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MADAM SPEAKER: Order pl , order pl Order.
| remind honourable members that answers to
questions should be as brief as possible.

Winnipeg - loss in interest charges

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St.
Norbert, with a final supplementary.

MR. G. MERCIER: To the Minister of Urban Affairs,
Madam Speaker, will he confirm or inform the House
that he represented to the MLA for Charleswood, our
Urban Affairs critic, that the city would suffer a $3
million loss in extra interest charges to the city if Bill
No. 8 were not passed by Monday?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Urban
Affairs.

HON. G. DOER: Madam Speaker, | want to confirm
the day, Monday, was used in the telephone
conversation by the member opposite. | recall that, and
| thought that date was coincidental to the fact that
our Budget was being presented that evening, because
it does present 8 days.

Madam Speaker, the City of Winnipeg did change
their budget date. They did say so publicly. They did
acknowledge publicly that they had changed their date
because they hadn’t dealt with all their numbers. The
city proposed the phasing-in legislation a week ago.
We immediately moved on it, and members of all sides
of the House have always stated that phasing-in
legislation could prevent the major shifts of taxation
being phased in over three years.

The Deputy Mayor today is quoted as saying - and
I've talked to the Mayor about it - the sooner that this
bill is passed, the sooner the city can get on with dealing
with their budget in the most predictable way. | have
always said, Madam Speaker, that as soon as we have
the information from the City of Winnipeg, the sooner
we deal with it the better in terms of the city establishing
their budget. I've always said that in my conversations
with the Member for Charleswood, and | stand by that
statement, Madam Speaker. The issue of the $3 million,
as all members know, comes in if there is a delay so
long as the tax notices don’t go out and the revenue
doesn’t come in.

The city has got to establish its budget, traditionally
by March 31. They have asked for an extension,
something which the members opposite have done. In
fact, in 1978, the members opposite also extended the
Budget date. We were asked to extend the Budget date
to April 15; we did so.

The earlier that this bill can be passed by this House,
a bill that we have had a proposal for only one week,
the earlier phasing-in legislation can take place so that
massive increases in taxation in some areas of this city
can be phased in over three years. I've said that
consistently, Madam Speaker, consistently throughout
this issue. In fact, the Minister of Municipal Affairs stated
so last August, that phasing-in legislation would be
necessary, in answer to a question from the Member
for Charleswood.
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MTX - amount of loss

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Pembina.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you, Madam Speaker, my
question is to the Minister of Urban Affairs.

Can the Minister indicate what the current loss figure
for MTX within the Telephone System is?

HON. G. DOER: Madam Speaker, there are negotiations
going on with three very sensitive projects, the major
three projects announced by Coopers and Lybrand on
November 21. Those negotiations are at a very critical
stage, | should tell the House.

The figure that was released to the public was a
figure of $27.4 million. It was a figure that was arrived
at on the basis of advice from both Coopers and
Lybrand and Arthur Andersen, both the internal audit
company and the external audit group that we have
been using. We will know more definitively, Madam
Speaker, because there is a projected amount of money,
for purposes of the wind down of three of those projects,
that is still a subject of final negotiations. Madam
Speaker, at this point, we have publicly announced the
$27.4 million, but we will know the final figure when
all those negotiations are complete.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Madam Speaker, my supplementary
question on this subject to the Minister is: will the
total, with finalization of these three sensitive areas of
negotiation, be higher than the $27.4 million?

HON. G. DOER: Madam Speaker, as the member
opposite knows, the bargaining position of the
government with MTX was very public and transparent
with the release of the Coopers and Lybrand’s Report
on November 21. Mr. Curtis, who is the acting CEO of
MTX, and Mr. Robertson, who is the acting CEO of
MTS, are both working very diligently to negotiate the
best possible deal for Manitobans given the fact that,
as members of this House all know, some of the liability
areas are very concerning to the government.

We are, as | say, very close in one or two areas, but
close is not a settlement, and settlement means that
we can divulge the final figures to the House.

