






























































Wednesday, June 6, 1979

Member for EImwood was speaking about. The concern of the Chief Electoral Officer, and indeed
of all members of the House, would be that all people possible get onto the Voter’s List so that
they can exercise their franchise. The best way of assuring that is to have an enumeration.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for St. Vital.

MR. WALDING: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | agree entirely with the last remarks of the First Minister.
| agree with his concern about people having the opportunity to vote, and enumeration being
probably the best way of ensuring that. | would hope that an enumeration would be conducted
in those three constituencies, even if the writs were issued before the first week in
September.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 3.—pass; Resolution 5-—pass; Resolution No. 4, item 1. (a)—pass — the
Honourable Opposition Leader. The Honourable Member for St. Vital on a point of order.

MR. WALDING: My point of order is that although there is no appropriation under this heading
for the coming year, there was an amount approved for the last year. and the government and
the First Minister are accountable for the spending of it. | think that you shouid call that item in
case there are any questions on the accountability of that amount for the last year.

MR. LYON: Mr. Chairman, on the point of order, my honourable friend is quite free to deal with
that under 1.(a), the invariable rule of the House being where there is no vote, there is no debate,
but that does not preciude my honourable friend from asking the self-same question under
1.(a).

WALDING: | do concur with the First Minister’'s observation, that questions can be asked under
his salary of course. | do seem to recall from other occasions when something like this has occurred,
that it has been called for debate by the Chair for those members who might have geestions on
the conduct of the government in administering that amount for the past year.

MR. LYON: On the same point of order, there’'s nothing to prohibit my honourable friend from
asking that question under the item we are now under, 1.(a). If he wants to ask the question, Il
get the information right now.

MR. CHAIRMAN: To the honourable members Clause 3 is now complete, and if there’s any
questions on Clause 4, even though there’s no appropriation. it will not be discussed under Resolution
5; it will be discussed under the Minister's Salary, and you will have an opportunity to discuss it
at that point. The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Chairman, my question to the First Minister is whether or not it is the intention
of his government to bring forth for implementation the report of the Boundaries Commission
Report.

MR. LYON: Mr. Chairman, 1 think | answered that question only the other day. saying that there
would be a bill brought before the House this session.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Chairman, then | believe | can assume from the First Minister's answer that
we will deal with the Boundaries Commission Report this session. Can | also assume that there’ll
be no changes to the recommendations of the report?

MR. LYON: My honourable friend would be making a fairly scund assumption. All | can say to
my honourable friend is that he must read the bill himself, but when the bill is brought in he will
see that the bill deals with the question of the Report of the Boundaries Commission.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Chairman, | believe | would like to place clearly the position of the opposition
on record pertaining to the Boundaries Commission Report. | believe that ail parties, since the date
of the inception of the Independent Boundaries Commission, have supported the principle of the
arranging of constituencies every 10 years according to a population basis by an independent
committee. | believe that much credit must, in fact, go to those that originally developed this
legislation, so that Manitoba is in the lead in that respect.

Insofar as we are concerned, Mr. Chairman, we support unequivocally the Report of the
Boundaries Commission. We feel that the work was done in a fair manner by an independent group,
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Well, Mr. Chairman, | don’t like that type of definition, | saic so at the time, but | assume that
you believe in your own definitions. And by your definitions, Mr. Chairman, the rate, the amount
of tax revenue in the Province of Manitoba, the amount of taxation that the people are paying has
increased this year by $132 million. | give you the figures, and the figures are indisputable; they
are on your records, and using Conservative mathematics, and | admit that that is a bad thing
to do, and that we have never accepted that type of mathematics. But surely you will accept it,
you are willing surely to measure yourself by your own standards. by your own measuring
rods.

And when you say that a deficit of $230 million is unbearable, is a mess, is impossible, that
one cannot govern with that kind of mess, then accept your own definition.

In two years you have increased the deficit of the province by $230 million — more than the
amount of deficit that you said made it unbearable to you to govern.

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the Minister of Finance who now introduces a Budget on that basis, and
the First Minister commented on it and says, “Well, | didn't say that, | didn’t say that. “Well, |
didn’t say it either. | said that this is Conservative figures, $132 million more taxes being collected
from the people of the Province of Manitoba than was collected last year. Or if we will go back
to Conservative figures, $132.00 for every man, woman and child in the Province of Manitoba, Mr.
Chairman. Mark those figures. How did | get that? Because they said that if they had an $83 million
tax reduction it represented $83.00 for every man, woman and child in the province. If you have
a $132 million collected more, by the same mathematics, $132.00 for every man, woman and child
in the Province of Manitoba.

Put that in your literature; put it in the same literature that came to my house and said that
taxes for every man, woman and child had been reduced by $83.00. Now, the Member for St.
Matthews surely, who's a school teacher, will say that the same rules apply both ways.

