
























































Monday, June 5, 1978

staff that he might designate, because it is a technical matter, but | am not in any position to offer
any advice at all to the constituent who comes before me somewhat confused and somewhat
perplexed, because it is a complicated area and | would like to get my facts down completely correctly
before | give him any advice.

MR. McGILL: Mr. Chairman, perhaps a written request to the Board would receive a response by
the engineering advice they have available.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: The questions that i was going to ask have been pretty well covered by the Member
for Transcona.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 6.(a)—pass — the Member for St. Vital.

MR. WALDING: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | wanted to ask the Minister, at some time if he could
give me an explanation, because | don’t understand the situation fully, of the application by the
cable companies to the Public Utilities Board. { understand that the government made a policy
decision in the matter of a referral there. | note that MTS will be back before the Public Utilities
Committee tomorrow morning and if the Minister wishes to defer the matter until then when the
cable experts are present, | will bring up the matter again.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister.

MR. McGILL: Mr. Chairman, it might be inappropriate at this time to get into this. | am advised
that the matter is still before the courts and it might be somewhat inappropriate to discuss the
matter in any detail at this time. The courts did rule; | understand an appeal is in progress and
so | would hesitate, because of it beingsub judice to comment on the matter at this time.

MR. WALDING: Thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 6.(a)—pass; 6(b)—pass. Resolution 35: Resolved that there be granted to Her
Majesty a sum not exceeding $385,500 —pass.

ltem 7 - Queen’s Printer: 7.(a)—pass; 7.(b}1)}-—pass; 7.(bX2)—pass; 7.(bX3)—pass; 7.(C}—pass;
7.(dX1)—pass; 7.(d{2)—pass; 7.(dX3)—pass; 7.(d{4)—pass?

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, | wonder if the Minister would explain the reduction in that last item,
as to what has taken piace.

MR. CHAIRMAN: On 7.(dX4)?
MR. USKIW: Yes, a $300,000 reduction. Is there anything in particutar?
MR. CHAIRMAN: On the Recoverables, the Minister.

MR. McGILL: This is a matter of recoverable and is made up of a variety of some reductions

MR. CHAIRMAN: Resolution 36, Queen’s Printer: Resolved that there be granted to Her Majesty
a sum not exceeding $214,800—pass.
Item 8. Rent Stabilization, 8.(a) — the Member for Transcona.

MR. PARASIUK: Mr. Chairman, | wasn’t in the House on Thursday, June 1st, when the whole mattei
of the dismissal of Vivian Rosenberg was discussed. | have read through Hansard, and | find that
the explanation is not that clear from the Minister and | would like to ask him some questions on
this matter. He indicates in a sense, Miss Rosenberg, is over-qualified for the position and that
somehow that task can now be performed by someone who has less experience and less authority
at present than she herself has. Now, | don’t think that’s true in the light of facts, and the facts
are that there is a phase four to the rent review program, that that phase may be superseded by
a phase five because | don't know if it is definite that phase four is the last phase completely of
that particular program. The program is still, | think, in its very early stages. | think there’s a lot
of flushing out of the phase four program to pe done. | can recall from personal experience that
Mrs. Rosenberg proved very adept at flushing out the original Rent Stabilization Program, that she
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contract would be renewed. This is that 1 in 1,000 times when it isn’'t, and | think that the Minister
hasn’t provided a sufficient explanation for that termination. He also hasn't indicated what will be
done with respect to the re-deployment of Mrs. Rosenberg. Will she be re-deployed within his
department? Is the intent to re-deploy her in your department?

MR. McGILL: Mr. Chairman, that's a matter for the re-deployment agency to deal with and find,
if there is indeed some opportunity that Mrs. Rosenberg would be interested in and where this might
best be arranged.

I simply would like to review again for the Member for Transcona the explanation of the failure
and the decision not to renew Mrs. Rosenberg’s contract. We have some 20 people in the department
with three senior people which appeared to be rather excessive in terms of the number of senior
people in the review agency, and it was a matter of determining which skiils represented by those
three people would be of the greatest benefit to the operation of the department in the future. The
work that Mrs. Rosenberg did in the organization in starting up has been recognized, and I’'m advised
that this was a particular skill that she demonstrated in this work. However, the continuing role
we foresee and the kind of cases that will likely be coming for the department and the review agency
to deal with, probably require the ski  as represented by the other two senior members more than
they do those possessed by Mrs. Rosenberg. | can’t be any more expficit or precise in the explanation
for the decision than that, and | hope that that gives the answer that the member is seeking.

