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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Tuesday, 7 December, 1982

Time — 2:00 p.m.
OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: Presenting Peti-
tions . . . Reading and Receiving Petitions . . .
Presenting Reports by Standing and Special
Committees . . .

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. |
have a number of returns to file today: First of all, the
Annual Report of Manitoba Data Services for the year
ended March 31, 1981; second, the Public Trustee
Report for the year ending March 31, 1982; next, a
return under Section 30.2 of The Law Society Act;
next,areturn under Section 13 of The Special Munici-
pal Loan and General Emergency Fund Act; then
Volume 1 of The Financial Statements, Public
Accounts, fortheyear 1981-82endingMarch 31, 1982,
as well as Volume 2 of the same report; and the report
ofthe Provincial Auditor for the yearendingMarch 31,
1982; and finally, the Quarterly Financial Report for
the six months ending September 30, 1982; and, Mr.
Speaker, lhaveashort statement to make with respect
to that last document and | have copies available.

MR. SPEAKER: Is there a copy for the Chair?
The Honourable Minister of Finance.

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In
recent weeks, governments across the country have
been issuing updated reports on their financial posi-
tions. Consistently, right across the country, those
updates have shown the same basic results. In every
case, the national recession has undercut revenue
growth, and thedropin revenues hasledto substan-
tial deficit increases. As our own Second Quarter
Report indicates, the same trend - reduced revenue
growth as a result of the recession - has inevitably
affected our province’s position as well.

The largest single adjustment we have faced is a
reduction of about $81 million in the forecast of cor-
porationincometaxrevenues. Thisincludesan allow-
ance of $16 million for a negative adjustment in
respect of the 1981 taxation year.

Overall, we are now projecting a 1982-83 combined
deficit of $498.4 million, an increase of about $155
million over the printed Estimates. This is a substan-
tial increase in the deficitand we are concerned about
it. It is important to remember that because most of
theincrease in thedeficit results fromthe effect ofthe
recession on revenues, it is reasonable to conclude
that once a national recovery begins to take hold we
will see a pick-up in revenuegrowthandareductionin
the pressure on our financial position.

We believe most Manitobans recognize that in a
period of severe recession an increased deficit not
only is unavoidable, but is in fact appropriate and
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desirable to sustain and stimulate economic activity.

My colleagues and |, who attended the Economic
Summit Conference in Portage la Prairie, were
encouraged that many of the private sector delegates
appeared to share this view and to agree that the
alternatives to a larger deficit - drastic expenditure
cuts or substantially larger, higher taxes - were defi-
nitely not what the economy needs at this time. Of
course, some provinces have taken such action to a
degree, such as, by closing hospitals, schools and
laying off large numbers of staff, but most have rec-
ognized that such action is counter-productive.

Our revised Estimates of total expenditure for the
1982-83 fiscal yearare within 1.8 percent of the initial
Estimates. In fact, on a department-by-department
basis, most of the projections are even closer to the
original Budget targets. The main difference from the
“print” is an increase in statutory public debt costs.

Our success in holding down expenditure growth
without damaging essential programs has been
achieved through detailed program reviews andreal-
locations of resources within departments wherever
possible. This process is continuing. Much of the
emphasis on shifting and stretching resources has
necessarily, however, been focused on next year's
plans and the results will be made known when the
Estimates for 1983-84 are tabled in the House in the
New Year.

| want to advise the House at this time that | have
requested Professor Clarence Barber of the Univer-
sity of Manitoba, who has also been named recently to
the Federal Royal Commission on the Economy, to
look at our current system of presenting the provin-
ce's accounts, to compare it with those of other juris-
dictions, and tosuggestwaysin whichwemight make
itmoreinformative and meaningful, both to members
of this House and to the taxpayers of Manitoba. We
hope to have some suggestions from Professor Barber
before we resume sitting in the New Year. If so, it may
be possible for us to consider some improvements in
the presentation of the 1983 Budget and Estimates.

To keep the deficit situation manageable, we are

" taking additional steps to contain expenditure growth,

both for the balance of the current year and into the
new fiscal year. Desirable but non-essential spending
approved for 1982-83which doesnot offer significant,
economic or social benefit will be postponed or
cancelled.

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

Out-of-province travel will be limited to essential
conferences and meetings, and the numbers travel-
ling will be kept to an absolute minimum - generally
one official, unlessitis imperative that more than one
attend.

No further additions to the Government’s vehicle
fleet will be permitted. Vehicle requirements must be
provided from within the existing fleet.

Treasury Board must approve any new road con-
struction projects, land acquisition, and drainagepro-
jects and all departments will be required to make
additional efforts to remain within current approved
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funding limits.

Finally. we intend to limit new hiring to all but the
most essential positions. This is not a rigid, arbitrary
staff “freeze,” but it is definitely a “chill.” It will mean
that a number of positions will go unfilled.

To conclude, Mr. Speaker, the deterioration in our
position as a result of the recession has been less
severe than it has in some other Canadian jurisdic-
tions. In partthat can be attributed to the fact that our
economic performance has been relatively favourable
comparedtothatofotherprovinces, andinparttothe
factthatwe have implemented a number of policies to
secure our economic base and to protect Manitobans
against the worse effects of national policies and
national conditions.

Next week | will be attending a Federal-Provincial
Conference of Finance Ministers in Ottawa. One of
the major objectives of that conference is to ensure
that all provinces and the Federal Government work
together as closely as possible to ensure that the
resources we do have available are allocated most
effectively. | should emphasize that while we are fully
preparedto co-operate with the Federal Government,
we also look to the national Government to provide
constructive leadership and to ensure that national
policies contribute as much as possible toward reduc-
ingunemployment and ensuring a sustained recovery
across the country.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the
Opposition.

HON. S.LYON: Mr. Speaker, we have just heard this
Government convicted out of its own mouth for its
incompetence, for its maladministration, for its inabil-
ity tocarry outthemandate of government in Manitoba.

Mr. Speaker, there is a phrase in the statement that
was used by the Minister of Finance - if he still
deserves to be called by that title after the first year of
his control over the finances of this province - there
was a statement to the effect, Sir, that other actions
would be taken by the Government to secure the eco-
nomic base of the province against recession. | say,
Sir, the best action that could be taken by this
Governmentto secure the province against economic
recession would be for it to resign today.

Mr. Speaker, people who have demonstrated their
unfitness, their inability to govern, should get out of
theroad, call an election and let others who are capa-
ble get in and do the job. Mr. Speaker, who are these
contemptible people to stand before the people of
Manitoba today and say we aren’'t going to have a
Budget deficit of $335 million; our estimate right now
is almost $500 million. Who are they in one year to
load $155 million more onto the backs of yet unborn
Manitobans because of their inability to govern? Who
do they think they are, Mr. Speaker? Let them get out
of the road. They're incompetent.

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

TheMinister of Finance, Mr. Speaker, and | wish the
camera would swing onto him, is laughing as he sits
here admitting the greatest gross negligence in the
administration of public finance in the history of this
century and he thinks it'sa joke. Well, he, Mr. Speaker,
is asocialist joke and we're going to be rid of him and
his incompetent colleagues very, very soon. He says,
isn't it wonderful we are doing better than other pro-
vinces. The Province of Quebec, Mr. Speaker, is only
projectinganincreaseinitsdeficit of $200 million. Mr.
Speaker, here is the Government of Manitoba, a pro-
vince with just over amillion people with expenditures
of about $2.5billion, coming inand saying thatthey're
going to double last year's deficit in one year and say
it's not our fault; it's all the fault of the recession. Well,
they were there. They were in office and they're to
blame, and when the children and the grandchildren
inthis province have to pay thedebtcharges for these
incompetent left-wing cupidities —(Interjection)—

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please.

HON. S. LYON: Mr. Speaker, my honourable friends
gave me the word | was searching for, incompetent
left-wing jokers who call themselvesthe Government,
becausethey sit and laugh at whatthey have inflicted
on the people of Manitoba in one short year. Mr.
Speaker, | don't need any communist interjections. |
don't need any communist interjections in this House
fromthe one at the end of the table; we know about
him. They say, Mr. Speaker . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Does the Honourable
Minister of Energy and Mines have a point of order?

HON. W. PARASIUK: The people on this side of the
House are New Democrats, | find it very objectionable
when we have the Leader of the Opposition sinking
intothegutter and starting to goback to the politics of
the 1930s when people called each other fascist and
communist, Mr. Speaker. | would hope that we have a
new approach in this House in the 1980s.

MR. SPEAKER: | thank the Honourable Minister for
bringing that to the attention of the House.
The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

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

On one page, Mr. Speaker, we hear these incompe-
tents say this, “This is a substantial increase in the
deficit and we areconcerned aboutit.” That's on page
two. You go down two paragraphs, and they say, “. ..
an increased deficit not only is unavoidable, but it is,
in fact, appropriate and desirable to sustain and stimu-
late economic activity.”

Well, how concerned can you be about something
thatyou think is appropriate. If you think a $500 mil-
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lion deficit is appropriate for Manitoba, you'd better
get out of office right away, because it isn't approp-
riate, and there are a million people in this province
who are prepared to tell you if you'll screw up your
courage and call an election. We'll tell you right now,
Mr. Speaker, what the people of Manitoba will say in
the face of a $500 million deficit.

Mr. Speaker, there's another statement made in
here, the truth of which we will wait for further Quar-
terly Reports to bear out, and that is on page three,
where they say that, “Our revised Estimates of total
expenditures for 1982-83 are within 1.8 percent of the
initial Estimates.” We will be looking very very care-
fully at that statement to see what credibility can be
attached to it when other Quarterly Reports come in,
because we've cometo learn that if these people, Mr.
Speaker, estimate that they're going to have a deficit
of $335 million, and it can turn into 500 million in six
months, then what weight can you attach to a
Government which says its expenditures are only up
1.8 percent, whenitsdeficit is up something like 60 or
70 percent over what they predicted six or seven
months ago. What acrassgroup of incompetents, Mr.
Speaker! Then to try to blame it on the Federal
Government, to try to blame it on anything else but
their own mishandling of their own mandate in this
province.

Mr. Speaker, | say tothe people of Manitoba: Watch
with a great deal of concern the move that is being
heralded inthis statement whereby a professor at the
University of Manitoba who, as | recall, has already
said that a huge deficit for the country would not be a
terrible thing. A professorwho is on tenure, | daresay,
atthe University of Manitoba, and whoflies in the face
of all of the economic advice that is coming to bear
and being brought to bear, Mr. Speaker, upon the
national deficit of $23.5 billion which is still rising. But
the pointis, Mr. Speaker, when this Government says
that they are asking this professor to look at our cur-
rent system of presenting the province's accounts to
compare it with those of other jurisdictions and to
suggest ways in which we might make it more infor-
mative and meaningful and also, if so, it may be possi-
ble forusto consider some improvements in the pres-
entation ofthe 1983 Budget and Estimates, | say to the
people of Manitoba, given the track record of this
group of incompetents, watch out for people who are
trying to cook the books because they don't dare tell
thetruth.Theonethingthey wanttodoistoeraseand
to eradicate the former precedents by which the
revenues and expenditures of this province were
presented to the people of Manitoba. They want to
change the method of bookkeeping all of a sudden to
cover up their $500 million deficit.

Mr. Speaker, we arereceiving this statement aweek,
two weeks, later. We are receiving this statement as
they try to manipulate the Debate in this House, but as
| said yesterday, in the absence of the Minister of
Finance, his attempt at manipulating the Debate in
this House is not goingtowork. Those cheap, tawdry
tricks of the left wing are not going to work in this
Parliament.

Mr. Speaker, he can depend, personally from me,
that he will hear about this admission, this conviction
against him and his alleged ability. He will hear about
it chapter, line, and verse every hour of the Throne
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Speech Debate and when the House resumes again,
andithadbetterresumeinJanuary,Mr.First Minister,
because we want to keep track of you people. No
January holidays, let's getback to business here after
this accounting. Let's resume this House in January,
sothatwe can keep awatchon these peoplewith their
demonstrated incompetence asrelated to the people
of Manitoba today.

At the end of the statement, what do we get? “To
supplement corrective action already taken, the
Government has recently adopted the following
expenditure control measures” and they talk about
out-of-provincetravel. Theytalk about no additionsto
the fleet. They talk about Treasury Board approving
any new construction projects and limiting the hiring
to all but the most essential positions. Mr. Speaker,
thoseare allgood measuresanddoyouknowwhywe
know they're good measures? Because we had to
bring them into effect in 1977 to cure the hemorrhage
ofexpendituresthattheir predecessors wereinflicting
on the people of Manitoba at that time. The same
incompetent lot areback inthe saddle again tempor-
arily and while this kind of measure will work with a
government that believes in restraining public expen-
diture, | doubt if they have the intestinal fortitude or
the will to carry it out at all.

Mr. Speaker, | conclude by saying that this is a
shocking statement that has been presented to the
people of Manitoba today. No such statement need
havebeen presented at all ifthey had been doing their
job. They're not doing their job. They are practising
their crazy kind of left-wing bigotry in thisprovince in
the administration of our affairs. Mr. Speaker, they
believe that a small group of left-wing activists can
take over a province and can ruin a province’s finan-
cial rating, can ruin a province’s finances, and say,
well, it's all the problem of the national Government.
Well, Mr. Speaker, that can't andthatwon’t happenin
this provincesolongaswe, on this side ofthe House,
and the majority of the citizens of Manitoba, | can
assure you, draw breath.

MR. SPEAKER: Notices of Motion
of Bills . . .

. . . Introduction

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

MR.SPEAKER: Before wereach Oral Questionperiod,
may | direct the attention of members to the Speaker’s
gallerywherewehavetheHigh Commissioner of New
Zealand, Mr. Edward Latter. On behalf of all the
members, | welcome you here this afternoon.

There are 30 students of Grade 9 standing from
Elmwood High School. They are under the direction
of Mrs.Haggarty andMrs.Landry. Theschoolisin the
constituency of the Honourable Member for EImwood.

There are 35 students of Grade 8 standing from the
General Wolfe School under the direction of Miss
Suterman. The school is located in the constituency
of the Honourable Member for Ellice.

Onbehalfofallofthemembers, | welcome you here
this afternoon.

MATTER OF PRIVILEGE

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
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Fort Garry.

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, before Oral Ques-
tions, | wish to address the House on a Matter of
Privilege and | will be concluding my remarks, Sir,
with a substantive motion.

Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, | asked the Honourable
Minister of Community Services and Correctionsdur-
ing daily question period whether he would confirm
that he had established an inquiry into conditions at
Headingley Jail. | described the inquiry as a secret
commission of inquiry because | had reliable informa-
tion, Sir, that such an investigation was indeed under
way and | found it unacceptable that the Minister
appeared to be proceeding covertly and that he had
avoided making any public announcement or public
disclosure of his action. My purpose, Sir, was merely
to strip away the secrecy of that inquiry so that we
might know whatthe terms of reference were and are
and, if we were unsatisfied, suggest to the Minister
what those terms of reference should be.