MTS - cost of investigation

MR. D. ORCHARD: Madam Speaker, I'm sure the
taxpayers of Manitoba await that ominous news. Can
the Minister of Urban Affairs indicate what will be the
total cost paid to Coopers and Lybrand by the Telephone
System for their investigation of the past eight months?

HON. G. DOER: Madam Speaker, I'll take the specific
figure as notice. They are still working on our behalf
on all the three major projects, plus some other projects
we've asked them to evaluate, given what was obvious
to us to be very proactive advice from the Telephone
System that didn’t meet the tests of markets and
financial stability was outlined in the Coopers and
Lybrand Report. It certainly will be higher than the figure
of the $360,000 that was released to this House, quite
a bit higher, but | am prepared to take that question
as notice and give that figure to the House.
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responsibility to ensure that we make it available as
widely, as equitably and as fairly as possible to all the
organizations who are asking us for some help to
provide jobs for the young people of this province.

Universities - profit making

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River
Heights, with a final supplementary.

MRS. S. CARSTAIRS: Yes, and | thank you for your
indulgence, Madam Speaker.

Can the Minister of Education name one university
in this province which is a profit-making body?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Education.

HON. J. STORIE: No, Madam Speaker, but | can tell
the Honourable Member for River Heights that there
are many other institutions who are going to have to
meet exactly the same guidelines that have been
produced under the Careerstart Program. | want to
emphasize that the money that was forwarded to the
universities through this program is not part of the
university's funding. It is a response to the university's
interest in employing young people, as the program
responds to employers and non-profit groups from
across this province who have an interest in employing
young people.

Anstett, Andy - expenses -
re work activities

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Arthur.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Thank you, Madam Speaker. | have

a question to the Minister responsible for the former

New Democratic Cabinet Minister that my colleague

from Springfield soundly trounced in the last election.
The question, Madam Speaker, is . . .

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh!
MADAM SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. J. DOWNEY: The question, Madam Speaker, is:
is the Minister responsible for the contractual agreement
between that individual and the taxpayers through the
government prepared to table the report of last year’s
work activities and the expensesincurred in those work
activities?

MADAM SPEAKER: I'm sorry, but to whom was the
honourable member addressing that question?

MR. J. DOWNEY: Madam Speaker, the question is to
the Minister responsible for hiring the former Member
for Springfield, Andy Anstett, under a contractual
agreement . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please.
The honourable member well knows that he is to
address honourable members by their proper titles.
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Would the honourable member please indicate to whom
he is addressing the question?

MR. J. DOWNEY: Madam Speaker, I'll let the Minister
of Municipal Affairs go for it. Would the Minister of
Municipal Affairs table in this Assembly a report that
is prepared by the former Minister of Municipal Affairs,
the report of his work activity of last year and the
expenses incurred in doing so?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Agriculture.

HON. B. URUSKI: Madam Speaker, on behalf of the
Chairperson of the Manitoba Jobs Fund, | certainly
want to indicate to my honourable friend that when
the final reports that will be tabled to us are reviewed,
it certainly will be made public for everyone’s
consumption as well as the details of the expenditures
incurred in that work.

| want to indicate to my honourable friend that the
preliminary work and discussions that | have had with
the gentleman indicate that there is extensive work,
and he has done extensive work in the area of water
management, in the area of rural infrastructure. There
are some very interesting observations and
recommendations that he is coming up with, Madam
Speaker.

Jobs Fund - hiring practices

MR. J. DOWNEY: Madam Speaker, a further question
to the Minister of Agriculture.

| would ask the obvious question: are the terms of
reference now under the Jobs Fund to hire former New
Democratic Cabinet Ministers to give them employment
after they’'ve been defeated in elections in this province?

The further question, Madam Speaker: will he be
entering into a new contract with Mr. Andy Anstett?