MR. PARASIUK: [ guess there’s just a very definite difference in attitudes between myself and the
Minister as to how, in fact, efficient staff are in a sense rewarded and penalized within the Civil
Service, and how efficient staff are re-deployed and how one develops morale, but | still wonder
whether, in fact, the skills of Mrs. Rosenberg still aren’t required. You have a situation where you
have 20 people now, you have indicated that you may, in fact, be hiring more as the workload
increases in terms of peak workload. That requires the ability to expand and contract staff. She
has performed that ability and the other two senior people in that organization haven’t. She has
performed the management tasks. She has built the team. She in fact would be the person to continue
doing that. If rent stabilization or the rent control of group is going to act in an aggressive manner,
if in fact, it's going to act in a very passive manner and not do the types of things that it was
doing last year and the year before, then | can see the need possibly to consolidate your staff,
because that body will not do anything, and it’s a paper organization so we get rid of the Executive
Director now and phase out the other staff over a period of time and be left with a shell. Because
I think that | have some more questions to ask regarding the specific operations but | do find that
the explanation in my opinion — and it's my opinion versus his opinion — is not sufficient for the
termination of Mrs. Rosenberg.

| would like to ask some questions about the board composition. Who now is on the board of
the Rent Stabilization Board?!

MR. McGILL: Mr. Chairman, I’'m advised that there is no change in the board as it has been
constituied with the exception of the one member who has been unable to act by reasons of health,
but we are considering the function and the make-up of the board, but no recommendation has
been made to Cabinet in that respect at this time.

MR. PARASIUK: Was the board consulted regarding the termination of Mrs. Rosenberg, or was
that a departmental or Ministerial action?

MR. McGILL: Well this was a departmental, as a result of a departmental review of the whole
operation of the Rent Stabilization Board and the Review Agency and the projection of the future
work activity and the kind of case-load that they would have to deal with.

MR. PARASIUK: You said the present staff complement is 20 people. What was the staff
complement last year at this time?

MR. McGILL: Mr. Chairman, the contract staff was cut from 35 positions to 22 positions. The current
staff of 20 contract people plus two vacancies which exist at the moment and these will be filled
when contracts are renewed at the end of June, so it will bring it back to approximately 22. I'm
not sure that these two will be filled immediately, but depending on the volume of work, and this
is the nature of the agency that it is by contract, able to respond in relatively short order to changing
work loads as they are experienced.

MR. PARASIUK: 1 just forgot one question with respect to Mrs. Rosenberg. She was filling a
permanent position and then she was taken on contract for this particular task. Was her permanent
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MR. PARASIUK: Mr. Julius, so he will be the . . .
MR. McGILL: Senior Rent Review Officer and Officer Manager.

MR. PARASIUK: What will the relationship be with the Rentalsman? You made some reference
to the 8entalsman in your questions in the House on June 1st.

MR. McGILL: Mr. Chairman, we're reviewing the possibility of using the experience and talents
of the Rentalsman in connection with the Rent Stabilization Board and also to bring to the area
of rent review some of his experience in landiord-tenant relationships. This has not been implemented,
but that is the planning at this the moment and this recommendation wiil be taken toExective Council
in due course.

MR. PARASIUK: Well, Mr. Chairman, | can see the need for close liaison betw« | the Rent
Stabilization Program and the Rentalsman. | predict that the type of program announced by the
Minister will put a iot of pressure on the Rentalsman. | think that the rates of 5 and 6 percent are
just. | don’t quarrel with those particular rates. The concern that | have relates to the loophole in
the program whereby an apartment is decontrolled if someone voluntarily vacates it. What | foresee
is that you will have an apartment block of 5 units or 7 units or 8 units — 3 decontrolled, 5 not
decontrolled. The rent levels in the 5 units will be far lower than the rent levels in the 3 decontrolled
units.

The experience in Alberta is such that they’'ve had some pretty large increases so that in the
same block you will have possibly 3 units paying $40.00, $50.00, $60.00 a month more per rent.
Now | think you're putting a tremendous pressure on the landlord to try and get the other five units
producing that extra $60.00 of rental revenue per month, because | think it’s going to be horribly
frustrating to the apartment block owner and the apartment block manager to see these different
rents being paid for the units and | think, therefore, there are different ways in which pressure can
be put on tenants.

| saw a CTV program on the news | guess last week with respect to Skyview Towers, id it
was a bit ironic in a sense in that many of the tenants didn’t feel that the landiord had in fact
taken too much in rents even though the Rent Stabilization Board had ruled otherwise. | know that
they dealt only with one case so | wasn’t able to determine what the other people felt but the film
clip itself showed pretty bad maintenance and the comment was, well, apart from some maintenance
problems . . . But from what | saw on film, the maintenance problems were pretty severe in a fairly
new block. | mean broken windows that aren’t cleaned up, to me, is a maintenance problem,
especially if you might have children in that block. The windows looked dirty and the panes on the
ground iooked dirty which, to me anyway, indicated that t hadn't been cleaned up for me
time.