Until the past 24 hours, Mr. Speaker, that was the
sole question at issue but the Minister’s responses to
my questions, and | have a transcript of yesterday’s
Oral Question period in front of me, and subsequent
discoveries, disclosures, admissions and commentar-
ies in the media, and | have current mediareportswith
me, now raise a much more serious question, Sir.
They now raise the question of a deliberate breach of
the privileges of this House by the Minister of Com-
munity Services and Corrections.

The Minister denied in this House yesterday, Sir,
that he has set up such an inquiry. He said, in effect,
that he was merely intending to do so in the future. |
want to stress, Mr. Speaker, that the question at that
point in time was not earthshaking, it was a question
that was designed to enable metoinquire ofthe Minis-
ter what those terms of reference were because | wish
to say, without digressing, and | won't digress, Sir,
that | don’t believe those terms of reference are accu-
rate or wide enough or on target. | will raise that with
the Minister later, but he denied that he had even set
up such an investigation and that is the point to which
| am speaking, Mr. Speaker. In this House he advised
us that he was merely contemplating such a move.

That appears, Mr. Speaker, to have been aninexpli-
cableand anincomprehensible and a totally unaccep-
table act of misleading of the members of this House.
Subsequent discoveries, as I've said, and admissions
andreportsin the media confirm that the subject mat-
ter of my question yesterday was accurate and that a
university professor in Winnipeg is indeed already at
work on the inquiry on the Minister's instructions, as |
had inquired of him on four occasions in question
period yesterday afternoon. The Minister has misled
this House, Mr. Speaker, and further exploited the
credibility of the First Minister's Government and |
have no recourse, Sir, but to move. as a Matter of
Privilege THAT this House do censure the Minister of
Community Services and Corrections for a serious
breach ofthe privileges of its members by misleading
its members in the matter of the establishment of an
Inquiry into conditions at Headingley Jail.

It is seconded by the Honourable Member for..

Sturgeon Creek.
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MR. SPEAKER: Orderplease. Are there any members
present who wish to advise the Chair as to whether
this matter is a proper motion of privilege?

The Honourable Minister of Community Services.

HON. L.EVANS: Mr. Speaker, on apoint of orderand
a matter of personal privilege, | explained to the
honourable member yesterday that when we had
finalized the terms of reference and when this matter
had been fully dealt with by the Government . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. | believe the Honour-
able Minister is debating the context of the matter and
not whether or not the motion is a proper matter of
privilege. | have not putthe motiontothe House yet; it
is not a debatable issue.

The Honourable Minister.

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I'm simply saying on
thematterofthe point of order that the allegation that
is made by the honourable gentleman is not true and
he is still using hisimagination, so | reject his allega-
tions. There is no evidence whatsoever to support
his . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. Such
remarks as the Minister'hias made would be proper if
andwhen themotionis puttothe House. It hasnotyet
been put to the House. I'm asking if there is any advice
from any of themembers as towhetheritshould be or
whether it is not in order.

The Honourable Minister of Health.

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, it is quite diffi-
cult if a Minister cannot rise on a point of order and
state that there is no factual proof in the accusation -
he's repeating the same thing he did yesterday. That's
about the only way he can explain this point of order
and say that there is no fact to it at all. You've got to
have facts before you bring accusation in this House.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable
Member for Virden.

MR. H. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. May |
draw to your attention, Sir, that the issue before the
House is a motion that has been duly moved and
seconded. It is a proper Motion of Privilege and if you
refer to Beauchesne, Sir, you will find that it is not the
role of the Speaker torule on that; it is only the House
that can decide on the issue. It is the Speaker’s pre-
rogative, if he so desires, to possibly interfere only to
the point where he can change the time of debate,
probably from the present to the end of the question
period, that is under Beauchesne. Under our own
rules it says it must be raised immediately. So | sug-
gest to you, Sir, the only course of action is for the
House to debate the issue now.

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Government House
Leader.

HON. R.PENNER: It is my understanding - this ques-
tion, of course, having been raised and discussed
briefly yesterday, Mr. Speaker - that once the claim
has been made of a breach of privilege it is then the
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duty of the Speaker to decide if a prima facie case can
be established. The Speaker requires to be satisfied
both that the privilege appears to be sufficiently
involved to justify him giving such precedence, asitis
sometimes put that there is a prima facie case that a
breach of privilege has been committed and also that
the matter is being raised at the earliest opportunity.
As | said yesterday, I'm not raising the issue of
whetherornotithasbeenraised attheearliest oppor-
tunity; clearly it has but the mere making of a motion
does not establish a prima facie case. The mere rhe-
toric of the person moving the motion does not estab-
lish aprima facie case. The person moving the motion
has said that on his interpretation of words used in
debate that there was a misleading of the House. The
record is before us and for the Speaker to peruse if the
Speaker wishes to take it under advisement.

I havereadtherecordthatis beforeusand clearly it
cannot be said in the way in which it was said by the
member at all that there was any misleading of the
House. Therecord speaks for itself and it would be the
duty of the Speaker to see whether or not, in the
context of the motion made, namely, that the House
was misled by a statement made in the House by the
Minister. The statement made by the Ministeris now a
matter of record. It is relatively easy to see without
debate, without taking up the time of the House,
whether in fact a prima facie case has been estab-
lished. Itis the duty of the mover, Sir, to establish that,
at least on a balance of probabilities, not merely to
declare it. To declare is not to establish. It has been
argued in terms of the record; the record is available.
You will find, | submit, on perusal, that no such claim
haseven been established tothe pointofa primafacie
case. Thereforel recommendthatyou takethematter
under advisement and rule as you are bound to rule
—(Interjection)— I'll wait forthe owls to stop hooting
if | may, Mr. Speaker, so that you can fulfill the duty
which is cast upon you, properly, by the precedence
in this House, to see whether or not the motion should
be proceeded with.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain.

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, since youhaveasked
foradviceonthequestion may | draw to your attention
that our Rule 24 requires that a Matter of Privilege be
taken into consideration immediately, it cannot be set
aside.

| also, Sir, would like to draw to your attention,
Citation 80(2) ofthe Fifth Edition of Beauchesne. Sec-
tion (2) says, “A Question of Privilege on the other
hand,” and this is in reference to privilege rather than
a Point of Order, “is aquestion partly of factand partly
of law, the law of Contempt of Parliament, and is a
matter for the House to determine. The decision of the
House on a question of privilege, like every other
matter which the House has to decide, can be elicited
only by a question put from the Chair by the Speaker
andresolved either in the affirmative or the negative
and this question is necessarily founded on a motion
made by a member.” The motion, of course, having
been made by the Member for Fort Garry.

Section(3) says, “It follows that, thoughthe Speaker
can rule on a question of order, he cannot rule on a
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question of privilege. His function, when a question of
privilege is raised, is limited to deciding whether the
matter is of such a character as to entitle the motion
which the member who has raised the question
desirestomove to priority over the Orders of the Day."”

Mr. Speaker, in raising the question of privilege, the
Member for Fort Garry said indeed that the evidence
for his Matter of Privilege was in Hansard in the
answers given by the Minister of Community Services
yesterday in which he denied thatthe commission had
been established or indeed that the Chairman of the
Commission had been appointed. The Member for
Fort Garry also said that the evidence is available
here, Sir, in aclipping from the Winnipeg Free Press of
today where the gentleman in question is indeed
quoted as saying that he has been appointed, heisin
fact serving as head of this commission, and the
Member for Fort Garry did not go into the detail of
readingthatintotherecords, Sir, but I'msurethathe’s
quite prepared to do that, orindeed, | can do it.

Intheinterests of saving the time of the House, the
informationwas presented tothe House, tabled in the
House, Sir, the case is established on the basis of that
information, and | submit there is a prima facie case
and the question should be put to the House.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Com-
munity Services.

HON.L.EVANS: Mr.Speaker, wonderifl could refer
you to Page 28 of Hansard of Monday the 8th, yester-
day, and | think if you'll read that it's quite clear that
my answer was correct, accurate; it was not mislead-
ing. The honourable member is making some allega-
tions, etc., which he cannot substantiate. What | said
yesterday -andit's quiteclearhere-thatthisis correct
and true, and | repeat that. The Minister is making a
wild unfounded allegation for which he has no evi-
dence. | suggest, Mr. Speaker, that you should con-
sider this matter before any further steps are taken.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Springfield.

MR. A. ANSTETT: Mr. Speaker,very briefly, | wish to

" concur with the suggestion of the Member for Turtle

Mountain, thatthere is a prima facie case of privilege
here. The Member for Fort Garry has alleged thatthe
Minister has deliberately misledthe House. The Minis-
ter has replied that he has not. | think the evidencein
the motion or the wording in the motion meets with
the demands of our Rules and of Beauchesne and the
question to be decided by you, Sir, is whether or not
the debate should proceed to discuss this matter of
privilege. The members wish to discussthatquestion,
the Minister would like to set the record straight, and
I'm sure the Member for Fort Garry would like to have
the record set straight. | would suggest to you, Sir,
that the matter of whether or not then the debate
should proceed should be put to the House.

SPEAKER’S RULING
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. |thank

all the members who have offered their advice on
this matter.
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The Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain is
quite correct that it is the House that makes the deci-
sion on the motion itself. The matter at the moment is
whether the motion itself is in order. There are two
things that have to be satisfied, two conditions that
have to be satisfied. before a motion of privilege is in
order: one is the fact that it should be raised at the
first available opportunity, which | accept that it has
been done; the second one, that there is a prima facie
case which has been referred to by several members.

Without taking the matter under advisement when it
might not come up again until tomorrow, | do get the
sense of the House that they consider it should be
dealt with at this moment and | will then, therefore,
rule that the motion is in order.

Do you want it read to you again?

MOTION presented

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Com-
munity Services.

HON. L. EVANS: | was wondering, Mr. Speaker,
whether the honourable member who makes the alle-
gations wished to elaborate and explain his particular
position. Mr. Speaker, as usual, the honourable
member is very good at twisting a situation, twisting
words and misleading the public of Manitoba and
there were examples in the last House where this
Member for Fort Garry made certain statements
which, upon furtherchecking, weretotally unfounded.

Now, Mr. Speaker, what | said yesterday in answer
to the Honourable Member for Fort Garry is on Page
28 of Hansard, and what | said is a carefully thought-
out reply which does reflect certainly the situation.
What | stated, Mr. Speaker, isthat | welcome the ques-
tion from the honourable member and | can advise
him that - and I'm quoting from Page 28 - that we're in
theprocessofestablishing astudy,and whenwehave
completed the details, the parameters, etc., the
honourable member would be advised of that infor-
mation. | further went on to say that we're hoping to
get certain individuals who will help us on this study,
but we have not yet officially and formally established
the study yet.

| further stated, - the Member for Fort Garry asked
questions about security and escapes, etc., etc., and
whether hisconcernaboutsecurityatHeadingley was
what prompted us to establish the inquiry and | said to
him that “I cannot confirm that, but | can advise the
honourable member that | spent a great deal of time
this summer visiting all our correctional institutions,
including Headingley, including the Remand Centre
at Winnipeg and that I've had a great deal of conversa-
tion with staff, senior and middle management and
rank and file staff. I've had many hours and days of
discussions with various people in the correctional
system andithas brought us to the conclusion that we
should have a comprehensive study.”

Then he asks a supplementary question and so on,
butthepointis, Mr.Speaker, | concluded we have had
discussions with an individual to engage in a study
and that has not been finalized or formalized. When it
has, | will be very pleased to give the details to the
honourable member.

Mr. Speaker, the fact is that even today we are still
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having preliminary discussions. We think we have an
excellentindividualin mind who can carry on a study,
a study that is badly needed, and | think is a positive
step. | would hope the Honourable Member for Fort
Garry will co-operate with us when we conduct the
study and give usany information thathe hasandany
concerns that he has. | hope he'll spend many hours
with the group of people orwhoeverisinvolved in this.
But Mr. Speaker, there's a procedure in Government
that the honourable member should know full well,
that before anything is final, before anything is estab-
lished as a government body, that Minister involved
must go to Treasury Board to get approval for the
expenditure of money, and then finally that has to be
established and agreed upon by Cabinet. Those
steps, Mr. Speaker, have not been taken.

They have not been taken and thereis such a thing
as doing some preliminary work before you can estab-
lish specific terms of reference before you —(Inter-
jection)— Mr. Speaker, | would appreciate if the
Honourable Member for Pembina would quite his
yakking, his yahoo remarks thathe'sgood at and I'd
appreciateyour assistance in this,becausewe on this
side are getting sick and tired of interruptions and
these interruptions being allowed to be made without
any interruption.

Mr. Speaker, | would appreciate your assistance in
bringing order and decorum to the House from some
of the yahoos from over on my right here, because
that's all itis. They think that they're serious about the
business of the House and when they want an expla-
nation they don’t permit the person who wants to give
the explanation in all sincerity to do so.

So no wonder the people that are listening up here
must think this is a big joke, because the big joke is
right there, the Member for Pembina, who keeps on
interrupting me.

Mr. Speaker, we are engaged in a very positive step
because we believe that there are certain problems
that should be overcome and we welcome, and we
want, the assistance of the Member for Fort Garry to
help us overcome those problems. But | say, Mr.
Speaker —(Interjections)—

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. Order
please. If there are members present who want to hold
theirown private debate | willbemostpleasedtomake
Room 254 available and they can debate all the after-
noon. In the meantime, I'm having some difficulty in
hearing what the Honourable Minister is saying.

The Honourable Minister of Community Services.

HON.L.EVANS: Mr. Speaker, as|wasexplaining, the
individual and individuals involved have requested
that they seek out additional information in order to
delineate specific terms of reference that we might be
able to agree upon, sothereareall kinds of detailsthat
have to beworkedout before you prepare any final set
of references.

So, Mr. Speaker, | reiterate, while there may have
been some informal unofficial discussions by certain
peoplethefactis-and | advised my department again
today in a discussion on this - that this can only be
considered a formal study and it will only begin offi-
cially when itis agreed to by the Cabinet of Manitoba.
That has not yet occurred. We hope that this will be
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expedited so that we can get on with the very impor-
tant study and, again, | trust the Member for Fort
Garry is going to help us on this in a very positive way.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, | rise to support my
colleague’'s Motion of Privilege to this House, and
certainly | think the people of Manitoba would expect
full disclosure of an action taken by the Member for
Brandon East and the Minister of Community Affairs,
something that | think has been a breach of privilege
of thisHouse and abreach of privilege of the Province
of Manitoba, and particularly tothosepeople of Bran-
don, whodeserve far more than amember who would
standinthisHouse,standhereand barefaced tell this
Assembly that acommission, an inquiry intothecor-
rectional institutions in this province, had not yet
taken place when it is quoted in the Free Press where
one Mr. Kaminski said yesterday he had already
begun his work.