Mr. Chairman, let's talk about revenues. Suppose | had got up in the Budget Speech, and |
said, “‘Let’'s talk about revenues.” Individual income tax this coming year will rise by $20 million.
_ The Minister of Finance — that’s the Minister over there; the First Minister — that’s the Member

for Charleswood, would all like to say that it’s intellectually dishonest to make the following statement.
Listen to this — it's inteliectually dishonest to make the following statement. but I'm going to make
it. More and more people in Manitoba are paying more and more tax to the Province of Manitoba
— the rise in income tax is 16 percent. No increase in the tax rate, but $20 million more collected.
Now, isn’t that rubbish? Don’t you agree that that’'s rubbish? Coesn’t the Member for St. James
say that that's rubbish? Doesn’t the First Minister say that that's rubbish? But that, Mr. Chairman,
is the criticism of the Conservative administration of the New Democratic Party Government based
on exactly those figures, made by the Leader of the Opposition on April 10, 1972,

Now, | realize that a lot of members over there would like to forget that the former Leader of
the Opposition ever existed, you know, and as a matter of fact, | have a probiem, Mr. Chairman,
because | said earlier in the year that when you say that we have no opposition and that we are
ineffective and we don’t know what to say, | said, “Yes, but we still have Spivak.” | can’t say that,
any more — he’s gone. | mean, now | have a problem, but I've still got the Member for Riel. He
sits to the r ght hand of the First Minister, and he said, Mr. Chairman. “There was no change in
the rate; the government just sat still and collected the money as it came in,” more than triple
the amount, Mr. Chairman, without ever making a motion. —(interjection)—. Rubbish is right.
—(Interjection)— Rubbish is right. And | am glad, Mr. Chairman, that the First Minister, that the
Member for St. James and the others on that side who carried on that kind of diatribe in previous
years — and there are many more of them, I've just taken two — the Minister of Finance’'s remarks
are particularly important because he now says ‘“‘you can't count that way.”” He taught me how
to count that way, but now he says you can't count that way.

Well, Mr. Chairman, | want to tell the honourable members that | intend to proceed somewhat
differently, and there will be different kinds of attack directed against the opposition. against the
government by the opposition, but | will judge you by your standards. | will continue to do so, because
it's by your own standards that you're going to be broken, by your own standard of saying that
you can’t govern with deficits — and you have two deficits higher now than the one that you came
in and said was unbearable; that you have increased spending in this province each year by 5 percent,
not the figures that you bring in, and by a total which is higher than the separate amounts that
you have brought in each year, Mr. Chairman, that's what you've done.

If you look at the two deficits that were outlined. they are smaller than the amount of spending
that has been increased in the two years. Somehow, there was $32 million, and it’s like under which
cup is the $32 million? You have to find it. You have three cups and where is the $32 million?
It wasn’t in the '78 Estimates; it wasn't in the '79 Estimates. But it's there in the total. And that
kind of thing, Mr. Speaker, is going to hurt the Conservative Party more than anything, and if anything
has hurt them, and | tell this to the First Minister, it's what they thought was their greatest coup,
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the Minister of Finance; the Economic Development Committee, which is chaired by myself; and
the Health and Social Action Committee, chaired by the Minister of Health and Social Welfare. If
I might add, Mr. Chairman, there are, of course, ad hoc committees that are formed from time
to time on various topics, as there are in any government.

MR. PARASIUK: Yes. I'd like to ask a few questions about the ad hoc committees. At present
does the Minister have any idea of how many he has operating. and what are they dealing
with?

MR. LYON: Mr. Chairman, my Latin is a little rusty, but ad hoc means ad hoc. It means temporary,
on special topics from time to time that are formed. That's a matter of Cabinet deliberation or
determination.

MR. PARASIUK: Well, I'd like to ask the First Minister then if he’s still got a Cabinet Committee
operating on the whole issue of Indian Land claims? One was established last year, and civil servants
were attached to it. Some of them have now departed to work for other provinces where perhaps
they have a better scope for their talents, and I'm wondering whether in fact that Cabinet Committee
still exists or not, or does the Minister’s memory, which is known to be very rusty from time to
time, is it so rusty that he doesn’t remember that Cabinet Committee existing, or is it not
working?

MR. LYON: Indeed, Mr. Chairman, that Committee was fcrmed. It came out with certain
pronouncements. The Minister of Mines and Natural Resources and the Environment is dealing with
matters in connection with that under his department. As and when he needs assistance from other
members of Cabinet, that assistance is called in in quite the normal way in which a normal
government is operated.

MR. PARASIUK: The Minister still hasn’t answered the question of whether in fact that Committee,
which was highlighted by a Press release, whether in fact that Committee still exists; and having
sent out a Press release to Manitobans indicating that this Committee was established, that it was
composed of X, Y, Z members, and that it was staffed by a rumber of civil servants. Does the
minister now say that that was just a facade, that that committee was really an ad hoc aberration
from normalcy and that it doesn’t exist anymore, and that that item is not an important item anymore,
and that it's being dealt with by the minister? if that’s the case. fine; but at the same time | think
there should probably be some indication to Manitobans, especially Treaty Indians, that that
committee doesn’t exist anymore.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. LYON: Mr. Chairman, the committee is in existence. My honourable friend may find this a
revelation, but leaving matters for determination by ministers in this government is not putting them
down to second grade at all.

The committee does exist, as does the Provincial Land Use Committee to carry on the functions
that are necessary. The major terms of reference of the indian Lands Committee, however, have
been made public and are being negotiated and discussed with the minister who is the Chairman
of the Committee and it's called into meetings as and when required.

MR. PARASIUK: Thank you. We can see that the rust is wearing off the minister's memory —
we have another Cabinet Committee that he’s mentioned — tre Provincial Land Use Committee
and I'm glad that he remembered that. Obviously he’s on top of his department. That committee
is established by legislation and | expect that it will continue to exist. | think it's been doing a fairly
good job and | think in this respect, that the staff has been fairly well established coming from
the Department of Municipal Affairs.

I'd like to ask the minister who staffs the Economic Development Committee and how that
Committee relates to the other departments, especially in terms of negotiating the agreements with
DREE?

MR. LYON: The Economic Development Committee is staffed internally by a staff member from
my office, from the Department of Economic Development and any other departments as they are
required from time to time. it does not have full-time staff of its own.

MR. PARASUIK: Yes, does that mean then that the minister's personal staff is now being used
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