Now, those are the types of problems which one only glimpses but what about the leaky faucet,
what about the other problems of maintenance that just aren’t looked after? What about probiems
of noisy children or noisy parties, or animals, or that whole set of areas where | think judgments
are involved and where people probably live and let live under normal conditions but they don’t
live and let live under these types of conditions where there will be a tremendous financial pressure
to try and get the higher rents. Now, I'm not saying that ail landlords are going to do that but
| do think that peopie do respond to financial stimuli and | think this is a very strong stimulus for
some landlords. | would think that the only people, then. who will be able to deal with this will be
the rentalsman and | see that the Rentaisman’s Office b :ally the same as last year. | don’t
think there have been any great additions. From my experience in the past, | think the Rentalsman’s
Office was as busy as a Rentalsman’s Office could be. | don’t think it had the capacity to take
on too many other functions. | think it was worked as hard as it could be worked in the past; |
don’t think it had any great free time at its disposal to do other tasks.

So | think that the program has some good features to it but | do think it has that one very
large loophole through which a truck may or may not be driven. ! guess time will tell in that respect
but | do think there will be tremendous pressures put on the Rentaisman and | don’t think that
the Rentalsman has sufficient staff to deatl with that because | don’t think that the Rentalsman had
sufficient staff in the past to deal with the task that the Rentalsman had to carry out, if the Rentalsman
is going to carry out the fairly delicate task of landlord-tenant relations in a fairly diplomatic manner
rather than doing it in a quicker but very bureaucratic manner of coming to a quick decision and
not going through the process and dealing with both sides and giving them sufficient time to hear
both sides of the argument.

I am wondering if the Minister had considered that problem that might arise in the Rent
Stabilization Program if units within a particular biock are decontrolled because people voluntarily
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any material like that?
MR. McGILL: No, I'm advised that we don’t have such studies.

MR. PARASIUK: | can recall coming across some such references in the Financial Post in January;
I will try to dig them up and send them over to you because | do think it is a problem and it exists
elsewhere.

I would just like to clarify one of the things that the Minister just said. Am | hearing him correctly
when he says that a group like the Associated Tenants Action Committee can in fact do some of
its own phone surveys, can determine that some blocks are in fact not meeting the guidelines, or
exceeding the guidelines, and issue a complaint to the Rent Stabilization Program and the matter
will then be investigated or pursued by the Rent Stabilization Program?

MR. McGILL: Mr. Chairman, if a group such as the one the member mentions has reason to believe
that there is an infraction or contravention of the Act in a specific instance, the board can undertake
to do what examination is necessary to determine whether this is correct or otherwise. The group
itself does not have any authority conferred by the review agency or this department to go into
this area but when matters are brought to their attention . . .

MR. PARASIUK: They would be seen as a consumer group acting on behalf of consumers. That
is the only point that | have .

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Brandon East.

MR. EVANS: | just have one question, Mr. Chairman, and that is whether the mobile home or trailer
vehicles situated in trailer parks in various communities, well, the two communities of Winnipeg and
Brandon, are to be covered by rent control? in other words, are mobile homes covered under the
rent control regulations as amended?

MR. McGILL: The answer to that is yes.

MR. EVANS: Is this being made clear to the various people affected, both the owners and the
tenants themselves? | am not sure where your regulations stand and to what extent knowledge is
available in the community and to what extent the people in the City of Winnipeg and Brandon,
to what extent the people affected are knowiledgeable of this. Is there any effort being made to
make this well known?

MR. McGILL: Well, | think, Mr. Chairman, the publicity has been directed to that particutar group
as well as to all other tenants in the province. The area certainly is one that is covered and we
can certainly check to make certain that there hasn’t been any particular omission on the part of
the department to make that publicly known.

MR. EVANS: As a comment then, Mr. Chairman, | asked the q  tion because | have been asked
by a tenant of a mobile home who lives in a trailer park but who pays a rental for the use of the
space and the services provided . So, there seems to be at feast on the part of a certain individual
in the City of Brandon, some concern whether they will continue or whether they are going to be
under the Rent Control Program, but the Minister says that is the case so . . .