I havetwodifficulties, Mr. Speaker, eitherwehavea
Government who does not know how they'rehandling
the provincial affairs of this province and the funds
which they're giving to people to do work - that is
certainly evident in the Financial Statement that was
released today; the other, that the Member for Bran-
don East and the Minister of Correctional Institutes
would try and have us believe that he had not begun
that work or spent that money.

Mr. Speaker, | made reference to the people of
Brandon East because some few days ago there was
one of the most outstanding celebrations or funerals,
which | would consider a celebration, of a man who
represented the Brandon area, in Walter Dinsdale. It
paidtributetoamanwhowouldnever, ever be caught
doing such acriminal thing in our province. Wehave a
member from the same city, Mr. Speaker, who has the
audacity to expect those people from that town to
represent them in that way.

Mr. Speaker, | can only suggest that following on
the resolution or the Motion of Privilege, that the
member not only resign or be removed from the
Cabinet of this province, but heresign his seat so that
a credible individual can replace him. Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

HON. R. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, it's bad enough to
have made a serious allegation against a member of
this House in whatever capacity, which | will point out
in a minute in my view is carelessly made, but when
that person, a member of this House, rises to defend
himselfand hasto face the kind of heckling which the
Minister faced while he was trying to make his casein
defenceis foreign, bothtothe rules and precedents of
this House and to our whole concept of the adminis-
tration of justice, it’s a foul, rotten thing to do.

It has been said that if you steal a person’s pocket-
book you steal nothing, but if you rob that person of
his reputation you take everythingthatapersonhasin
terms of his credibility and his existence as a human
being. If you make that kind of charge you at least
have the responsibility of allowing that person to fairly
defend himself.

Now with respecttothe motion itself, | am surprised
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that the Member for Fort Garry should be so careless
of his responsibility to the House and to the members
of this House to have made that motion, to have
accused a member of misleading the House and pur-
porting to base it on Hansard when Hansard is before
him and Hansard speaks clearly as to the words
clearly used and now clearly defended by the member.
What did the member say? The member said, and I'll
start withthe lastpointthathe made - | should remind
the member of the Opposition that thisisnota laugh-
ing matter when a member in this House is charged
with misleading the House. You have given thisHouse
an opportunity to debate it; let it be debated on
principle.

The Member for Brandon East stated, and the
members over there who have a memory longer than
12 months would remember, that before a Commis-
sion of Inquiry of any kind is officially established and
officially under way it must, as the member pointed
out, come before Treasury Board. It must, as the
member pointed out, come before Cabinet. It is not
possible in the nature of things to even begin that
process without making some inquiries as to the
availability of people, the parameters that are to be
recommended, the length of the study, the cost of the
study; all of those things must be investigated.

It is not at all unusual, and the members know this,
toapproachanindividualwhohasthe kind of credibil-
ity and status of Professor Kaminski and say, I'm
going to be wanting to put this under way; I'll have to
get it approved, but | would like you to make some
inquiriesastothekind of study that we will be making
and how long you think it will take. He must know
those things. The Minister must inform himself of
those things before he can bring a recommendation
before TreasuryBoard, and particularly in these days
when every recommendation for the spending of a
farthing is scrutinized minutely by Treasury Board,
the Leader of the Opposition to the contrary. —
(Interjection)— The Member for Fort Garry says inan
asideacrossthefloor-well, | justwantthe memberto
admit that it is under way. But the question which he
put in the House and which is a matter of record - will
the memberadmitthatitisalreadyin placeandunder
way - andtothattheHonourable Minister of Commun-

- ity Services said that the inquiry, that we are hoping

we willgetcertain individuals who will help us on the
study, but we have not officially and formally estab-
lished the study yet. That was true with respect to
every word and every syllable. It was a careful true
statement and torise in the House and on the basis of
that statement to accuse a member of this House of
misleading the House is careless in the extreme.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain.

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, it's interesting to see
how the Government House Leader interprets the
answers given by the Member for Brandon East as
somehow not misleading the House when clearly at
the time the Member for Fort Garry was not satisfied
with the accuracy of the answers that were given and
continuedto persist in placing the question beforethe
Minister of Community Services and Corrections to
give him the opportunity to provide the House with a
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straight answer.

He asked, | believe, Mr. Speaker, on four different
occasions - three occasions following up the initial
question to the Minister of Corrections - was the
inquiry under way? The Minister continued to evade
and avoid answering the question and to lead this
House to believethatindeed the inquiry was notunder
way.

Now when this House rose yesterday the under-
standing that the members had was that the inquiry
was not under way and, Sir, | am certainthatthereare
members on the backbench of that government, if not
in the minds of the Cabinet, who went away thinking
that that inquiry was not under way. And if it wasn't,
Sir, why would Mr. Kaminski say then that he has
already begun work? Is that the type of government
that we have over there? That, on the one hand, the
Government House Leader says nothing gets under
way until it's been approved and carefully scrutinized
bytheTreasuryBoard,thewayitshouldbedone,oris
the Minister of Corrections off establishing commis-
sions without reference to his colleagues as appears
tohave been the case? And yesterday he didn't wish to
admit that either to this House or to his colleagues,
Sir.

Therewas aday, inyearspast, when aMinisterwho
misled the House would feel obliged to resign as a
consequence of misleading the House. We find, Sir,
there are many examples of it with this Government
and it seems to be done without any type of care on
the part of the members opposite. This is the most
recent case, Sir, and | suggest that the resolution
which the Member for Fort Garry has put forward has
been well supported with evidence and deserves the
support of this House. We cannot have members of
the Treasury Bench making misleading statements.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Thompson.

MR. S. ASHTON: Mr.Speaker,although I'm relatively
new as amember in this House, I'm getting quite used
to hearing the slimy personal attacks coming from
members opposite and this is no different from the
many they made during the first Session | sat in this
Legislature.

Mr. Speaker, I've gotears; | can listen. I've goteyes; |
can read. The Minister heard; it is recorded in Hans-
ard. | can advise him that we're in the process of
establishing a study. So there was no attempt on the
part of the Minister to deceive anybody in this House.
Hemadenoreference, astheprevious speakerdid, to
the fact thatthere was no study under way. He said it
quite clearly that we were in the process of establish-
ing a study and he also indicated in Hansard, and it's
recorded here, that he was quite willing at the time
that the study was establishedto give the details to the
honourable member now who is bringing up this
motion of privilege.

So, Mr. Speaker, | heard what was said yesterday.
I've read what is in Hansard. There was no attempt on
the part of the Minister to deceive anybody, and |
suggest we finish with these slimy personal attacks
and get on with the business of the province.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of

the Opposition.

HON. S. LYON: Mr. Speaker, contrary to the junior
Member for Thompson who just took his seat, this is
not aslimyattack onanindividual. This goes to affect
the privileges of this House, and as | said yesterday in
my remarks on the Throne Speech, Sir, we've had far
too many examples in the last year of the lack of
credibility of individual Ministers in this Government

"~ across theway, and this is only another example in
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this sordid unfolding chapter of a government that
doesn't dare to tell the truth from time to time.

TheMemberforFort Garry yesterday, Mr. Speaker,
asked a very simple question. He wanted to know
whether thisinquiry - and he called it a secret inquiry
because there hadn'tbeenany mention ofitat all - was
under way; and he asked the question on a number of
occasions and everybody's been very careful, Mr.
Speaker, to say ahwell,he got a firm and fixed answer.
Well, Mr. Speaker, let's read back into the record the
final question when he was trying to elicit some
statementfromtheMinistertoconfirmthestatements
that he had been given. This is on Page 29, “MR. L.
SHERMAN: Mr.Speaker,one final supplementary on
this subject fortoday, Sir. Is the Minister denying that
Professor Len Kaminski has been ordered toreport to
him on the situation-at Headingley Jail, internal,
related to security, safety and administration ‘as
quickly as possible?” HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker,
the individual the honourable member refers to is a
citizen of Manitoba and | amin no position, asindeed,
nor would he be if he were in my position, to order an
individual citizen in Manitoba to do this, that or any-
thing. So I'm not ordering any individual, but as | said
earlier, Mr. Speaker, we have had discussions with an
individual toengagein astudy and thathasnot been
finalized -or formalized. When it has, I'll be very
pleased to give the details to the honourable member.”

Now, Mr. Speaker, as the Member for Fort Garry
said, all of CBC, all the media had to do was talk to
Professor Len Kaminski andthe Free Press obviously
did that. In today's edition, Tuesday, the 7th of
December of the Winnipeg Free Presstheheadlineis,
“Professor hired to study jails.” Yes, that's the head-
line. *Community Services Minister Len Evans’
—(Interjection)—

Mr. Speaker, we were just treated to a lecture by the
Attorney-General of this province who is ill-equipped
to tell members of:any free democracy about behav-
iour or decorum in a Parliament, but we were just
treated to a lecture by him about heckling. | want to
tell the honourable member that he can heckle me all
hewants because that'spartofthejuice of Parliament
and he,fromhishard coreleftwing, canobjecttoitall
he wants but it will be carried on in this House and |
don't object if he carries on with it. But | don't want to
hear any lectures from this kind of a person with his
rather checkered political background with respect,
Mr. Speaker, to parliamentary decorum. —(Inter-
jection)— Why don't | get on? Why don’t you get on
and clean up your act across the way?

Here's what the Free Press said, Mr. Speaker, today:
“Community Services Minister Len Evans has com-
missioned a study into overcrowding at Headingley
jail and at the Remand Centre in Winnipeg's Public
Safety Building.
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“The study will be headed by Professor Leonard
Kaminski of the University of Manitoba's School of
Social Work and a former officer of the John Howard
Society of Manitoba. Kaminski said yesterday he has
already begun work.”

Now, Mr. Speaker, this nonsense about statements
not being in contradiction to one another. If my
honourable friend wants to stand up and say that
Professor Kaminski was lying when he spoke to the
Free Press, let him say so. But how can he then say,
Mr. Speaker, that the information that he gave to the
House yesterday is true if Professor Kaminski isn’t
lying? Now one or the other is telling thetruth and the
purpose of this motion, Mr. Speaker, is to make sure
that Government Ministers across the way for once,
when they are asked questions in this House, will
begin to try to tell the truth.

Mr. Speaker, for the record, the Member for Bran-
don East, Mick Burke's friend, the one who appoints
his political friends who have to get fired after the
MGEA looks into the appointments - we know about
his background - the one who makes other appoint-
ments that we're going to be talking about too, Mr.
Speaker, he says it's all in Hansard. | just read from
Hansard. Anybody, excluding perhaps the Member
for Thompson, can read Hansard and anybody can
read Hansard and see that the Minister yesterday did
not answer forthrightly and with candour the ques-
tions. Professor Kaminski, when he was approached
by the Free Press, obviously said, yes, | have been
approached and I'm already at work.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this exercise is to
find out who's telling the truth. From the evidence
we'veheardsofar,itlooksasthoughtheMinisterisn't.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Bran-
don West.

MR. H. CARROLL: Mr. Speaker, withtheexception of
yourself, | would like to perhaps think of myself as
probably the most objective person in the House. |
listened with some interest to the speech by the
Attorney-General and, if | were sitting in a judicial
capacity, | would have toaccept his semantics and his
argument because, in my view, technically there
would haveto be an acquittal of Mr. Evans if he were in
a court. Having said that however, asan Independent
member, | leftthe House yesterday thinking that there
was no commission in existence and, Mr. Attorney-
General, | must say that as an Independent member |
was left and the Minister left me with a distinct idea
that there was nowhere near the progress made in
termsofthat commission, as | learned today that there
was. | was astounded this morning and yes, indeed, |
felt misled. Mr. Speaker, | would say that Mr. Evans,
technically, is not in breach of privilege of the House,
but | feel misled.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

HGN. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, it seems a bit
childish and ridiculous, the exercise that's going
through atthistime when there are so many important
things to do. Mr. Speaker, here we are without any
proof,without the person in question hereto question
or to give us his side of it, without anybody from the
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media. We are acting as prosecutor, as judge, and of
course there’s an awful lot of name-calling andthat is
quite ridiculous and | don’t think it's worthy to spend
the time of this House on a thing like this.

Mr. Speaker, first of all, what is the importance - |
kinow | am going to be told that somebody, and I'll
come to that about the misleading part - if a commis-
sion is started or is not started? Is that going to stop
the world? That's number one. Now they might say,
well, it's a question of principle and | agree with that.
—(Interjection)— Mr. Speaker, no, | don’t miss the
point and I'lltell you, if you listen, the pointis this, that
a question was asked. The Minister said that, all right,
he didn't try to say there is nothing to it at all. The
members talk about, it's a great thing. You know, he
discovered some earth-shattering news. There is a
secret, whatdid he call it? An inquiry under way. Well,
first of all, the people across and the member that
made this accusation know exactly the steps that have
to be taken. I think he knows that you have to have an
Order-in-Council before the setup, before anybody
could be paid. | think that usually is discussed in
Cabinet and in Treasury. That wasn't done. There are
no Minutes and that wasn’t done at any time. The first
timethat| heard of that wasyesterday and | am notthe
only one, | checked with some of my colleagues.

Now, all of a sudden, what is printed in the paper
becomesafact. That will decideifamanshouldresign
and the accusation, which is not worthy of members
ofthisHouse - no wonder the people do not respect us
when we don't respect each other. We are always
implying motives to each other and we're ready to
jump at anythingevenwhen we know it'sabigjoke, to
try to take a man's reputation, as was mentioned
before. | understand there could have been a misun-
derstanding, but should we waste all the time here.
You know, you don't just pass an Order-in-Council
andthengoandasktheperson, willyouact? Youhave
to sound that person out, you have to find out if he
wants to do it, if he has the time, if he's interested and
that is exactly what the Minister did. He told him. He
told us repeatedly that he told him, and his Deputy
Minister informed him, thatof course it looked good;
hethoughtthat he couldputitthrough, butithadtogo
to Cabinet. Nowdoesthat stop - ask any oneofyou, if

" you're going to be honest - if you're asked by some-

body todo something and you're interested, does that
prevent you from trying to find out what it's all about,
toinquire? Isn’t thatthe normal thing to do? Isn’t that
what everyone here would do?

The thing is, let him come back and say that he was
paid for the time that he spent so far. Let anybody
come back and show us that they have a copy of the
Order-in-Council that was passed authorizing that;
not that the Minister who quite candidly stated that
yes, fine, he was thinking about it, but he couldn’t. He
certainly didn’t order anybody and that had notgone
to Cabinet. That's what he said and that was very
plain.