HON. B. URUSKI: Madam Speaker, obviously any
decisions about future employment will be announced
when and if they are concluded. Madam Speaker, |
would hope that my colleagues certainly would consider
Mr. Anstett for future employment. | want to tell my
honourable friends that the work that he is doing in
terms of rural infrastructure, in terms of water policies
certainly will be reflecting some of the thrusts that this
administration wishes to make in terms of keeping rural
Manitoba as vibrant as possible, Madam Speaker.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Madam Speaker, is one of the job
descriptions that the former Cabinet Minister under the
New Democratic Party has to be a political commentator
on behalf of the New Democratic Party following certain
activities that are carried on by this government?

HON. B. URUSKI: Madam Speaker, what any
Manitoban does on their own free time in terms of
being requested by whatever media is his own doing.
We are not in fact saying that other members, who
happen to be members of the Conservative Party,
should not be used as commentators, or the likes of
Mr. McCallum from the University of Manitoba who was
giving advice to honourable members opposite in the
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By tripartite, they will continue to save in excess of
$1 million a year if we decide to go into tripartite.

Thirdly, Madam Speaker, the Federal Government in
fact was asked by myself to carry on the existing
program that they’ve put in for 1986 for one more year,
because the Federal Tribunal Reporting on Tariff and
Trade will be tabling their report at the end of March,
which may recommend once and for all a national sugar
sweetener policy on this issue, which everyone wants
- the sugar beet growers and the Province of Manitoba
- which can be accomplished without massive provincial
taxation and input into that policy.

MR. G. FINDLAY: Madam Speaker, there are 400
growers and at least 350 jobs in this city involved in
this industry. Is the Minister prepared to let that sit idle
in 1987?

HON. B. URUSKI: Madam Speaker, we have an
agreement with the Federal Government. If the
honourable members are saying now that we in fact
should say, well forget the agreement, forget what the
Federal Government said. Madam Speaker, that is one
of the reasons why this Federal Government is now
the lowest on the opinion polls of all Canadians, because
they are not living up to their agreements.

They write a letter, they sign an agreement, and they
say, we will do one thing and then they do another.
They have their friends in this House defending them
and saying, forget about that agreement. That's the
kind of politics we're playing in this House, Madam
Speaker - shoddy.

Rapid Exchange of Driver Information

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Ste.
Rose.

MR. G. CUMMINGS: Madam Speaker, my question is
to the Minister of Highways.

Last year it was brought to the attention of this
Legislature that a suspended driver from the Province
of Manitoba could go to another jurisdiction and obtain
a valid driver’s licence, and the opposite as well was
apparently happening. | would like to know if the
Department of Highways, through Motor Vehicle
Registration, has taken any action to stop this breach
of our laws.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Highways and Transportation.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Madam Speaker, | had discussed
this with the Member for St. Norbert informally a couple
of days ago in the House. This issue is being dealt with
across the country.

There is an automated system that is being put in
place that will eliminate this abuse. However, it does
take time to develop. A pilot project was put in place
in Alberta and British Columbia, and that has been
evaluated and will be extended across the country over
the next couple of years. It's called the Rapid Exchange
of Driver Information.

At the present time, there is an exchange of
information through the mail. However, if a driver in

fact lies and does not give information to the other
jurisdiction, says that he does not have a driver's
licence, he then could in fact obtain a licence in another
jurisdiction. This would be eliminated by the
computerized automated system that would be put in
place in the future, and that’s what we’re working
towards as quickly as possible.

MR. G. CUMMINGS: Madam Speaker, due to the fact
that a very large number of fatal accidents in this
province are as a result of drivers driving without valid
drivers’ licences, will the Minister stop spending money
on unnecessary bridges and make the correction of
this problem a priority?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Madam Speaker, | have made
clear that the many municipalities and the Selkirk and
District Planning Board, the Chambers’ of Commerce
have all asked for the bridge to be located where it
is, so it is not an unnecessary bridge. That
misinformation has been the kind of thing that the
Member for Ste. Rose has brought to this House and
| had hoped that, when he has constituents sitting in
the gallery, he would not continue to bring
misinformation into this House. We expect more from
him, Madam Speaker.