MR. McGILL: They are also covered undei the Landlord and Tenant Act.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 8.(a)—pass; 8.(b)—pass; Resolution 37: Resolved that there be granted to Her
Majesty a sum not exceeding $552,700—pass.
Appropriation 9., Resolution 38, Acquisition/Construction of Physical Assets, $3,000—pass.
Resolution 38: Resolved that there be granted to Her Majesty a sum not exceeding $3,000 for
Consumer, Corporate and Internal Services, Acquisition/Construction of Physical Assets—pass.
Go back to the previous page, General Administration, I.(a), Minister’'s Compensation — Salary
and Representation Allowance — the Member for Brandon East and then Tianscona.

MR. EVANS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | would like to ask the Minister, unfortunately | had to
be out when the Committee reviewed the Queen’s Printer, including the Advertising Audit and Media
Co-Ordination Centre, so, | think it's appropriate therefore that | ask it under this item, which is
a general item, and as | understand from past practice just about anything can be asked under
this item. | wouid like to ask whether the Minister is prepared to provide us, it doesn’t have to
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MR. McGILL: Weil | understand that this figuie represents the total advertising for aii departments
and Crown corporations and that if one were to go through the Estimates and pick up individual
department amounts for that, that they should total up to this amount that is indicated here.

MR. EVANS: Mr. Chairman, on that very point, did | hear the Minister correctly when he said

MR. McGILL: This is recoverabie from other departments. Do you notice that down below that
there is $1,600,000 that's recoverable. we are showing this as a total and it comes . . .

MR. EVANS: So, therefore it's duplicated in other words.
MR. McGILL: Well, not really, it's in and out of this Estimate here.

MR. EVANS: Oh, | see, because it’s subtracted, | see, yes, right. But at any rate, so that therefore
is a fair estimate of the total advertising budget of the government and its agencies.

MR. McGILL: Yes.

MR. EVANS: Well, fine, I'll just look forward to that listing, if we can get it in the next few days,
I'd appreciate it.

MR. PARASIUK: How long does it usually take for the companies branch to determine whether
a company is using its name legally or not?

MR. McGILL: Well, perhaps | can go through this procedure as I'm advised here. Upon receipt
of a complaint that a corporation is carrying on business without being registered under the
Corporations Act, the department writes to the corporation, pointing out the requirements of the
law with respect to such registration, and diarizes the file for six weeks. If no reply is received,
a further letter is sent demanding registration. The file is again diarized for six weeks. If at the end
of the 12-week period no satisfactory explanation is received, or the corporation is not registered,
the matter is referred to the Attorney-General's Department for prosecution. Quite often an
extra-provincial or Federal Corporation may commence business without knowing the law and it
could take a considerable time to obtain the necessary documents to effect registration, hence the
two six-week time factors earlier mentioned.

MR. PARASIUK: | thank the Minister for providing those procedures, because the matter was a
bit confusing until he provided that. | assume then that the government must be on to the second
diary because | think the matter was raised over six weeks ago, and | guess that’s where matters
stand now and the question probably is germane in five weeks time.

| just wanted to confirm one thing with the Minister so that { don’t find myseif precluded from
asking questions tomorrow in the Public Utilities Committee meeting. I'm interested in the whole
area of the arguments for and against the public ownership of cable, and the arguments that are
taking place as to whether we should be extending television transmission through cable or through
Telestat. Those are fairly technical matteis, and | was hoping to get an explanation from some of
the technical people involved, at least on the government side in a sense, to get the public case
or to get the modified public case or what from public officials, because I've been reading about
press conferences that are being held by the private sector, and they are putting forward arguments.
I'm in a rather confused position on it and | wouid like to be able to get the boring but detailed
technical arguments from staff and | assume that tomorrow is the best piace to raise those questions.
Am | correct in assuming that because | will be raising them tomorrow at the Public Utilities
Committee and | would hate the Minister or Chairman of the Manitoba Telephone System to tell
me that, well, those are issues that you should have raised in Consumer Affairs Estimates, because
we are just closing out Consumer Affairs Estimates, and | just don’t want to lose my chance of
raising those particular points.

MR. McGILL: | think they're in order in the Public Utilities Board Committee.
MR. PARASIUK: Okay, fine.