And all of a sudden a member who thinks that he
discovered something very important, you know, this
stuff, if that's going to make anybody do hiswork here
of trying to find out and having the spies - that's the
way they run it in Russia and you're always accusing
us of those kind of methods, of trying to get that
information, and that's not the first time this kind of
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accusation or this kind of thing has been done - if
anybody thinks this is a feather in his hat, let him. I'm
certainly not going to get excited over anything like
that at all.

I think that anybody that'sgotabit ofhonesty and a
bit of sincerity could understand that maybe, like the
Member for Brandon who says that he might have
been misunderstood or misled. That's possible, but
there's a big difference, Mr. Speaker, by listening to
somebody, getting the wrong meaning and asking
himtoresign andcalling himacrook, aliarandall the
kind of accusations we've had today. That is certainly
notworthy of members of this House. | think let's have
a damn vote and let's get out of here with dignity.

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Member forPembina.

MR.D.ORCHARD: Thankyou, Mr. Speaker. TheMin-
ister of Health has indicated that this debate is chil-
dish, thatthis debate has no purpose, that this debate
is wasting the time of the House when, as the Minister
says. there are so many important issues at stake.
Well, | ask you, Sir, and | ask the people of Manitoba,
what is more important than the consideration of
whether a Minister, a front bench Minister of a
Government is giving factual and correct information
or whether that Minister is attempting to mislead the
House and the people of Manitoba?

| believe that we are living inademocracyand| even
believe the Attorney-General knows we are living in a
democracy, and in a democracy truth is of the utmost
concern. And when we pose very simple questions to
Ministers of the front bench and we get evasive, mis-
leading answers from those Ministers, should we not
attempt, as Her Majesty's Loyal Opposition, to pursue
the truth and to attempt to bring to Manitobans the
facts as to how this Treasury Bench of this Govern-
ment is carrying on the affairs of this province?

| suggest that this is not a childish debate, that the
pursuit of truth is never childish in a democracy. It
may be in some countries with a different political
organization, but in ademocracy such as Canada the
pursuit of truth should be utmost in each and every
mind, and todeclare this debate childish is to demean
the democratic process and what we are all here
elected to do.

Now, if we are wasting time in trying to find out what
thetruthis, then does that mean that we stand up, ask
questions and receive any sort of an answer from
members of the Treasury Bench and acceptthem as
being nothing but the truth? That, Sir, we cannot do.
That hasbeendemonstrated inthelast Session. That
same Minister, when he had the responsibility for the
Telephone System, gave me two different answers on
two different occasions to the same question; he did
nottell thetruthlast Session. Thisis notthe first time
we have questioned information from the Minister of
Community Services and Corrections. So | think this
debate is very worthwhile.

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing more clear than the
Minister's answers, that we have not officially and
formally established the study. If that is true, as my
Leader has said, then Professor Leonard Kaminski is
telling a lie to the Free Press reporter who wrote this
story.

Now, the Attorney-General says not at all. Maybe he
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has a different concept of truth that he might share
with us at a later date, because to me that does not
indicatethatboththeMinister and Professor Kaminski
aretellingthetruth. Ilook forward to further contribu-
tions from the Attorney-General on what his version
of truth is.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Springfield.

MR. A. ANSTETT: Mr. Speaker, I've listened with
interest to the contributions from both sides, particu-
larly the Minister of Community Services onthisques-
tion. I, too, was uncertain as to exactly what the status
of Mr. Kaminskiwas until | heard from the Minister this
afternoon. However, | did not jump to the conclusion
that members opposite jumped toyesterday. The Min-
ister said -"the Member for Arthur suggests | was
misled - | said only that | was not certain and that
uncertainty does not give me grounds to make an
irresponsible accusation against the Minister.

Now, maybe - and I'll concede this point willingly to
members opposite - that the Minister may have con-
tributed to that uncertainty by not providing all of the
details that he had no authority to provide yesterday
and he won't have that authority until an Order-in-
Council is passed.

Let's look atthe options that were really available to
the Minister yesterday. He was asked, is something
happening? Hereplied, we're in the process of making
it happen. We are in the process of establishing a
study. That was hisreply. Is someone suggesting that
that reply was inaccurate? The Minister has stood up
today and confirmed that. He hasn't changed that in
any way, shape or form. He says, we will be going to
Treasury Board. We will be going to Cabinet to get an
Order-in-Council passed. That's his responsibility.
Nothing wrong with that reply.

Now we find that the electronic media andthe print
media have information from an individual who was
named by the Member for Fort Garry yesterday, Pro-
fessor Kaminski, that says he's already begun work.
Now I'muncertain, asisthe Member for Brandon West
and as was the Member for Fort Garry. I'll concede the
point, but then the Minister of Community Services
got up and answered the only question upon which
this Point of Privilege is based, the only question, and
that question is: how can Professor Kaminski be
working if the process has not been formally estab-
lished; and he got up and he said he is doing the initial
preparatory work, probably costing, preliminary,
whatever it is, setting the parameters and the details.
That's what the Minister said, that certain preliminary
work had to be done. Okay? That'swhat he's told the
House. He's explained the difference between what
appears in the newspaper and what some of us heard
on the radio and television this morning, and the
statement that the Member for Fort Garry made
yesterday.

Now, | believe that was the purpose of this debate,
to give the Minister an opportunity to explain, to
answer an allegation by the Member for Fort Garry,
that the information he gave yesterday was in some
way incorrect. He's given that explanation. Mr.
Speaker, | would submit that, having given that expla-
nation, he's provided substantive proof to this House:
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(1) that there was no point of privilege; (2) that he
repliedaccurately yesterday; and (3) he's provided us
with the information which appeared in yesterday’s
Hansard as well, that presently some work is going on
which relates to the completion of the details, the
parameters, etc.

So, Mr. Speaker, | submit, as | did earlier, the
member had a legitimate question to ask the Minister.
He could well have asked for those further details
during question period, rather than through this
debate, but since he raised it this way it was a legiti-
mate question. He's had a proper and legitimate
answer and, Mr. Speaker, | would suggest to the
member that the only honourable thing he can do at
this point is withdraw his motion now that he's had his
answer.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort
Garry.

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, if nobody else wishes
to speak, | will close the debate on this substantive
motion.

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

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, | want to acknow-
ledge the contributions of all those on both sides of
the House whohave participated in this debate and, in
particular, thank my colleagues, my Leader and the
Honourable Member for Brandon West who have
spoken from the perspective of the importance of
integrity, truth and honour on the Treasury Benches
of the Government of this Province.

Sir, there seems to be a double standard at work
here. A number of speakers from the Government
bencheshavemadereferencetothefactthatthe Min-
ister of Community Services and Corrections appar-
ently was hog-tied in terms of making a definitive
decision oradefinitive announcement on this appoint-
ment of Professor Kaminski in the establishment of
thisinquiry because he had to go through the process
of Treasury Board, he had to go through the process
of obtaining an Order-in-Council, having it passed by
Cabinet, and he had to deal with all the machinery of
Government. The Honourable Government House
Leader, the Attorney-General, has raised that point,
the Honourable Minister of Health raised that point,
and others have raised that point.

Mr. Speaker, | wish the Minister of Agriculture were
here. Let us just address for one moment the fact that
the Minister of Agriculture granted forgiveness on
something like - what wasit? - $400,000 worth of loans
out in the marketplace through the Beef Marketing
Plan without benefit of Order-in-Council, without
benefitof any kind of thoseprocessesor mechanicsin
Cabinet, in Treasury Board, or anywhere else in a
formal sense, and announced it, Sir.

All we're asking is that when the Minister of Com-
munity Services and Corrections, dealing with a sub-
ject asimportant as the major, the senior, correctional
facility in this province advise this House and advise
the people of Manitoba when he is launching an
inquiry and an investigation into the conditions in
existence at that facility because we are aware, | am
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aware, Sir, | believe the Minister is aware, many Man-
itobans are aware of rather questionable, rather serious
conditions at that facility.

I will have considerable to say about that, and was
going to say something about it when we reached the
Estimates of the Minister of Corrections. However, at
the first opportunity, | wanted to raise the question as
to whether he had initiated this inquiry, and why he
hadn't announced it, why he hadn't made it public,
because | have information, and | repeat and reiterate,
Sir, that | have information that indicated to me that
inquiry got under way approximately November 15th.
I'm fully prepared to accept the word as reported in
the mediaandasconveyedtomebyvarious members
ofthemedia and some of myotherinformants close to
the Headingley Jail situation that such is the case.

So, Sir, letus just stop for one moment and examine
the question of what kind of double standards are at
place here when colleagues of the Minister rush to his
defense in an indefensible position. This is defending
the indefensible. We're asking for straight answers. All
we're asking from this Government, because God
knows they're notableto supply muchelsetoManito-
bans, all we're asking from them is to come clean. We
expect every day in question period, and every day in
debate in this House, and | think the taxpayers, the
citizens and voters of Manitoba have a God-given
right to expect that they come clean. If they come
cleanand answer honestly and truthfully they will find
that their difficulties and their traumas through this
Session and succeeding Sessions will be a lot lighter,
a lot easier to bear than is otherwise going to be the
case.

So, Mr. Speaker, don't let the Minister of Health
stand up and rationalize in defense of the Minister of
Community Services on the grounds that this is a
waste of time. Seeking the truth, seeking honour,
seeking integrity is never a waste of time. Perhaps I'm
talking to the wrong Minister. | may be talking to the
wrong Minister when | talk of truth, honour andinteg-
rity, but | address those remarks to him in the hope
that they will fall upon his ears with some sense of
principle.

Mr. Speaker, another thing that is very surprising
and disturbing to usin the Oppositionis that the First

‘Minister of this province should not enter this discus-

sion either to offer, if one can be offered, some sort of
explanation of the conduct of his Minister or to stand
up for the very things that my Leader and this side of
the House have been standing up for, and that is
candor, admissions, honesty and honour. Why would
the First Minister of the House, the First Minister of
this province sit through this debate in silence and
have nothingtosay, either in defense of his Minister or
in defense of the principle that isatissue here. | think
that's a serious condemnation of the attitude that
Government takes, Sir, towards the principle of
honesty and truth in debate and argument.

We've seen evidence of this before, and now, we're
seeing it again in the first three days of the new Ses-
sion, this fledgling Government's second Session.
Having fallen into traps of evasiveness of their own
construction in their first Session, they now appear to
be stumbling blindly intothe same course of actionin
the second Session. They are headed for ruin and
devastation-soisthe province, incidentally - but they,
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in particular, are headed for ruin and devastation if
they persist in that course, Mr. Speaker.

| asked the Minister for an answer to a question
because | think there was a subsequent legitimate
follow-up question that the people of Manitoba had a
right to know the answer to, and my follow-up ques-
tion was going to be: Why? Why would he get on with
the jobofappointing and establishing thisinquiry and
not tell the people of Manitoba about it? | have suspi-
cions as to why, but those will surface during debate,
no doubt, and | intend to debate those with him. |
think, frankly, that the Minister has been hung out to
dry. I don't know who he’s trying to protect or defend
because | can assure himthatl think there's consider-
able evidence that nobody is trying to protect or
defend him.

In fact, although he probably regards me as an
adversary, | want to say to him, Mr. Speaker, through
you, Sir, that | believe through the initiativesthat| took
this fall in writing to the Minister about the situation at
Headingley that | probably was protecting him and
defending him better than some of those on whom he
relies. | believehe’'sbeenhungouttodry, and| believe
that a proper investigation of the situation at Heading-
ley willrevealthat. I'm notsaying that the Ministeristo
blame for that; one is hardly to blame for the fact that
he or she is hung out to dry. The only thing that the
Minister is to blame for is failing to answer that ques-
tion yesterday so that we could get on with this job of
finding out what's wrong at the upper level of the
Corrections Division, what's wrong at the upper level
of Adult Corrections, and what's wrong in Headingley
itself.

So, Mr. Speaker, | conclude by reiterating my
sincerity in seeking the truth about the difficulties at
Headingley Jail: my sincerity in first approachingthe
Minister last August in the wake of the Hoffman-
Baptiste escape attempt and the first reports that | got
on circumstances in the jail; the sincerity in my ques-
tions yesterday which were aimed at getting at the
terms of reference of this inquiry which | think had to
be terms of reference that support the Minister and
support the intentions of any Minister of Corrections
to ensure a proper security system in this province;
and my sincerity in moving the Motion of Privilege
which was seconded by my colleague, the Honoura-
ble Member for Sturgeon Creek.

| conclude, Sir, by asking this Minister in future, and
his colleagues, because we'll have many further ques-
tions on this and other subjects, to come clean. By
coming clean in their answers they can stay out of
trouble.

QUESTION put, MOTION defeated

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain.

MR. B. RANSOM: Yeas and Nays, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: Call in the members.

Order please. The question before the House, it has
been moved by the Honourable Member for Fort
Garry and seconded by the Honourable Member for
Sturgeon Creek,

THAT this House do censure the Minister of Com-
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munity Services and Corrections for a serious breach
ofits privileges by misleading its members in the mat-
ter of the establishment of an inquiry into conditions
at Headingley Jail.

A STANDING VOTE was taken, the result being as
follows:

YEAS

Messrs. Banman, Blake, Brown, Downey, Driedger,
Filmon, Gourlay, Graham, Mrs. Hammond, Messrs.
Hyde, Johnston, Kovnats, Lyon, Manness, McKenzie,
Mercier, Nordman, Mrs. Oleson, Messrs. Orchard,
Ransom, Sherman, Steen.

NAYS

Messrs. Adam, Anstett, Ashton, Bucklaschuk, Car-
roll, Corrin, Cowan, Desjardins, Mrs. Dodick, Mr.
Doern, Ms. Dolin, Messrs. Evans, Eyler, Fox, Hara-
piak,Harper, Mrs. Hemphill, Messrs.Kostyra, Lecuyer,
Parasiuk, Pawley, Penner, Ms. Phillips, Messrs. Ploh-
man, Santos, Schroeder, Scott, Mrs. Smith, Messrs.
Storie, Uskiw.

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

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

ORAL QUESTIONS
Appointments - Brandon University

MR. B.RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the
Minister of Community Services and Corrections.
Was the Minister of Community Services and Correc-
tions involved in the appointments to the Board of
Governors of the Brandon University made since
November 30th, 19817

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Com-
munity Services.

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, as a Member of the
Cabinet, like all other Cabinet Ministers, one is
involved. o

MR.B.RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, | would like to ask the
Minister of Community Services, did he specifically
make recommendations with respect to appointments
to the Board of Governors of Brandon University?

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, there is a process
involved in seeking out names for all kinds of Boards
and Commissions and |, along with my colleagues,
share in that process.