Let me just say that this is a priority. It is something
that does take time to develop, an automated system
to deal with this rapid exchange of information, and
we are moving as quickly as possible on implementation,
Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Ste.
Rose, with a final supplementary.

MR. G. CUMMINGS: Madam Speaker, the Minister
has stated that, if someone wants to mislead the person
applying for the licence that they can get away with it.
How difficult is it to increase the penalty for lying when
applying for a licence?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Highways and Transportation.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Madam Speaker, the automated
system will ensure that all of this information can be
picked up immediately by pressing the correct
information into computers. This is not possible at this
time. There is no reciprocal information on the other
side. All provinces have to have an interconnected
system for this to work, and that is what we’re putting
in place, Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: The time for Oral Questions has
expired.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Government
House Leader.

HON. J. COWAN: Madam Speaker, will you please call
the Debate on Second Readings as they appear on the
Order Paper, starting on page 1 and going through to
page 2, Bill No. 6, please.
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problems of the people of this society and when women
are recognized - which has been a long and difficult
battle as | point out with the rape laws. It was only
four years ago that women were recognized as
independent entities who had the capability of being
injured as independent entities and not as damaged
property of somebody else. That was only four years
ago.

As the cigarette ads say: ‘‘You've come a long way
baby,” but the reality is we've still got a long way to
go. | think this is a very important step in getting us
on that road. | look forward to the day where this will
be a self-obsolescing body where there’ll be no further
need for any advisory committees on any minorities or
any particular groups in this society, but where we treat
each other as brothers and sisters and treat each other
as equals.

| thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Member for Thompson.

MR. S. ASHTON: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker.

I, too, would like to make a couple of remarks in
regard to this bill, both in terms of addressing the need
for this particular act, the need for continuing to work
for greater equality for women in our society, and some
of the directions | think that both the Advisory Council
and we, as legislators, should be looking at in the next
few years.

First of all, | want to address the question as to what
progress, if any, has been made in terms of the Status
of Women Society here in Manitoba in the last number
of years. | would like to indicate that there definitely
has been some progress but, as has been pointed out
by the previous speaker and by the Minister responsible
for the Status of Women yesterday, there is still a great
deal of work, a great distance that needs to be travelled
before we can have anything approaching true equality
here in Manitoba.

(Madam Speaker in the Chair.)

I'll give you just one example of that situation, and
that’s in the question as to the difference in women’s
wages and men’s wages here in Manitoba and there
has been some progress. In 1970, the average wage
of women was 61 percent of the average wage of men.
By 1980, that had moved to 66 percent, so there has
been some progress, but | think anyone who was to
look at those figures and to look at the work that is
being done by women in society would have to admit
that is far from satisfactory. Sixty-six percent, in terms
of average earnings, is not equality.

| think other statistics bear out the fact that we still
have a great deal of distance to go before we do have
true equality in Manitoba. If one looks at the economic
circumstances, the social circumstances facing women,
| think one finds that while in some areas there’s been
progress, in other areas, if anything, there has been
a growing need for attention to the needs of women.

For example, women are amongst the highest
consumers of health and social services and public
assistance, particularly elderly women are in need. Two
out of three elderly women live below the poverty line.
There’s a growing need, rather than a lessening need,
for attention to these particular concerns, the concerns
of women.
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| think the act contributes in a substantive way to
that. We have had an Advisory Council since, | believe,
1981. It was reactivated by this government in 1982.
What this act does is go beyond the previous format
and structure of the Advisory Council and gives it the
autonomy that it requires, to be able to truly fight for
the concerns of women in this province.

To the Leader of the Opposition, who yesterday took
exception to some of the comments made by the
Minister responsible for the Status of Women, particular
comments related to the Manitoba Conservative Club,
a male-only club, and talked about the need for
assistance to battered women and other assistance.
I'd like to address both those points today.