MR. CHAIRMAN: |.(a)—pass; Resolution 30: Resolved that there be granted to Her Majesty a sum
not exceeding $633,400—pass.
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and so they reduced this, and the Minister in the past has said, “Well, that's the autonomy of the
hospital, and he’s not the hospital board; it’s their decision.” So he puts the onus on them. Now
he’s doing some fancy back-pedalling. Now he says, “But, now we are concerned.” We meaning,
he, the Minister and his government are concerned about patient care, and, “Sure, we are going
to look at it; we are going to review it,” and | assume what he says, if they find that that program
shouldn’t have been cut or is not the program that he would like to see cut, he will, through the
Commission, see to it that program is reinstated and find somewhere else to ut. So, you can’t ride
both horses. You cannot say, ‘| have granted money based on a Cabinet decision of 2.9 because
we interpret our mandate to be restraint and that’'s all we're granting you, and it's up to you though
to then spend it as you see fit.”” That’s the terms he used, ““As they saw fit.” So on the one hand
he puts the onus totally on the Board — anything that happens is the Board’s fault. Now, today
for the first time he back tracks and he says, “There’ll be a review.” And if we don't like the cuts
they’ve made, if we find the patient care is indeed affected, or for whatever reason the Minister
might have, we will have to talk to the hospitals and see to it that perhaps that program is reinstated
and maybe force the hospital to cut somewhere else uniess that 2.9 unless— what’s implied in the
answer, that that 2.9 percent will be raised to something higher through a special warrant or some
other means. Mr. Chairman, that’s exactly the point I’ve been trying to make, that the 2.9 was indeed
a figure plucked out of the air. It was an irrational amount. It's not based on anything.

And what I'm critical of is the fact that instead of saying we would like to slow down or we
would like to lower the cost of hospitals, let’s review what’s going on in there, let the commission
and the Minister’s office’ if he wants to be directly involved, go through every operation, we’ll say,
within the hospital. We'll look at it, evaluate it, and then we’ll make a determination — we’ll
recommend that this go and that go, in consultation with the hospital. And that’s what I’'m critical
of — that they didn’t do it that way. They just lopped it off. They cut it off at the knees, or as
one of my colleagues said, ‘‘no, at the throat.” They cut it off and said, ‘“‘Now, we'll see.”

So in the meantime a particular program | referred to is not operative. Two of the people who
are participating in the psychiatric day treatment centre have now, | am told, and t can only go
by what I'm told, have now been re-admitted to the hospital in the acute care bed, so it's April,
no program, May, no program, June, no program. You're going to end up with a review eventually,
but in the meantime you may say to the hospital, ““This is too important a program. Reinstate it.
But find the money elsewhere.”” So you're really going to be involved in helping them seek out where
to find the money, or if the money isn’t there which | suspect, you're going to have to increase
the amount you're granting to hospitals.

So when | said earlier that you are tripling the hospitals | meant that very seriously, that you
are affecting their operation | meant it seriously — that you’re creating havoc in the hospitals |
also meant that seriously. Sure there’s time for restraint. We went through that exercise too, and
| recall catching it from the opposition when | imposed an 8 percent ceiling and being told this
is a terrible, terrible ceiling you imposed on the hospitals, but you can’t compare 8 percent with
a totally irrational 2.9 which is taken out of | don’t know where. Maybe they just assigned a lot
of dollars around and when it came down to it there was a lump sum left for hospitals or for health
services and it came out to 2.9 so that's how they arrived at 2.9 because of the dollars
involved.

So, Mr. Chairman, when the Minister says to me, “The Board made a decision as they saw fit”,
I'll give him the same argument that | gave him before — you can say to somebody, “You have
one meal a day but the choice is yours. You can call it breakfast. You can call it lunch. You can
call it supper. You can call it a midnight snack, but you’re only entitied to one meal a day. That’s
it. That's the same Hobson’s choice you're giving the hospitals.

But now, after telling us all about the flexibility and the responsibility being theirs and the decision
being theirs, you're now backtracking and saying, ‘“Well, if we don’t like what they’'re doing because
it's not in the interests of quality care we may have to have them look at it again and reinstate
it. In the meantime, programs are being cut, services are being cut, and people are being
hurt.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

MR. SHERMAN: Well, Mr. Chairman, | assure the honourable member that there is no backtracking
being done. We have advised the hospitals and health facilities from the outset that we want to
see their budgets and we want to go through a review with them, and we want to work with them
on identification of difficulties, if there are difficulties.