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, is the Minister of
Community Services and Corrections prepared to
acknowledge that the administration of Brandon Uni-
versity has now been cast into disarray because of the
NDP appointments to the Board of Governorsand are
becoming involved in administrative details of the
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university rather than dealing with issues of policy as
they should be?

HON. L.EVANS: Mr. Speaker, | would ask you, is that
question in order? The member asked me a question
pertainingtoanotherministry and | believe that ques-
tion is wrongly directed. | seek your guidance, Sir.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

HON. R. PENNER: On the same point of order, Mr.
Speaker, aquestionwhichis simply arhetorical ques-
tion calling for an opinionis not aquestionwhichisin
order. A question must be directed to a Minister with
respect to information obtained by that Minister or
known tothat Ministerinhiscapacity asaMinister but
it is out of order if it simply calls, rhetorically as that
one did, for a statement of opinion or to adopt an
opinion, queeras it might have been, of the questioner.

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

MR. R. DOERN: On the point of order, | believe it is
appropriate to direct a question to a Minister for a
portfolio for which he is responsible. In this case that
question should have been directed to the Minister of
Education. Clearly you're not going to direct ques-
tions on agriculture to the Minister of Health and
questions of health to the Minister of Agriculture.

MR. SPEAKER: To the same point of order, the
Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain.

MR.A.RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, | am quite prepared if
the Minister of Community Services and Corrections
is not prepared to take responsibility for the appoint-
ments which he has recommended and I'll direct my
question to the Minister of Education. Is the Minister
of Education satisfied thattheadministration of Bran-
don University is being carried out at a competent
level now that her NDP appointees are becoming
involved in day-to-day administrative detail?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Education.

HON. M.HEMPHILL: Mr. Speaker, | mustsaythat!'m
having some difficulty understanding what the prob-
lem is. We have a Board of Governors that is simply
doing their job, and as | have stated on many occa-
sions and as have the members opposite, we should
stay out of the business of Boards of Governors who
are carrying out their responsibilities.

We made changes to the Board of Governors, Mr.
Speaker, for very definite reasons; made changes in
the kind of representationand the kindofpeople who
were sitting on the Board of Governors and | will
explain what they were. There are about 16 members
on the Board of Governors and we made five of those
appointments, Mr. Speaker. Weincreased the number
ofstudent representation andweincreased the number
of Senate representation. In each of those cases the
students and the Senate selected their own member
and I'm quite sure are very capable of selecting the
bestpeopletorepresent them on a Board of Governors.
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We also appointedtwoNative representativesto the
Brandon University and I'm sure the members oppo-
site will understand the reasons for that. Brandon
University delivers almost all of the majority of the
Native education programs in universities in the Pro-
vince of Manitoba but the Native population had no
representation on that Board of Governors, Mr.
Speaker. We appointed Mr. Bill Thomas who is
Chairman of the Manitoba Indian Education Associa-
tion and Superintendent of the Peguis School Board.
We appointed Isaac Beaulieu, former Educative
Director of the Native Council of Canada and Chair-
man of the Sandy Bay School Board. Both men are
recognized as Native leaders in their community. The
number of changes that were made, Mr. Speaker,
actually bring Brandon University representation for
student and faculty and members of the community
more in line and make them consistent with the
representation and numbers that are on the other
Board of Governors. What | want to ask the members
opposite is why they are so upset about the demo-
cratic process in this instance when they are calling
outforsupportfordemocracy whenwe were arguing
the other issue earlier.

Boardsof Governorsand School Boards often don’t
agree. Theindividuals are there andthey put forward
their feelings and their attitudes and their positions
and, as we know from the press that we've had over
problems and difficulties that school boards are hav-
ing resolving issues, thatthey often have a very diffi-
culttimedealing with very, very difficult decisions and
issues. They gettheirinformationfromthebestplaces
they can. They get it from Senate, from Faculty, from
Administration. They make the best decisions they
can and the Board of Governors at Brandon is operat-
ing in the same way as are other boards and | support
their continuing work.

MR. B. RANSOM: A supplementary question, Mr.
Speaker, | would ask the Minister then, what is the
problem at Brandon University? Why are the affairs of
Brandon University being splattered across the air
waves of the province and the front pages of the
newspapers of the province? What is the problem?

‘"MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. I'm hav-

ing some difficulty in hearing the Minister’s reply.
The Honourable Minister of Education.

HON.M.HEMPHILL: Mr. Speaker, | amnot sure what
the problem is either at Brandon University because
what they're going through is no different than what
any other board is going through and they are not
having their difficulties in making decisions splashed
across the media.

Mr. Speaker, there wasone issue that | understand
was an issue related to the library at the Brandon
University and there was a recommendation from the
Senate and there was a recommendation from the
Administration. Those two recommendations were
not the same. That is not unusual in situations like this
where Faculty and Administration and Senate and
Students all participate in decisions that are made
about their university. Because the Senate and the
Administration could not agree, the Board was put in
the position of havingtomake a decision between the
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two recommendations and their decision was that
they accepted the recommendation of the senate.

| have worked with many Administrators over the
years, Mr. Speaker, and so have the members oppo-
site. Just because a Deputy Minister or a President
makes a recommendation to a Minister or a Govern-
ment does not mean that it is always accepted
because we have to gather information from other
than administration to make our decisions. They
gatheredthe information from the places they should
havereceivedit; they made atough decision and they
are doing their job.

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, the Attorney-General
has said that the problem at Brandon University is Dr.
Perkins, the President of the University of Brandon.
Does the Minister of Education concur with that view
put forward by the Attorney-General?

Mr. Speaker, if there are no problems at Brandon
University why has Cam Connor, a well-known
member of the NDP resigned from his position as an
Administrator at the University of Brandon?

HON. M. HEMPHILL: Mr. Speaker, | would imagine
thattogetananswerto that question, they would have
to ask the gentleman.

Abortion Clinic

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St.
Norbert

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, | have a question to
the Attorney-General. Mr. Speaker, could he inform
this House as to whether he supports oris in favour of
expanded abortion facilities in Manitoba?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

HON. R. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, | have made state-
ments with respect to my position as an Attorney-
General. In terms of the proposal of Dr. Morgentaler, |
don't feel it necessary to expand beyond that. What |
have said to various groups who have contacted me,
and | have no hesitation in repeating in this House,
and thatis, thatthose who feel thatthereis aneedfor
additions to such services should operate within the
law. | have said that to groups who have lobbied me
with respect to psychiatric services in terms of their
lobbying. | have said that to many groups who have
come to me about various problems and pointed out
to them the way in which, as community groups, they
can make their influence felt. That is what | have said
to those who have challenged me with respect to my
legaland constitutional position as Attorney-General,
that there is away of achieving things within the law;
there are ways of achieving things outside of the law. |
would recommend that, if they have a goal, that they
acheive it inside the law. The way to do that is to
gather data, to gather statistics, to make representa-
tions and to lobby. That has been my position clearly
and consistently throughout. It remains my position
today.

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, to the Attorney-
General, does he support or favour any changes to the
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Criminal Code of Canada which would remove in
wholeorinpartthe present restrictionsonabortions?

HON. R. PENNER: | do not think that question is in
order. My views with respect to what should bein the
criminal law is a matter of personal conviction, is a
matter for debate outside this House, which | am wil-
ling to participate with anyone at any time. The law
that is presently on the books is a federal law. It has
been introduced some years ago. If there's to be a
change in that law, it would be made at the federal
level. The position withrespectto myselfand my party
is well known. | have taken a position on this issue as
the Attorney-General, as I've said, and in response to
the earlier question, itis clear-andof courseitis clear
that they don't like that fact - it is within my constitu-
tional prerogatives. It is clear that they don't like that
fact. They would like the Attorney-General, somehow
or other, to fudge the issue so they can make political
capital out of the misery and concern on both sides of
the issue of thousands and thousands of honest Man-
itobans who differ on matters of policy. To attempt to
make political capital out of that is cheap.

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, in view of the
Attorney-General's quoted statements that he would
prosecute Dr. Morgentaler because he would be
under pressure to prosecute - that was in the Win-
nipeg Free Press, November 1st, 1982 - and in the
Winnipeg Free Press on December 1st, ‘82, that the
Crown may choose to press charges aftercomplaint,
Mr. Speaker, would the Attorney-General today give
an undertaking to this House that he will carry out his
statutory responsibilities in accordance with his Oath
of Officeand not in accordance with his own personal
viewpoints?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable the Attorney-
General.

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

A MEMBER: He's written out his questions.

HON.R.PENNER: I know he wrote them out, you see,
and he couldn’t change at the last moment. | need no
lessons from any pipsqueak in this House about con-
stitutional duties. | am proud of the way | have con-
ducted myself as Attorney-General, and when the
time comes when any little wet hen can point a finger
at me and saythat | have not acted within the duties
andresponsibilites of the office, that will be the time to
level such criticism. My position has been clear, and
that's what they don't like, certainly. As | have said, if
anyone opens up a clinic, or does anything that is
prima facie illegal, the law will take its normal course.

I have also said, and I've said it clearly, that | will not
stay prosecutions. | have also said that in my view
there is no legal position which would allow an
Attorney-General to grant something called an
immunity. | have quoted the authority ofthe Manitoba
Court of Appeal which goes back to a decision on the
Bill of Rights in 1688, thatindeed if anindividual hold-
ing the office had the right in a class of cases to say
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that they would or would not prosecute, or do so by
the back door of granting immunity or stays of prose-
cution, then we would have not the rule of law but the
rule of persons, and | do not adhere to that position at
all. I believe in the rule of law.

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, would the Attorney-
Generaltableinthis Legislature, for the information of
members, the correspondence he has had with Dr.
Morgentaler?

HON. R. PENNER: | do not believe that it is a docu-
ment that should be tabled in the House. | will gladly
send the Member for St. Norbert copies of that cor-
respondence. In fact that correspondence, as he
knows, is already a matter of public record.

Quarterly Report

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain.

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, it is quite evident
today, on the basis of information provided in the
quarterly report, that the Government is going to be
expending more funds than have been authorized by
this Legislature. | would like the assurance of the
Minister of Finance - and | ask him for this assurance,
Mr. Speaker - that the authority for the additional
expenditure which will be required will in fact be
soughtbyaSupplementary Supply Bill in this Session
before we-adjourn prior to Christmas.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

HON.V.SCHROEDER: Mr.Speaker,thatauthority is
not required prior to Christmas. Any authority which
will be required will be asked of the Legislature before
the time for the funding being required is here.

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, I'm very pleased to
have that answer from the Minister of Finance. | just
want to make certain that | understand what he said.
Will he give the assurance that his Government then
will not be passing any special warrants for expendi-
tures that are already known to be upcoming? Will he
give the assurance that they will not pass any special
warrants between the rising of this sitting and the
recalling of the Legislature in February or January,
whenever it might be?

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

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please.

HON. V. SCHROEDER: . . . when they had a fall
Session and then reconvened several months later. |
must say, however, at the present time - and we did
pass a Special Warrant about a week and a halfago/|
believe, that Cabinet did - and | don’t know of any
funding that is required at this time. I'm not saying
though thatwewould notpassaspecialwarrantbefore
we come back. ‘

Foreign borrowings

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, to the Minister of
Finance. Did the Minister of Finance seek advice from
Mr. Saul Cherniack, former NDP MLA and present
Chairman of Hydro, with respect to foreign borrow-
ings at any time since the 30th of November 19817

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Mr. Speaker, | can say that |
didn’t seek advice in the sense that | went to see Mr.
Cherniack, but | do have a press release here dated
April 21st, 1978, issued by the then Premier, the
Member for Charleswood, when a $57.5 million bond
issue was sold in Switzerland and he said, “We are
particularly encouragedtohave such avery goodrate
of interest,” the Premier declared. | just thought that
shouldbeon the record after some of the statements -
some of the vicious statements - that the Leader of the
Opposition made when we were borrowing some
money recently.

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, | acknowledge that
the Minister of Finance is under no obligation to
answer questions which areplacedto him, but on the
chance that perhaps he didn’t understand the ques-
tion I'll place it once again. Did the Minister seek
advice from Saul Cherniack, former NDP MLA and
presently Chairman of Manitoba Hydro, with respect
toforeign borrowings at any time since November 30,
19817

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Mr. Speaker, | have sought
advice from many individuals with respect to borrow-
ing. | have talked with Saul Cherniack, yes, indeed, |
have talked with him a number of times. But | have not,
as | thought | had said, if | didn’t say it I'll put it in
different words, | have talked with Mr. Cherniack. Mr.
Cherniack has discussed borrowings withme, | don't
recall going to him to get that advice, but certainly
we've talked about it and I don’tbelieve that there are
many peoplein the history of Manitoba, indeed | can’t
think of any, who served this province better as a
Finance Minister.

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, that last statement

* willno doubt be debated in this House on the basis of
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the hundreds of millions of dollars that the taxpayers
have had to pay out as a consequence of foreign
borrowing. If the Minister of Finance did not seek out
Mr. Cherniack’s advice, did Mr. Cherniack then
approach the Minister and ask for the opportunity to
go to Switzerland?

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Well, Mr. Speaker, it seems
thatthe member has the same problem as the Member
for St. Norbert. He’s got these questions written out
anditdoesn’tmatterwhatanswerone givesto a pre-
vious question, hehastoask histhree questions. He's
asked them; | have answered them.

Low Income Housing - Sprague
MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Member for Emerson.

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Mr. Speaker, my question is to
the Minister responsible for Housing. For anumber of
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years, alow income housing construction project has
been operating in Sprague, which is in Southeast
Manitoba. The project consists of building ready-to-
move homes for people who qualify for it. The Minister
in the last days has been flaunting his achievements
regarding housing programs and job creations. Can
the Minister indicate why they're shutting down the
project in Sprague?

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Minister of Housing.

HON. J. STORIE: Mr. Speaker, | am not aware of the
circumstances surrounding this. Perhaps, if the
honourable member would offer me further informa-
tion or perhaps he could see me after question period
and give me the information. I'm not familiar with the
situation as he's expressed it.

Headingley Jail - study re conditions

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort
Garry.

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, my questionistothe
Honourable Minister of Corrections and | would ask
him when we may expect, not by excruciatingly
extracted answer but by Ministerial Statement in this
House, an announcement that an inquiry is being
undertaken into conditions at Headingley Jail?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Com-
munity Services.

HON. L. EVANS: In due course, Mr. Speaker.

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, since that inquiry is
already under way, when can we expect the Minister
to announce, by way of Ministerial Statement in this
House, what his terms of reference are?

Mr. Speaker, can the Minister advise this House
whether he hasestablishedterms of reference forthat
inquiry with the investigator, Professor Kaminski, and
whetherthe members of this Legislature representing
57 constituencies in Manitoba will have access to
those terms of reference to determine whether the
inquiry isviable and worthwhile or whetheritis merely
a repetition of something he's already done?