First of all, I'd like to say to the Leader of the
Opposition that the existence of a male-only political
organization in the 1980’s, in my view, is totally - it's
an anachronism. | would hope that the Leader of the
Opposition and his party, if he truly believes in equality
for women, would take action to assure that that club,
that organization with whatever influence it has does
open up its membership to women.

It's not a question, as the Leader of the Opposition
attempted to suggest, of raising this and ignoring other
issues. Those other issues have been addressed and
will be addressed. But when we're talking about equality
for women, probably the area where the greatest
evidence of inequality is evident is in the political
process.

You know, Madam Speaker, in Canada at the present
time, there are approximately 8 percent of legislators
in the federal House of Commons and a similar
percentage of legislators in this House who are women,
8 percent. That is not the lowest figure in the Western
World. Some countries have as low as 4 percent. Britain,
for example, despite the fact that it has a woman Prime
Minister, has 4 percent of its legislators who are women.
But can our 8 percent be considered in any way
progressive at all when such countries as Norway and
Finland and Sweden have anywhere from 35 percent
up to 43 percent participation of women in their
Legislatures? In Norway, where you have a woman Prime
Minister, you also have 50 percent of the Cabinet being
women -(Interjection)- and Iceland, as the Minister of
Labour points out.

When we have 8 percent involvement, it's clear to
me that we have serious problems, and we have a long
way to go before we can have true equality. But the
key role for achieving that equality, in the political sense,
is through the political parties. |, for the life of me,
cannot see how a male-only Manitoba Conservative
Club can contribute to that. | notice the fact that a
federal Tory Minister decided to cancel out on a
speaking engagement because of the male-only fact
of that club, that organization. | think that shows some
acknowledgement of that at the federal level. But let’s
realize that when we're talking about equality for
women, we're talking about equality, Madam Speaker,
for anybody in our society. We have to start by getting
our own house in order, and that certainly has to address
the question of participation of women in political parties
and in the Legislature of Manitoba.

So, if anything, there has been progress in society.
Unfortunately, | would suggest that we, in the political
process, probably would be lagging behind that because
8 percent participation, while it may be better than it
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with peacetime natural emergencies that might occur
in their municipalities. There has been a recognition
that you have to plan for those and that you cannot
just wait until the disaster occurs and then have
everyone running around in chaos trying to figure out
who is responsible for what.

So over the last number of years the province, through
the Department of Government Services and the
Emergency Measures Branch, has been working, with
limited staff, with municipalities and local governments
across this province, working with them, developing
and putting in place local emergency plans for these
municipalities.

The numbers have grown over the years and, as |
said, there is a greater appreciation by the
municipalities. They now have over 100 emergency
plans that have been put in place on this optional basis.
There has been no actual legislative base for these
emergency plans. Of course, we will now have those,
and we will also have a compulsory requirement that
emergency plans be put in place, that it no longer will
be left to the relative priorities of a particular council
that, oh yes, maybe we should do something in this
area or, perhaps when a disaster strikes, they realize
how important it is to have a plan. They say, oh, we'd
better plan for the next one. So it's a very chaotic and
haphazard way of dealing with this major concern.

Now it will become necessary over a period of years
for municipalities to indeed have a plan in place. | think
that is a progressive step. | actually was quite impressed
with the response of municipalities in this regard and
that they did not object to the fact that there would
be something imposed on themselves. They felt that
it was good to have this compulsory nature. | think that
is a recognition of the importance of this issue to those
municipalities.

I've had comments from councillors and from reeves
and mayors that they felt very pleased with the kind
of support they’'ve been getting from Emergency
Measures staff in the past in developing these plans;
that when they had exercised these plans in mock
disasters, they always found little areas that could be
improved upon but they realized how important they
were. So they have been very encouraging in the
development of this legislation over the past year or
so. So I'm very pleased to see it coming into effect in
the Province of Manitoba over the next year, and | think
it's going to play a major role in ensuring that people’s
lives and properties are protected during emergencies
at the local level.