The honourable member talks about giving them a global budget, and then saying, well, all right,
we’ll make the final decision. But that isn't the case at all; there are different responses. The
honourable member has been in this business and he was Minister of Health iong enough to know
that there are different responses. One can go to one hospital and say, “This is the way it has
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budgets. Well, a global budget is not something new. Global budget, for those that don’t understand,
and that should go for the Minister also, is here, there’s so much money, don’t bother me, you
make do with that. That’s exactly what it is. If it's not a global budget, well then, you're line by
line.

Now, if you want a combination of both, well say so, but let's not always talk about global budget
and say, it's not my fault, but somebody else’s and it will change. This is an exercise, it has to
be an exercise and it’s not a new exercise, it's not a new exercise and besides are they all getting
2.9, are they all getting 2.9? | understand that the Health Sciences Centre, for instance, well ail
the hospitals, but there is no provision for replacement, what do they call this? — for the depreciation
and replacement of equipment and so on. Now this is public, apparently there is nothing there at
all, that's about $600, 000 to the Health Sciences Centre, so that comes to what, to about 2
percent.

Mr. Chairman, it was a government and a Minister who relied on one thing, that they were replacing
an administration that couldn’t run a peanut stand, that had all kinds of horror stories, that didn’t
know how to manage anything and there was so much fat and the cuts the Minister said were to
be made in administration. You know, | keep a pretty good file of what the Minister has been stating
and | look at it nearly every night, and I'm getting more familiar with it than he is.

That’s one of the things that he said, two days after he was chosen Minister, they became the
government, he said — and | took a note of this — ““Budget cuts from the department will definitely
be made but only if they are necessary,” definitely be made but only if they are necessary and
that is the way they came in with a pre-determined idea that there was all kinds of waste. They
can't find any and they're stuck. Now, there’s got to be a rationale, why 2.9 percent Did they put
a bunch of numbers in a hat and every member of the Cabinet pulled one out? Is that it, and then
there was a winning ticket and it happened to be 2.9 percent? Where was the rationale for that?
Mr. Chairman, as | said the other day, and I've played ball, and I’'m ready to play ball as much
as possible with this Minister, but there’s a damn limit, there’s a limit because we’re being conned,
we're being conned, there is no rationale for what this government is doing. They are changing
from one day to the other. They are flying kites to try and decide the triali balloons that the Task
Force have been sending out and when they’re really stuck, well they blame the former administration.
Like the Minister said just a little while ago which brought me on my feet, that it's about time that
this was done, and it's been done every year that | can remember. It will keep on being done. That
was the role of the commission and every budget was really reviewed and they’ve had to appeal,
and many times the appeal was refused, but the Minister said this time this is not an exercise.
There is no way, there is no public pressure, nothing that willi change this, nothing.

He also said that there would be a freeze on construction for 90 days. It is twice 90 days plus
30 days and we know nothing except in one area that there was a big play, as | said the press
was invited to accompany the Minister when he went to Snow Lake, and what about the other people
because they didn't raise hell. Mr. Chairman, the Minister has got to start being a little more honest
and a little more candid and he’s got to give a little leadership. So far it’s been a hell of a lot
of P.R., but it's catching up with him, it’'s catching up, we’ve had nearly every day, aiso, his personal
commitment, his personal guarantee. Well that’'s not worth a hell of a lot right now because we’re
changing so often. It would be the same staff-patient ratio, for instance in the mental hospital and
that’s not the case at all, Mr. Chairman, and we’ve only started.

Now, it’'s not the fact that this government and this Minister is saying, all right we're going to
have another look, it’'s a brand new administration, we’'re going to be tough. That | will go along
with, but without knowing a thing about this, without knowing anything or without consulting with
anybody that knows, this government came in so sure that they were going to find out all kind
of mismanagement that they made some stupid statements, and now they're trying to back up and
they’re changing every day. One of them was 2.9 percent incrrease and I'll say again, and I'll take
a bet even with that loud-mouth in the back out there, I'll bet any money that he wants that there
will be a deficit in the hospitals this year —(Interjection)— You scare the hell out of me. So, Mr.
Chairman, —(Interjection)— What did you do have a liquid supper again, so you're going to
speak.

Mr. Chairman, the thing is as } say again and | challenge the Minister, he said it’s only going
to be an exercise, there will be a deficit, and then my honourable friend said, well, you know, not
everybody is the same. If you have a global budget and the people are — he said they're not
complaining, they are doing everything they can, they are doing everything they can again to save
money, and I’'m very anxious and | wish the heck that these Estimates would be considered after
we have the first month of all the hospitals in Manitoba, because I'd like to see if we're going to
have a deficit to see if I'm right, if | win my bet and to see if the Minister’s going to say that’s
not an exercise, you live with it. There is no way, this is not a realistic figure at all. This is not
the right exercise during the Estimate debate at all.