HON.L.EVANS: Mr.Speaker,we made thisveryclear
yesterday, that we were in the process of establishing
the study. When we have finalized the terms of refer-
ence, the extent of the study, when we finalize all the
details and we are satisfied; |, as the Minister, am
satisfied on the course that we should be following. It
will be presented to the Treasury Board and then to
the Cabinet and when Cabinet finally approves of it, it
will be announced and will be made public to the
member opposite, tothe Legislature and tothe people
of Manitoba. | have indicated this yesterday and I'm
merely repeating what I've said to the member
yesterday.

MR. L. SHERMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Can the
Minister confirm that areview wascarried out between
August and October by his department involving the
College of Physicians and Surgeons, involving MONA,
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in a medical audit that was part of the review of the
situation at Headingley? First of all, can he confirm
that report was carried out by his department?

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

lllegal trucking operations
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina.

MR.D.ORCHARD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | have a
question for the Minister of Highways and Transporta-
tion. Can the Ministerinform me if complaintsissuing
from illegal trucking operations are being investi-
gated and pursued by the department without
interference?

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Minister of Highways.

HON. S. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, | think that the best
answer | can give at the moment is thatwithinacouple
of days there will be a statement made with respect to
that whole question.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Well, in anticipation of that
statement, Mr. Speaker, | would appreciate an answer
as to whether complaints are being pursued by
department staff, by investigation staff, in the normal
course?

HON. S. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, | believe that there are
generalcomplaints and there are specificones. It's my
understanding that the specific ones are dealt with in
the normal manner. General complaints willbea sub-
ject of something else which will be announced in a
couple of days.

Assessment Review hearings

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Swan
River.

MR. D. GOURLAY: Mr. Speaker, | have a question to
the Minister of Municipal Affairs. | wonder if the Minis-
ter can inform the House as to how he plans on deal-
ing with the assessment review recommendation.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Munici-
pal Affairs.

HON. A. ADAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | have
announced previously, last Session, that we will be
holding hearings in January. I've responded to the
Honourable Member for Swan River by letter the
approximate dates that we would be holding these
hearings. | hope, prior to those hearings, to have a
briefing for the Standing Committee on Municipal
Affairs of the Legislature so that they will have some
briefing before we undertake these hearings.

MR. D. GOURLAY: Yes, Mr. Speaker, | wonder if
the Minister could indicate to the House what the
Government position will be with respect to the
assessmentreview recommendationspriortogoing out
on these hearings?
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HON. A. ADAM: Mr. Speaker, we have, as members
opposite are aware, undertaken a study over the past
few months and we have come up with some conclu-
sions as pertain to the recommendations. These
recommendations will be provided to the members of
the committee and to the people who attend the
hearings.

MR. D. GOURLAY: Mr. Speaker, | wonder if the Minis-
ter could clarify the actual position. Will the Govern-
ment, through the Minister of Municipal Affairs, have a
firm position to take to those hearings so that the
various people that are asked to come to those hear-
ings know what the Government'’s positionis going to
be?

HON. A. ADAM: Mr. Speaker, we have a number of
recommendations provided tous by the Weir Commit-
tee on Assessment. The major problem is that people
donotunderstand what has beenrecommended. It'sa
very complex document and, as a result of that, we
have received some requests by some local Govern-
ments to please come out and advise us what the
recommendations are because we don’t understand
them; they are too complex. The primary purpose of
the hearingsis to go out and try and impart this infor-
mation that is contained in the recommendations so
that we will —(Interjection)— I'm not sure whether
members opposite understand the recommendations
themselves, but we know there are a lot of people out
there that are having difficulty grappling with the
recommendations and we will want to have some
feedback from people out there what they think of
these recommendations. We believe in interfacing
with the public,incommunicating withthe public,and
we intend to do that, Mr. Speaker.

MR. D. GOURLAY: Mr. Speaker, | wonderifthe Minis-
ter can indicate at this time the locations and dates as
to the actual hearings.

HON. A. ADAM: | believe the dates will be between
the 24th and 28th of January. Staff is working on the
details. We want to meet, Mr. Speaker, with the Advi-
sory Committee of Municipal Affairs so that we can
discuss with them where the most appropriate places
are to have the hearings and we will announce thatin
due course.

Festival du Voyageur - casino facility

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La
Verendrye.

MR. R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | direct my
question to the Minister of Finance and would ask him
if he could confirm that he presented a cheque for
$125,000 to the Festival du Voyageur for the estab-
lishment of a casino facility?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.
HON. V. SCHROEDER: No, Mr. Speaker.

MR. R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A ques-
tion to the Minister of Economic Development and
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Tourism, | wonder if she could inform the House
whether ornotshe presented acheque for $125,000to
the Festival du Voyageur for the establishment of a
casino facility.

MR.SPEAKER: TheHonourableMinister of Economic
Development.

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, the Festival du Voya-
geur received a cheque for their role as a tourism
attractionand the casino operationis, asyouallknow,
a part of the winter festival but in fact it is not the only
part of the operation. So | think the purpose of the
moneyis certainlynottobe separated fromthe casino
operation but it is only dedicated to that role in the
sense thatitis apartof theirtotalwinter festivalandit
happens to be the major tourism attraction in Manit-
oba in the winter months.

MR.R.BANMAN: Mr.Speaker, inlight of the province
being faced with that particular facility, | wonder if the
Minister could inform the House whether any studies
as far as the viability or the feasibility of the establish-
ment of such a facility was undertaken by her depart-
ment before they issued any funds to that particular
organization.

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, the role of Travel
Manitoba is to respond to requests according to the
program areas that we have. In this case the Festival
had done their planning and submitted their proposal
and request for funds to the department. After very
careful analysis of their proposal the department did
not, in fact, meetthefull level oftheirrequest but met
the components of the proposal that we felt came
within our area of concern. There was some differ-
ence between the amount requested and the amount
granted butitseemstomethatis avery normal proce-
dure and, in fact, | think a very sound procedure that
Government does not always give the fullamount that
agroup would like to have but in fact designates that
portion of the request they feel is fully supportable.
Thatis in fact what we did and | think we made a very
sound decision.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health
on a point of order.

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, as the Minister
responsible for Lotteries | feel that | have some added
information to give the House. I'd like to do so at this
time.

| wish to say that the Festival du Voyageur was
informed that they had no automatic licence for that
place and in fact that building, as far as | was con-
cerned, would have to stand on its own two feet and
not take any consideration that they would have any
licence for either bingo or a casino. They acknowl-
edged that to me and | could show the letter to the
Members of this House and the honourable member if
he wants toseeit.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La
Verendrye.

MR.R.BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, in lightofthe fact that
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building was supposed to be used for a casino and
now apparently is not functional for casino purposes,
| have a further question to the Minister in charge of
Lotteries. | wonder if he could tell me whether the
Lottery Licensing Board made that decision or if the
Minister made the decision.

HON. L. DESJARDINS: | made the decision to write
to that group so they wouldn’t go under the assump-
tion they would have an automatic licence, either for a
casino like it seems to have been the style the last few
years, or that they could operate a commercial bingo.
They wouldhaveto be subject to the same policy that
would be made after we received the Jewers Report
and the policies are made and announced in this
House.

MR.R.BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, aquestiontotheMin-
ister in charge of Economic Development and Tour-
ism. This then begs the question, if the Minister in
chargeofLotteriesinformedthe Festivaldu Voyageur
that they did not have an automatic licence for a
casino, can the Minister now - and since that was part
and parcel of the economic viability of that facility
—(Interjection)—

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health
on a Point of Order.

HON. L. DESJARDINS: The member insists on
repeating and telling the members of this House and
I'm answering that wasn't the case. We have docu-
mentation to prove that; that wasn't even taken into
consideration at any time.

MR.R.BANMAN: Mr.Speaker, since —(Interjection)—
MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. R. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, | wonder if the Minis-
ter of Economic Development and Tourism would
provide the House with the rationale, the feasibility
workings with regard to that facility so that we can
have a look and see whether or not the $125,000 was
expended in a proper and fiscally prudent manner so
that we can assure the taxpayers of Manitoba that this
particular instance is one that was studied very tho-
roughly before it was gone into.

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourableMinister of Economic
Development.

HON.M. SMITH: Yes,Mr.Speaker. When wereceived
the request for agrantby the Festival, the Honourable
Minister responsible for Lotteries and myself met
together and realized that there might be some
assumption on the part of the Festival that there was
going to be a regular licence for them to operate
casinos there and that might in fact leave them to
undertake a more ambitious project than was reaso-
nable. So we undertook to meet with them, Mr.
Speaker, and explain to them that we were not in a
position to guarantee them any right to hold casinos
there during the part of the year when the Festival
proper was not in session and that we wanted them
not to make any assumptions they were financing that
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building with the expectation of casino funds. There-
fore, | think what we did was ask them to review their
plans and wein factmadevery careful details in offer-
ing the grant to exclude any dependency on casino
funds.

In fact, we did reduce the amount that was given to
them from their original request because we thought
there had been somewhat - how shall | say? - an
excessive expenditure pattern laid out and we feltwe
shouldn’t be responsible for rather ambitious plan-
ning on theirpart. The part of the operation that we felt
we could, in good conscience fund, was the facility
which does have meeting rooms that are complemen-
tary to our Convention Centre. They have a smaller-
scale room which is available for those conventions,
large meetings, which often getbumped from the big
Convention Centre because it has to give pricrity to
national or international conventions. We examined it
very carefully in relation to that facility and then made
very clear to the organizers of the Festival that we
wanted to support their festival activities in the winter,
but not an ongoing casino activity. It is fully docu-
mented and | think the $125,000 is clearly designated
to the tourism components of that operation.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.
Time for question period having expired.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
THRONE SPEECH DEBATE

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Member for Riel and the motion in
amendment to by the Honourable Leader of the
Opposition, standing in the name of the Honourable
Member for St. Norbert.

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr.Speaker, thank you very much.
Mr. Speaker, | too, like others who havespokenin this
debate, amhappytoseethatyou, Sir, have recovered
from the health problems that you had during the last
Session and, very sincerely, extend to you my best
wishes for a healthy Session and many more until this
Session ultimately prorogues.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday my Leader referred to the
NDP election document, “A Clear Choice for Manito-
bans,” as the most misleading election document ever
produced by a political party in Manitoba. Mr. Speaker,
he was more than accurate. Contained within that
document was a promise which | don't believe he
referred to, butitwasone thatsaid, “An NDP Govern-
ment would take action to get Manitoba'’s troubled
economy moving again and restore vitality to the pro-
vincial economy.” Mr. Speaker, | think it's fair, as he
did, to judge the honesty and the integrity of a
Government by what it promises to do and by what it
actually does.

Today, Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Finance tabled
the latest Quarterly Financial Statementin this House
showing a predicted deficit of $498.4 million, double
the deficit of the last fiscal year. Mr. Speaker, do you
recall, the people of Manitoba will recall, the com-
ments of the First Minister, when shortly after assum-
ing office or just before assuming office, when the
latest Quarterly Report was issued that indicated a
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deficit of some $257 million how upset the First Minis-
ter was, how he indicated it would be impossible for
their Government under these circumstances to carry
on, that this was such a burden that the Conservative
Government had thrown upon them and how irres-
ponsible it was for us to have had a deficit in that
amount. Now we have witnessed, Mr. Speaker, the
ability of the Minister of Finance in this particular
Government to manage the economic affairs of the
Province of Manitoba, $498.4 million or half a billion
deficit predicted by the end of this year.

| suppose, taken by itself, it's not thatimportant, Mr.
Speaker, but | think we have to look seriously at the
implications for the province as a whole. One of the
first questions that comes to mind, Mr. Speaker, is,
what will this do to the credit rating of this province?
There was some doubts expressed, as | recall, when
the Budget wasannounced last spring by the Finance
Minister as to the effect of that deficit on the credit
rating of this province. Mr. Speaker, it will be interest-
ing to learn in coming days and weeks what effect the
amount of this deficit is going to have on the credit
rating of this province.

In addition, Mr. Speaker, our Leader referred to the
burden particularly on the younger people of this pro-
vince who are going to have to pay off these kinds of
debts. This, without question, is going to impose a
burden on the people of this province to retire a deficit
ofthissize anditisincumbent, Mr. Speaker,upon this
Government who admitted in the Throne Speech that
there was a recession under way when they took
office. They admitted that in the Throne Speech but,
yet, they ran up a deficit like this, but it is incumbent
upon them, Mr. Speaker, to gain control of the finan-
ces of this province in the best interests of this pro-
vince. We, as our Leader has said, will do everything
we can, Mr. Speaker, to deal with that issue and to
offer constructive criticism.

Thereappearstobe, Mr. Speaker, very little similar-
ity between what this Government says it will do and
what it actually does. Mr. Speaker, it persists in self-
serving rhetoric and attempts to fool and delude the
people of this province.

On Page 9, Mr. Speaker, of the Throne Speech, they
stated that “The residents of this province have the
right to demand of their elected officials the highest
possible standards and to thatend, legislation dealing
with conflict of interest of members of the Legislative
Assembly and conflict of interest of members of
Municipal Councils will be introduced.”

Mr. Speaker, | think it would be much more to the
point if they wish to achieve that objective, because
it's certainly a right that the residents of this province
have, but it would be much more to the point if the
Government in its election documents, in all of its
statements, would stick to the truth and be honest
with the people of Manitoba. That would be much
moreimportant to the residents of this province than
the kinds of statements we've had todeal with and the
kinds of election promises that were offered to the
people of Manitoba when we look at the results of
what has occurred.

Mr. Speaker, they continue to offer to the people of
Manitoba this self-serving rhetoric. On Friday last, Mr.
Speaker, | think the Premier of this province sunk to
the lowest level that | have seen him go. He said on
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Page 9 of Hansard in response to a question of the
Leader of the Opposition, “TheHonourable Leader of
the Opposition should then identify for us, item by
item by item, not just peanut items but substantial
items because this Government, unlike the previous
Government of the Province of Manitoba, does not
intend to kick the crutches out from underneath the
handicapped in the province.” Mr. Speaker, that kind
of statement, an outright lie from the Premier of this
province to other elected representatives causes me,
certainly personally, and | know causes members of
this Opposition, a greatdeal of concern, Sir. | had the
opportunity, Mr. Speaker, when | served on City
Council as Chairman of the Works and Operations
Committee, Sir, to initiate in the City of Winnipeg the
Handi-Transit system, and | give credit to the NDP
Governmentofthat day for complyingwith the request
from the City of Winnipeg to offer some financial sup-
port. We initiated that program, Mr. Speaker, and it's
not only - it's not perfect, nothing is perfect - butit'sa
good system for transportation of physically handi-
capped people and probably one of the best certainly
in North America.