What the emergency plans in effect to do, Madam
Speaker, is ensure that the local governments are clearly
of the understanding as to who is responsible for what
particular aspect of a disaster in dealing with that, when
and if it should occur. It also gives them clearly the
kinds of resources that they have available to them -
the phone numbers and so on, the people that they
can draw on, whether it be the hospitals and the schools
for evacuations, and the fire departments and so on
- so that they are all clearly in one document and the
responsibilities are outlined absolutely during that
period of time.

The other important aspect of this bill, of course, is
that it does give local governments the power to declare
a local emergency and therefore deal with it without
having to go forward to the province to do it.
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Now, the Member for Lakeside said therein lies the
danger. The fact is these are elected people at the local
level. They are responsible for the welfare of the people
in their jurisdiction. There is a local responsibility in
dealing with emergencies, and | think the Member for
Lakeside knows well that the first response must come
from the local government, that they are initially the
front-line response - not the province, not the Federal
Government, but the local government. Therefore, they
should have the powers to deal with it and naturally
exercise them with responsibility. We believe and trust
that they will indeed do that, that they will indeed
exercise those powers with responsibility.

However, there are some safeguards. In the
legislation, originally, it was proposed that the expiry
date of a declared emergency at a local level would
be seven days after it occurred. However it is now,
after response actually from the mayor of the Town of
Dauphin in bringing forward his critique of this particular
legislation, suggested that it should 14 days and that
it then could be renewed after the 14-day period. So
| think that is a safeguard that is in place.

In addition to that, it does provide for the Minister
of Government Services, through Cabinet and through
Order-in-Council, to terminate a local emergency if
indeed it was found that was necessary, that there
wasn’t a responsible position being taken insofar as
exercising these powers at the local level. So | think
there are safeguards to balance the particular powers
that are being given to local municipalities under this
legislation.

| think the important point to remember, of course,
is that even though emergencies now will be dealt with
in an organized way and every municipality will have
the power to declare an emergency and will have to
have a plan in place, the disaster assistance regulations
and policies that have been in place will not be affected
by this legislation.

If, indeed, there is a rather significant disaster in a
particular area of the province affecting those
municipalities, there is financial aid to cover those
disasters in a formal way through the disaster assistance
policy that was developed in 1982 and 1983 in this
province and has assisted many municipalities
throughout the province over the last number of years.

As a matter of fact, it is an outgrowth of the original
plan that was put in place without any formality to it
when the Red River floods occurred where the Red
River Valley received benefits from the province and
the Federal Government under a cost-sharing
arrangement but it really didn’t apply generally to
disasters throughout the province. That's not blaming
anyone. That's kind of an orderly development of the
program, but | am very pleased that we undertook that
initiative in the first term of our government to ensure
that there was a formal plan in place so that if flooding
occurred, if other natural disasters such as tornadoes
occurred, fires, emergency spills, chemical spills or
whatever. If there was a tremendous cost involved, the
municipalities wouldindeed have somerecourse, some
assistance that they could call on during that period
of time to assist them through that emergency. There
is a formula in place that is cost-shared and, of course,
there is the formula with the Federal Government that
is in place when it goes over $1 million or $1 per capita
for the province as a whole. So that is a good system
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could be 42 cents. There is a tremendous saving. You
know, you may all say, being the young people you are,
you will not require drugs, but the average Canadian
does spend a considerable amount of money. An
average family can spend a lot of money on drugs
every year.

A MEMBER: How much?

MR. H. SMITH: $230.00 a year. Now that's a fair amount
of money.

But aside from the money question, aside from that,
just think of your integrity. Think of the fact that you
should think about doing what is right, rather than just
going along. | bet you, if the Liberals were in power
federally, you'd be attacking this legislation. You'd be
attacking it as the ruination of the country. The fact is
it's . . .

MR. D. ORCHARD: He ran as a Conservative once,
and he’s lecturing us on integrity? Oh man.