Now, in other areas the Minister has asked for a cushion, but | don’t know, maybe he’ill tell us,
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like to know the staff in the different hospitals in the city — it would take too long in the rural
area, but at least in the city, and I'm including Brandon, the General Hospital in Brandon, and Portage,
the staff that they had, the staff that was reduced, and also the vacancies that we have now.

Mr. Chairman, the Minister now, like my colleague said, is backing down, because he said no
matter what, there wouidn’t be any change. Now he said, well, we’'ll see, and you know, the statement
was made, well, the standard is important, ever since the Minister was caught, and he keeps on
repeating, that was only for capital — it wasn’t only for capital, it was for many programs. For
instance, at the Health Science Centre, the psychiatric beds for the kids, it was all set, it was ready
to go, and that is the number one priority as far as the Minister is concerned, he admits that, but
that was frozen. They’re looking around for beds, | don’t know where they’'re going to find them.
They’re looking around for beds, and in the meantime there's no psychiatric beds for the children
in our society and in our province.

Now, Mr. Chairman, what prompted me to get up was that statement of the Minister that this wasn’t done
in the past, it was high time that this should be done, and again to say that he wasn’t backing down,
that this was done in the past. In the past the budget was looked at by the Commission. The Commission
discussed with the government how much, they made their recommendation how much money there shouid,
how much percentage. There was a decision made, an initial decision, and this was passed on to the Board.
When they had a global budget they tried to work it, they were told beforehand there were certain things,
it was a global budget, but there were certain areas, that the government had given them some special
money to start a program, and had farmed out that program to them and then that wasn’t going to be
touched. That’s true. Then they appealed, and then it had to come back to the Cabinet, the Minister and
then the Cabinet, and finally they were told that's it, and we give them credit, and | certainly give them
credit for trying. To hear the Minister speak today, this was a free-for-all, they can do what they want
and they had all kinds of grandiose dreams, and they can do anything because they were going to
automatically get a biank cheque from the Commission. Well, Mr. Chairman, that’s not exactly the way
it worked in the past.

So, | hope that the Minister will be able to tell us, worry about this idea of 2.9 and 4.4, we want to
know the staff component of the different hospitals and the vacancies that we have now and I'm talking
about the comparison the same as we had for the department and for the Manitoba Health Services
Commission, Mr. Chairman, and 1 think there's some other areas around the hospital when we get to that
line that | want to speak on.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Roblin.

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Chairman, it's likely been very rare in the regime of this government when
a backbencher will stand and try to deal with the matter of Estimates in his own constituency because
our caucus and our Cabinet, we meet on a very regular basis, and | think that we, as backbenchers,
can deal with these matters in caucus and through the Cabinet media much different than the
government that was operated across the way for all those years. But, Mr. Chairman, | rise on this
occasion because of the allegations and charges that’s made from the Honourable Member for St.
Boniface, attacking my Minister, attacking this government, and well knowing where the words came
from, Mr. Chairman, the Honourable Member for St. Boniface said that the Honourable Minister
of Health and Social Development is ‘‘riding on both sides of every issue.”

Mr. Chairman, we have just done through our Research Department a complete study of all the
allegations that the Member for St. Boniface has made since the day he arrived in this Legislature.
And | tell you if the press and the members opposite, or anybody wants to see the file on this
man, and if anybody has been on both sides of every issue all the years he’s sat in this Legislature,
it's the Honourable Member for St. Boniface. He came here as a Liberal and sat over there; |
remember some of the debates when he fell off the chair there, paper flying, | forget what the issue
was, | think it was aid to private and parochial schools in those days. We know where he stands
on Autopac; we know where he stands on deterrent fees; we know where he stands on other issues
that’s already documented because all we have to do is read Hansard.