Our Government carried out programs while in
office to support the rights of handicapped people,
Mr. Speaker, and to have the Premier make a com-
ment like this - you know when it comes from the
Premierof the province itcomesfrom theofficeof the
Premier - there are people out there who believe that
kind of comment. Mr. Speaker, | personally resent that
and I thinkevery memberonthisside resentsthatand
| hope perhaps one of the few members who is in the
House from the opposite side will bring that to the
attention of the First Minister because | think he
should, in all honesty, withdraw that statement.

Mr. Speaker, the Government however continues
with its propensity to diverge from the truth and
offered recently to the press, to the media and to the
public, areport on action taken by the NDP Govern-
ment, December, 1981 to November, 1982. In that
report, Mr. Speaker, I'm only going to deal with a few
paragraphs, but in the second-last paragraph on the
first page, they talked about, “For the first time in
several years, Manitoba’s forecast t o have one of the
best economic performances of any province.” Mr.

‘Speaker, we've heard the Quarterly Financial Report

today. They knew that was coming so maybe it was at
the printer’s, Mr. Speaker. But despite the Minister of
Finance's and the Government’s knowledge of this
report,theymadeastatement like that to the people of
Manitoba.

They went on, Mr. Speaker, in'the last paragraph on
that page that said,
“Many individuals and groups that seem to be losing
hope in the future have some expectation of a better
life for themselves and their children.” Explain that,
Mr. Speaker, to the 5,371 individuals or families who
are on welfare in the City of Winnipeg, an increase of
131 percent over the 2,322 welfare cases just 12
months ago when this Government just took office.

Mr. Speaker, they go on to talk about the good start
made by the new NDP Government. They talk about a
one-time $23 million Interest Rate Relief Program.
Well, | know, Mr. Speaker, the Member for Tuxedo is
going to want to ask some questions about that, like
it's been described as a $23 million Interest Rate Relief
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Program for months and months and months, but
have they really spent any more than $5 million? And
why did they only spend $5 million? Because they so
restricted the requirements under that program that
those are all the people who have been able to qualify,
Mr. Speaker. We told them that during Estimates last
year, that they had to loosen up the restrictions to help
the people who were being hurt. We know there was
something like 176 percentage increase in bankrupt-
cies. —(Interjection)— New northern policies are evi-
dent, they sure are, Mr. Speaker. Tell that to the min-
ers up North.

Theygoon, Mr. Speaker, to talk about restoration of
the health care system as being led by an increase of
almost 100percent in health construction. Mr. Speaker,
they very conveniently omitto mention thatit was our
construction program thatwe planned and worked on
and had started thetwoyears prior to our defeat. It'sa
good program, Mr. Speaker. We're happy they're pro-
ceeding with it. In fact, the only good things you'll find
asyougothroughthisreport are the programsthatwe
had implemented and they are carrying on. Every-
thing else, Mr. Speaker, has been botched.

Likewise, Mr. Speaker, they go on to say on Page 4,
“That legislation to establish a Manitoba Oil and Gas
Corporation is being prepared on the basis of consul-
tation with our fast expanding oil industry.” Why do
we have a fast expanding oil industry, Mr. Speaker?
We have it because we changed therates of taxationin
that particularindustry and that's why it has expanded.

Here’s one of the funniest ones of all, Mr. Speaker.
"Hydro development policy has been broadened to
include all possible markets, rather than one to the
exclusion of others.” Mr. Speaker, they've botched the
Western Grid and now they're trying to tell us that
hydro development policy has been broadened. The
fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, under this Govern-
ment because of their actions, there will be no hydro
development in Manitoba.

Mr. Speaker, they goon to talk about- and | wantto
expand on this later on because they have the nerve
again to talk about increased grants to school div-
isions in municipalities to ease the property tax
burden. We know, and I've said it on numerous occa-
sions but it bears repeating once again, under this
governmenttaxesinthe City of Winnipeg School Div-
ision on an average $7,000 assessed home have more
than doubled in one year over thetotalincrease over a
four-year period under the Conservative Government.
If that’s easing the property tax burden, and they
implicitly refer to it again in the Throne Speech, the
homeowners in the City of Winnipeg and owners of
property throughout this province, | take it, are in for
another large property tax increase and that's not
certainly what this NDP Party promised to the people
of Manitoba.

They go on to talk about jobs and labour and | want
to deal with that in some detail as they move on. The
unemployment situation, Mr. Speaker, has to be the
bottom-line statistic in the consideration of the per-
formance of any Government. This November, 1982
labour force survey, Mr. Speaker, which was distrib-
uted on Friday last, shows 52,000 unemployed people
in the Province of Manitoba. And whatis even worse,
we find out that the City of Winnipeg now has the
second highest unemployment rate of any major city
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in Western Canada and this Government keeps saying
that things are bad, but we're not doing as badly as
other provinces. But | want them to answer the ques-
tion then, and perhaps the Minister of Labour can
offer an answer to it. The national actual unemploy-
ment rate has increased 54 percent, comparing
November,1982to November of 1981, but Manitoba’s
rate has increased over that same period 79 percent,
much much higher than the national rate. | don't call
that, Mr. Speaker, better performance than all other
provinces in Canada. —(Interjection)— | didn't hear
that remark, Mr. Speaker, if the member wants to
repeat it louder.

Ifyourecallthe figures forthe month of August, Mr.
Speaker,wehadthehighestrateofincreaseinunem-
ployment and now again, in November of 1982, sea-
sonally adjusted, we have the highest increase of any
province.

Mr.Speaker, I'm not trying to gloatoverthese statis-
tics. | think, Mr. Speaker, they are tragic. They are not
just statistics, Mr. Speaker, as we all should know.
Each one ofthosenumbers, Mr. Speaker, representsa
human being, an individual, a resident of this pro-
vince. A certainnumber may be living alone, but many
of whom may be supporting a spouse, a family, per-
haps a single-parent family. Mr. Speaker, there's a
story of human misery and tragedy behind each one
of these statistics.

| have been called, Mr. Speaker, in past months by
many people unemployed, as I'm sure many members
here have. Mr. Speaker, when you talk to a Versatile
employee, a young married man with a young family
and a mortgage payment, concerned about losing his
home, laid off; Mr. Speaker, whenyoutalk to Univer-
sity of Manitoba graduates, one in particular told me
the other day he graduated with a Master’s degree in
Business Administration and can't find a job.

Mr. Speaker, those figures, those statistics, the
numbers represent 52,000 cases of human misery and
tragedy. | don’t particularly want to emphasize one
group over another according to ages, Mr. Speaker,
but in Manitoba in the 15-24 year category, theunem-
ployment percentage is 16.4 percent. Mr. Speaker,
these are the people whom we’ve been training and
we've been educating in our educational system and
we've been telling them, perhaps as parents, to work
hardin school, to take acourse, tolearnatrade, todo
something to get a job. Then they graduate, Mr.
Speaker, and there is nothing available for them. The
Minister of Labour, | takeit, isnotthatconcerned with
hearing about the tragedies that are existing in
unemployment.

Mr. Speaker, those examples that | mentioned are
only a few. As | said at the beginning with respect to
unemployment, those statistics have to be the
bottom-line statistics. They have to be the most
important indication of the performance of the
Government. Whatever political stripe the Govern-
mentis, they have to be most concerned with thattype
of situation, Mr. Speaker. What has to occur, | think,
and | suggest to the Government, is that they have to
deal solely withthe problem of unemployment. Every
facet of their activity, every consideration of any
financial spending in their Estimates, Mr. Speaker,
hasto bedirected attheimpactonemployment in this
province, because you simply can’'t have that many
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people unemployed. It's absolutely tragic. What is
even more disturbing, Mr. Speaker, is that from the
predictionswereadabout by economists, it looks like
it will be getting worse and that imposes the highest
possible responsibility on the part of the Government
to deal solely with this problem of unemployment.

The thing that should be done, Mr. Speaker, is |
think they can forget about a lot of these things that
are in the Throne Speech. You know, they talk about
human rights. Well, if you don't have a job, Mr.
Speaker, you don’t have very many rights. There are
so many things that are mentioned in this Throne
Speech, Mr. Speaker, that should be, | suggest, just
scrapped at least for this Legislative Session so that
this Government can concentrate solely on the prob-
lem of unemployment, because it's getting worse.
When the Member for Turtle Mountain and the Leader
of the Opposition called for a Budget to be broughtin
as early as possible, they called for the House tobe
recalled as early as possible after Christmasand New
Year's, Mr. Speaker. | support that because that hasto
happen in order that the problem of unemployment is
addressed properly.

In addressing that problem, Mr. Speaker, they have
tolook at whether ornot they can continue the payroll
tax. Nearly everybody in the province, Mr. Speaker,
certainly the interested groups, the construction
industry - you can go through them - the Chamber of
Commerce, individual employers, and I've talked to
individual employees and employers across this pro-
vince who believe it's a tax on employment. There is
no question about it. It is a very regressive tax.
Whether you make a profitor not, you have to pay the
tax and with the cash-flow difficulties that many small
businesses and large businesses are having these
days, eventually it gets down to the company laying
offanemployee or reducing the wages of an employee
or not taking on another employee that might have
been hired otherwise in order to pay the payroll tax.
Mr. Speaker, they have to, in the consideration of the
serious unemployment statistics, look at that payroll
tax situation.

A smaller point on that tax, we've heard over the
pastyearthe concern of this Government with respect
to day care standards, Mr. Speaker, improving the
standards of day care. | think, Mr. Speaker, we had a
goodrecordin that particular area. We increased the
number of centres considerably and spent a great
dealof money in that particulararea. But| was in aday
care centre the other day, Mr. Speaker, in the fall.
They had a fixed budget approved. They are hard-
pressed for money. The people who work in the day
care centres are not paid that well. as we know, but
they had to pay, in October, the payroll tax. They had
to find, somewhere within their budget, money to pay
the payroll tax - and don't tell me that’s not going to
affect the standard of care for the children in that
particular day school. Mr. Speaker, there has to be
some rational approach to that tax because it's just
regressive. It's a wrong type of tax and has to be
withdrawn.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we've heard a lot about the Eco-
nomic Summit and then, right after the Economic
Summit, and the Member for Lakeside asked a ques-
tion, we get an announcement in the Throne Speech
that we're going to have a pubilic life insurance com-
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pany in Manitoba and we're goingto have ManOil. We
already have the payroll tax, Mr. Speaker, and there
are really no initiatives for the private sector in this
Throne Speech.

In “A Clear Choice for Manitobans,” they talked
about providing an economic climate, building a great
future. Mr. Speaker, | suggest to this Government that
by these kinds of actions they are not creating the kind
ofinvestment climatein Manitobathat will create new
employment opportunities in Manitoba and particu-
larly, the Premier of this province should remember
that he has to compete with three other western pro-
vinces, B.C., Albertaand Saskatchewan, and thereare
many matterswhereinterprovincial co-operation par-
ticularly between the western provinces can prove
beneficial for the Province of Manitoba.

They have lost the Western Grid but there still are
other projects out there that western Governments
have discussed for a number of years where co-
operation can bring benefits to Manitoba. But, Mr.
Speaker, we have the Premier of this province out
campaigning on behalf of the NDP in each of those
provinces. He was in Alberta during the election; he
was in Saskatchewan and he’s just been in B.C. .-
(Interjection)- Well, it was just before the election.
There's no law, no, in response to the Minister of
Health, there’s no law, Mr. Speaker.

But | suggest to the Premier and to the NDP
Government that the people in those provinces elect
their Government and he should deal with them. It's
more important for him to be co-operating with the
governments of those provinces, rather than out try-
ing to defeat the Government. It just doesn’'t make
sense. It's something we didn't do, Mr. Speaker, and
therearevery very few provincial Premiers who inter-
fere in the electoral activities of other provinces. | am
just saying to him, Manitoba needs the co-operation
of theotherwestern provinces to create employment
opportunities in Manitoba and | suggest, Mr. Speaker,
that he confine his partisan political activities to the
Province of Manitoba in orderto gain the co-operation
of the other western provinces.

Well, Mr. Speaker, I'm glad the Minister for Urban
Affairsis here. | have talked about the increase in the
rate of real property taxation in Manitoba and they

"have some cliches in the Throne Speech about

increased grants to the City of Winnipeg. | hope, Mr.
Speaker, that they will offer some real financial sup-
porttothem this year so that the citizens of this citydo
nothavetobearthe burdenofthekinds ofincreases
that they had last year.

Now, Mr. Speaker, in one area, | would like the
Minister of Urban Affairs, perhaps during the Throne
Speech or I'd certainly prefer to see it before this
Session adjourns over the Christmas and New Year
period, | would like to have him explain why the Pro-
vincial Government is meeting with the Federal
Governmenton the question of the Shoal Lake Devel-
opment without the participation of the City of Win-
nipeg. Why, Mr. Speaker, does the City Government
have to goto the extentof mailing abrochureto every
resident of the city to the effect that Winnipeg's water
supply needs protectionin orderto gain support from
the residents of this city so thatthey have a position of
strength to deal with the Provincial Government who,
according to an editorial in the Winnipeg Free Press
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today says, “The Provincial Government Manitobans
have, however, has taken a variety of obscure or
equivocal positions which seem to reflect a desire to
conciliate the Indian band and to punish the city.”
There should be, Mr. Speaker, some answers. -
(Interjection)- You're worried about the water? There
is no question we're worried about the water and we
want to ask the Minister and the Government, why
aren't they supporting the city? The City Council and
the Mayorareconcerned about the water. That'stheir
primary concern, about protecting the water supply
for the City of Winnipeg. So why do we have the
Provincial Government meeting with the Federal
Government to talk about this problem without the
City of Winnipeg's participation, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. Speaker, there has been nothing but confronta-
tion by this Government with the City of Winnipeg
since they were elected. | don’'t know whether it's a
make-work project for the 19 additional people they
hired to form the Urban Affairs Department. You
know, he's had a great month in November, the Minis-
ter of Urban Affairs, Mr. Speaker. At the last possible
moment while the Executive Policy Committee was
considering Plan Winnipeg, he dropped in their laps a
12-page detailed letter of his concerns on Plan Win-
nipeg, after the public hearings were completed, Mr.
Speaker. On Page 3 of thatletter he said, “One of the
following specific urban policy objectives could be
defined to promote citizens' input in the decision-
making processes that directly or indirectly affect
them.” Well, he gave them this detailed information
after the public hearings were conluded, so that his
letter was not subject to the public hearing process,
Mr. Speaker. He described it on Page 2 as "“a prelimi-
nary listing of provincialurban policy objectives.” Are
there more, Mr. Speaker? He just doesn’t want the city
to deal with their municipal responsibilities. He wants
them, | suppose in recognition of their lack of ability to
deal with this problem, to take over the problem of
creating employment opportunities.

