotech section of the Department of Industry 
and Trade. 

So, M r. S peak er, t here are i n deed many m o re 
concerns that I, as but a simple Member in th is  
Leg islature, have about  th is Budget. I t  goes beyond 
what some of these Mem bers have said ,  that there is  
more to the Budget than the tax cut .  That is where 
the concerns are when you look beyond the tax cuts, 
w h i c h  t h e  Li bera l  P arty i n deed supports ,  to  t h e  
su bstance o f  this Budget and the operation o f  various 
departments. 
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Final ly, I certain ly  would hope that the Government 
comes up with an effective strategy to d eal with i l l i teracy 
which the impact is felt in various areas, inc lud ing the 
workplace. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member's time has 
expired. 

Mr. Helmut Pankratz (La Verendrye):  I s  it the wi l l  of 
the House to call it six o'clock? 
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Mr. Speaker: Is it the wi l l  of the House to call it six 
o'clock? (Agreed) 

When this matter is again before the House, the 
H onourable Member for La Verendrye (Mr. Pankratz) 
wi l l  have 40 m inutes. 

The hour being  6 p .m . ,  the H ouse is now adjourned 
and stands adjourned unt i l  8 p .m .  tonight.  