But, Mr. Chairman, | wonder, | wonder with the background oif the member that just spoke,
knowing the long years that he’s been here, he’'s been through the mysteries of the Chairman of
the Board of the Manitoba Health Services Commission; he’s been through the Department, the
portfolio of the Minister of Health; and being a Liberal surely he must remember some place along
the line he had a couple of old Liberal buddies by the name of the great Nick Hryhorczuk, great
Liberal from Ethelbert Plains constituency who sat in this House, his son Mike Hryhorczuk sat in
this House, he sat with him, and today, Mr. Chairman, there is no trace of health delivery system
anywhere in that area. From Dauphin to Swan River it's absolutely non-existent, non-existent, and
this Member for St. Boniface stands up here tonight and makes charges and allegations against
my Minister and says about being on both sides of the fence. If any Minister should have delivered
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. ADAM: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Last Tuesday when | left the building at 10 o’clock | ran
into somebody on the steps that | didn’t know, a Winnipeg citizen, and he wasn’t very well. He
had just come out of the hospital and he was on compensation. The first comments he made to
me, he says, “In three years time you will be back in power in the government.” He was in one
of the major hospitals and his wife was with him — | didn’t ask the man’s name — he said, “You
know, | just came out of the hospital and | want to tell you that when | was there — | want to
explain to you what happened to me.” He says, “We're not getting the service; the nurses are not
coming around; you see them maybe every two hours, three hours.” He said that he had stomach
trouble while he was in the hospital and he says, ‘| had five bed pans lined up against the wall,
uncleaned, with human excretion; and they were not changed until my wife came in to take them
away.”” So when the Minister stands up here and says that he’s delivering health service to this
province, he is deluding everybody and he’'s deluding himself as well.

Over the weekend, | had a call from a lady in our area. Her husband is panelled to go into a
nursing home. She says there is something wrong at that hospital. ‘‘That man is starving, she said,
“l am able to go and visit him twice a week and everytime | go | bring a lunch. | bring orange
juice.” And she says he will sit down as if he hadn’t eaten for two or three days. “There is something
wrong,”’ she said, “and ! have asked the hospital. | want to go in there during mealtimes. | want
to go in at dinner time and at lunch time to see what he has got on his plate, and they won't give
me access in there.”” She said there is something wrong. ‘‘So,” she says, ““I think | am going to
have to take him out because the man is starving in that hospital.”

Now, these are serious charges. There is something else she told me that disturbed me somewhat,
and she was quite disturbed because the entire income of the family — there was one child going
to school yet — the patient receives a senior citizen pension. The wife does not receive a spouse’s
allowance but there is a Canada Pension Plan of $130, | believe, along with the pension. Now, she
was advised sometime in May, | believe — she didn’t give me the date and | stand to be corrected
— she was advised that she would have to pay the per diem, $7 per diem, for her husband in
the hospital. | am not sure just when she was advised; | perhaps shouid have asked her. She went
in at the end of May to pay the $210 and they advised her right away that she would have to pay
for June. In other words, they were asking her for $420.00. She said, “There was just no way that
| was able to scrape up that kind of money and be able to survive for the next month, and | have
a child.” So this lady is faced with having to go to welfare now because of the payment for May
and the payment for June. She apparently was not advised in time to make the payment the beginning
of May, or else she didn’t understand that she had to make it in the beginning of May, so she
was faced with a $400 payment.

| decided | should go and visit the hospital. We walked in about seven-thirty. It was still visiting
hours. The place was in darkness. There was only one light, a very dim light, in the lobby and there
was a light where the nursing station was. The rest of the hallways were all in darkness. | asked
one of the orderlies what was the problem in the hospital. He said, “Well, we are so controlled
in our budget that we are turning all the lights out. We are trying to save in every area we can
so the hospital is in darkness.” | imagine the patients were in darkness, as welil, in their rooms.
This is visiting hours.

So then | questioned further. | said, ‘“Well, what about the bed sheets?”’ And he said, “Well,
we only change them when we darn well have to. There is no way that we are changing the sheets.”
So | said, ‘“Well, what about the bandages?’’ Same thing. “We are not changing them unless we
darn well have to.”

This is in every hospital. it is happening in every hospital. You can laugh, you big man from
Roblin, who keeps talking from his seat continually. —(Interjection)— It doesn’t happen in Roblin?
| bet you haven’t been in there for a year to find out. —(Interjection)— Weli, you know the Member
for Roblin got up and criticized this side. Well, perhaps he should phone his cohort from Regina,
Dick Collver, and ask him what he feels about it, about this government and their 2.9 percent.

| will have more to say, Mr. Chairman, when we move down to the nursing area but if the Member
for St. Boniface wants to know what the rationale was for the 2.9 percent increase all he has to
do is to look what happened to the windfall, to all the rich people in this province. That’'s where
it went; that’s where it went. Help them out, help them out; they are the ones that need it. They
are on the hook.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for inkster.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Chairman, | did hope when the Member for Roblin took the floor that he was
going to answer the question that was posed by the Member for St. Boniface. | thought that the
Member for St. Boniface asked a very rational question. He said, “You have decided that there
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