Mr. Speaker, he wantsto have the right to veto any
major transportation project in the City of Winnipeg.
He wants to reserve the right to approve or reject
specific programs outlined in Plan Winnipeg to
accommodate anticipated growth for the next 20
years.Hewants themtoplan, buthewantstohavethe
right to veto any particular project, Mr. Speaker.

We have seen, Mr. Speaker, the articles of recent
days in which the councillors are talking about the
Logan Avenue Industrial Park under the Core Area
Initiative Program and saying, “The problems arise
from provincialinsistance on changing aspects of the
plan.” Mr. Speaker, | don't dispute that there will be
items where a City Government and a Provincial
Government will have a difference of opinion but to
have so many is almost mind-boggling - what has
occurred in one short year.

Mr. Speaker, they have really achieved very little
progress with respect to the Core Area Iniative or the
ARC Program, the development of the east yards and
the development north of Portage Avenue. They had
some major development programs for the City of
Winnipeg under the ARC Program and the Core Area
Initiative but nothing has occurred.

Mr. Speaker, they talked about co-operative federal-
ism. | wish they would exercise that in reverse and
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exercise some co-operation with the Mayor and City
Council. | think the Mayor and the Members of City
Council have to be respected as elected representa-
tives from the City of Winnipeg for the matters under
their responsibility and it is wrong, Mr. Speaker, for
the Provincial Government on so many matters to be
insistent on imposing their own particular views on
the democratically elected City Government.

Now, Mr. Speaker, apparently in this Throne Speech
they are going to make amendments or propose
amendments to this Legislature to make councillors
more accessible to the public. It will be interesting to
see what kind of proposals come forward in that par-
ticular area because | suggest, Mr. Speaker, that
councillors - and I've worked with them and talked
withthemsincethey are much more accessible to the
public than members of this Legislature or members
of the Federal Government are, Mr. Speaker, get 15, 20
phone calls a day from residents of their ward. In
terms of communication withthe public | found,asa
City councillor, you were in touch a thousand times
more with residents of your constituency than you are
in the Provincial Legislature. There isareason for it; it
is because the people phone about local problems all
of the time and they look to a councillor to resolve all
local problems. The Provincial Legislature is involved
in much broader programs so you don't have the same
number of communications with your constituents as
you do at the city level but it will be interesting to see
what the Minister proposes in order to make council-
lorsmore accessible tothe public. | suspect he simply
will not be satisfied thatthey are accessible enough
unless they agree with him, Mr. Speaker.

He has indicated during the first year in office, |
think, a lack of ability to work with the democratically
elected Mayor and members of City Council and this
proposal to amend the Legislation in that way is just
another indication of that particular failing.

Itwas interesting, Mr. Speaker, during the election,
that my previous Deputy Minister, now the Minister's
Deputy Minister, at that time an NDP candidate, said
the PC Party was not committed to the Core Area
Initiative. Well, as | have said, virtually nothing has
happened under this Government for the City of Win-
nipeg under the Core Area Initiative and under the
ARC Program. There are many programs there that
could havebeenvery directly connected with helping
tosolvethe monstrous unemploymentsituation which
exists in this province but there is very little develop-
ment other than the development of a bureaucracy in
his department and what tends to appear as a devel-
opment of a bureaucracy in the Core Area Initiative
under the leadership of his now Deputy Minister can-
didate and former NDP candidate.

Mr. Speaker, we would like to know from the Minis-
ter, and the Minister is slowly reaching that period of
time, the beginning of the new fiscal year for the City
of Winnipeg, what financial support will the Provincial
Government be providing to the City of Winnipeg and
what, particularly in view of this report today, will be
the City's share of unconditional grants for the com-
ing year? Will there be an increase from that program
or will there be a decrease in that particular program
for the revenues of the City of Winnipeg? Those
should be announced very clearly and very quickly,
Mr. Speaker. What will bethedegree of supportforthe
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City of Winnipeg for its Capital Construction Program?

Mr. Speaker, the record of this particular Govern-
ment with respect to the area of Urban Affairs in the
City of Winnipeg where we now have the second
highestunemploymentrate of any major city in West-
ern Canada; where we have confrontation with the
City of Winnipeg; where we have an intolerable
increase inthe burden oftaxationon City of Winnipeg
residents during the past year; we have outrightinter-
ference in the normal activities of the City of Winnipeg
by the Minister and this particular Government and,
Mr. Speaker, | should remind the Minister of Urban
Affairs that when | was a member of City Council, in
dealing with the then Premier Schreyer's Govern-
ment,evenPremier Schreyer atthattimewas extremely
reluctant to attempt to duplicate the Civil Service of
the City of Winnipeg and refused to do so in many
areas. Apparently that wiser viewpoint, Mr. Speaker,
has now been lost in the NDP.

Mr. Speaker, the performance of this Governmentis
so serious in its ramifications and effects, not only for
the people of the City of Winnipeg, forthe province as
a whole, that they, in order to restore any credibility,
I'm sure will want to brush aside some of the less
important matters that are referred to in this Throne
Speech and come back to this Legislature as soon
after Christmas and New Year's as possible to go
through these Estimates with a view to attempting to
help some of the now 52,000 unemployed people who
are out of work, help to find and create some employ-
ment opportunities for those people, Mr. Speaker.
That is the bottom-line statistic; that is the basic fail-
ure of this Government, Mr. Speaker, andit's one that,
inthe publicinterest, setting aside any partisan, polit-
ical philosophies or differences of opinion with
members opposite simply has to be dealt with because
it's astory of human tragedy and misery and a story of
a large number of young people who are losing hope
inthe future and it simply has to be dealt with and has
to be resolved.

Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Rupertsland.

MR. E. HARPER: Mr. Speaker, first | would like to
congratulate you on your performance under great
pressure and during difficult decisions. | wish you the
best of health and that you will continue to serve the
House and the citizens of Manitoba.

l also would like to extendmy congratulations tothe
new Deputy Speaker and also the Chairman of the
committees.

Mr. Speaker, | am honoured to take part in this
Throne Speech Debate. | speak to you today as the
first Treaty Indian sitting in this House and also in
Government. This uniqueness confers upon me the
responsibility not only of speaking for my constitu-
ents of Rupertsland, but also to try to convey to my
fellow MLAs and through them to the citizens of
Manitoba the views and aspirations of the aboriginal
people of Manitoba - the Indian, the Metis.

Mr. Speaker, I'm going to take this opportunity
today to try to tell you who we are and what we want. |
intend to show you-how very fragile the freedoms of
Native people are and how eroded the rights of Native
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peopleare.l welcome the Throne Speech in which the
Government will be in an active role and will work to
ensure that justice for Native people is achieved.

It is essential to review the history of our relation-
ship. Some understanding of the context of the trea-
ties and of The Indian Act is fundamental to the
understanding of Native people and it is also funda-
mental to the understanding of our position in the
constitution.

The treaties are viewed by my people as solemn
pacts between sovereign nations. We've ceded vasts
amount of land to the European settlers in return, Mr.
Speaker, for anumber of rightsand provisions set out
inthe treaties. Wearenot asking forspecial status, Mr.
Speaker. Weare asking that treaty obligations be ful-
filled. Today, these treaty rights and provisions we
seek are often dismissed. As Pierre Elliot Trudeau
said, “We do not think that there are different catego-
ries of Canadians. We believe that all Canadians
should be equal, and that it would be desirable to
attempt to define rights in a way that does not distin-
guish between ethnic groups.”

In fact, Mr. Speaker, we are distinguished from
other Native groups by the fact we have ceded land
and were promised some things in return. Mr. Tru-
deau cannot be ignorant of the significance of the
treaties. Yet, Mr. Speaker, his wording dismisses our
treaty rights. The issue is not well understood by the
general public buy it is absolutely fundamental to our
position. The rights we pursue, such as hunting and
fishing, are not special concessions, Mr. Speaker.
They are part of the negotiated settlement over
ownership of this country called Canada. We seek
recognition as a collectivity, not amillion individuals,
not one heterogeneous group labeled Native people
for convenience but, Mr. Speaker, three collectivi-
ties: the Indian, the Metis and the Inuit.

It has been said that a sense of nation is conferred
by ancestry or world view, singleness of purpose,
regional similarities or allegiance to some external
unifying ideal. Mr. Speaker, Canada is not obviously
bound into nationhood by any one of these qualities,
rather, some of Canada’s national identity is con-
ferred by our enormous ethnic group diversity. How-
ever, the Native peoples of Canada are bound into a

‘sense of nationhood by many of these qualities.

We ask for recognition as a collectivity, as a nation.
Mr. Speaker, we do not entirely share the liberal Can-
adian ethic of individualism. We do not support the
concept of unrestrained free enterprise; rather, Mr.
Speaker, we put the good of the community first.

Mr. Speaker, with all the disclaimers about special
status, | must acknowledge one kind of special status
we are given. Every national study of socioeconomic
conditions or social conditions has a special section
for Native people. Why? Mr. Speaker, because we
“enjoy" the highest rates of tuberculosis, the highest
rate of birthrate, the earliest age of death, the most
admissions to hospitals on a per-capita basis and the
longest average hospital stay. Mr. Speaker, we also
enjoy the highest rate of death from motor vehicle
accidents, homicide and suicide. We have the lowest
standard of housing, the most people per room, the
fewest toilets, the least running water. Mr. Speaker,
we also have the lowestlevel of education, the lowest
per-capita income, and the highest rate of incarcera-
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tion of any group in Canada.

Mr. Speaker, the Speech from the Throne talks
about the crisis of 10 percent unemployment, and |
applaud the movesto ease thatburden. We hear in the
newsthatSudbury, inOntario, would be at 33 percent
unemployment this winter. How would you like to live
in a community with 50, 70, 85 percent unemploy-
ment? Unemployed Treaty Indians are not even fac-
tored intounemployment statistics unless they are on
UIC, and I don't need to remind you that trappers don't
even qualify for UIC. If we were calculated in with
mainstream Canada to produce our social and eco-
nomic statistics, the numbers would be pulled in a
negative way -anational disgrace. So we get ourown
section, Mr. Speaker. We get special status. The solu-
tions we seek are not special status, Mr. Speaker, but
will eradicate this tragic litany of suffering.

| am now going to turn to address the legislation
that has affected Indian people over the years. The
Indian Act evolved from The BNA Act, Section 91:24.
This Act gives exclusive jurisdiction to the Canadian
Parliament. It has jurisdiction and responsibility for
Indians and land reserved for Indians. Itis wellknown
that The Indian Act, Mr. Speaker, is antiquated, mat-
ernalistic, and dysfunctionalinsofar as real economic
developmentis concerned. Mr. Speaker, Indians were
merely a piece of property. The Indians needed a
piece of paper from the Indian Agent tantamount to a
passport when they traveled off reserves. | guess you
can say that we were foreigners on our own land. A
systematic effort to colonize and assimilate our peo-
ple resulted in poverty, ill health, unemployment, and
welfare dependency. Mr. Speaker, | mentioned in the
previous Throne Speech Indian people acquired
recently a right to vote and yet today in 1982, Mr.
Speaker, the Indian people are still governed by the
Minister of Indian Affairs by way of The Indian Act, a
form of martial law.

There have been significant efforts to alter the con-
straints of the The Indian Act. Mr. Speaker, a paper
was introduced in 1969 called a White Paper. This
paper sought to dismantle the reserve system. While
there is much that's wrong and unjust about the
reserve systemitatleast provides someguarantee of a
landbase. Thisproposal, the White Paper, galvanized
the Indian community into action and the subsequent
debate brought an apparent change in a stance of
Government. However, Mr. Speaker, some analysts
have suggested that this termination option remains
very much alive and well. There are documents and
policies implemented that may be interpreted to sug-
gest that the principles of the White Paper are
flourishing.

Mr. Speaker, in 1982 we have the latest and very
serious effort to replace The Indian Act. Legislation
entitled The Indian Government Bill is being pres-
ented as an attractive alternative, Mr. Speaker. It isin
reality a mechanism for coercing Indian Bands into
enfranchisement in return for monies and some pow-
ers of municipal governments. Itis the mechanism for
terminating existing rights.

I am now going to turn to a description of where we
are now and try to describe more of what Native peo-
ple want and the reasons why our goals are not well
understood. Mr. Speaker. the conditions of reserve
and northern rural living are forcing families to come
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to cities to look for work or for tolerable living
conditions.

No jurisdiction is willing to deal with urban Indians.
There are no efforts to build transition programs
except where Native people are trying to combat the
reality such as the Women'’s Transition Centre and the
Native CrisisLine. So the pressure builds, Mr. Speaker.
More and more families are drifting in, no job skills,
not being able to be employed, slum housing, crowd-
ing, despair, family violence, including child neglect
and abuse, and also alcoholism and crime. Mr.
Speaker, overone generationthere willbe aloss ofthe
traditional values of respect for living things, honour
for things we hold sacred and peaceful community
life. Mr. Speaker, | fear for the current generation of
children growing up in cities, in deprivation and
squalor and | fear the social consequences of this
generation’s expression of hurt and frustration.

Mr. Speaker, in England in the 1800s, major social
legislation was enacted to help the poor. In part, this
move was prompted to protect the upper class from
contagious disease rampant among lower class. Mr.
Speaker, our contagious diseases today go beyond
the standard concept, toinclude violence. Right now
we murder ourselves and we commit suicide at six
times the national average. This may be described as
genocide turned inward.

Mr. Speaker, theexpressionofanguish cangothree
ways: it can remain inward, it can turn outward, or it
can be dissipated through enlighted legislation and
policy making. It is crucial that we look at the condi-
tions of urban Native people and seek ways of resolv-
ing jurisdictional issues. Mr. Speaker, the Speech
from the Throne indicated multiple and vigorous
efforts will be undertaken by this Government in the
move to redevelop Winnipeg's corearea. This poten-
tially can have a major positive influence on the right
of urban Native people and | look forward to signifi-
cant progress in this arena.

Mr. Speaker, this Government's record on funding
services toNative peopleand participatingin tripartite
negotiations is outstanding. That participation has
been very productive, witness the recent Child Wel-
fare Agreement. The Speech fromthe Throne sets out
the intent to respond to the needs of Native children
and families. We will await the findings of Judge
Kimelman's Commission.

Mr. Speaker, the past and current actions of this
Government on the issue of Native children in foster
care will go a long way in assisting us to preserve this
preciousresource. Mr. Speaker, thework however will
not stop with Native foster homes and Native child
care workers. The next priority would be to combat
the social and economic conditions that tear families
apart, that drive parents to neglect or abuse their
children.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

The time being 5:30, | am leaving the Chair to
return at 8:00 p.m. this evening. When we resume
this Debate, the honourable member will have 21
minutes remaining.