MR. H. SMITH: Let me tell you this. | am lecturing you
on integrity, because you're willing to see the people
of Canada get hurt just to side with your colleagues
in the federal House, and that questions your integrity.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Where's the integrity of telling us
about it, Harvey? You keep denying it, Harvey.

MR. H. SMITH: Denying what?

MR. D. ORCHARD: That you ran as a Conservative
nomination, and you keep denying it. Why?

MR. H. SMITH: Let me tell you this. | was never a
member of the Conservative Party, ever.

MR. D. ORCHARD: You mean you ran without being
a member? Where's your integrity Harvey?

MR. H. SMITH: | can't help it if your party accepts
people to run for office who are NDPer's. | can't help
that. Look it, you're sidetracking the issue. | have never
been a member of the Conservative Party, and | wouldn’t
belong to your group. I've always been an NDPer. |
was on the Provincial Executive in British Columbia,
the Provincial Executive here, the Federal Council. |
was never a Conservative. | was never of your stripe
that would hurt the average Canadian by going ahead
and pushing a bill of this type.

| have done many things of a colourful nature in my
past, . . . Lower Fort Garry and captured it; done a
number of things like that to prove a point. But | was
never a Conservative. | was never a person who would
say ordinary Canadians can go to hell. We're going to
go ahead and support legislation that charges them in
excess. The fact is you have not given a reasonable
explanation for supporting your federal rogues. You have
never done that. You are saying that the former Premier
of Newfoundland and other friends of the Prime Minister
can lobby, and you're going to sit by and just allow
that to happen.

| respect some of you on the other side, not many
of you but some of you. | really do think that | would
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expect some of you to rise and say, look, we're going
to support this resolution for the good of all Canadians.

| have talked to many people in my constituency on
this very issue. I've had the Conservatives who come
across, they will always say, well look, shouldn't the
person, the company that develops the drug, does the
research work, they should really get a return. But they
do get a return. Why don’t you want competition? What
is wrong with competition? -(Interjection)- | know you
don’t know. You don’t know much, the Member for
Pembina. I'm glad you admitted it for a change and
you don’t know anything about this bill. Study the
legislation, look at it, and you will vote against it, too.

MADAM SPEAKER: Will the honourable member
please address his remarks to the Chair.

MR. H. SMITH: Yes, Madam Speaker.

| find it a pleasure to address my remarks through
you, and | must admit - you weren'’t here the other day
when | praised your contribution in the last Session.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Brandon West on a point of order.

MR. J. McCRAE: Madam Speaker, | wonder if you
would like to call the member to order. It's well known
that you're not supposed to refer to the presence or
absence of members, and he referred to your absence,
Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: So the Honourable Member for
Ellice will take note of that?
The Honourable Member for Ellice.

MR. H. SMITH: Madam Speaker, I'm glad the Member
for Pembina wants to become informed.

The fact is there’s no group of people other than
Conservatives who are, in effect, supporting this federal
legislation. | mean the senior citizens organizations,
any group at all - there’'s no group other than the
lobbyists and people who are hardrock, rigid
Conservatives, through thick or thin. My party, right or
wrong, I'm a Conservative; those are the only people
who are supporting this legislation.

Now, farm organizations are not supportingit. Senior
citizens groups are not supporting it. There is not a
group in Canada supporting it other than the groups
that I've mentioned. Now even, by the way, let me tell
you this: in other provincial Houses, for example, in
Saskatchewan, they had hesitations about this bill. They
have changed their mind with a few changes, but you
people have never supported the ordinary Canadians
in their opposition to this patent legislation. You're even
worse than your colleagues in Saskatchewan. At least
they had reservations that they actually worked out
when pressure was put onto them by their federal
colleagues.

By the way, in a Commons debate on April 11, 1983,
the Progressive Conservative member for Hamilton-
Wentworth said: “I'm worried about a real danger
facing Canadian consumers. They may soon be paying
tens of millions of dollars more than they do now for
the price of good health.” Health is something that we
should all - | don't know if any of you have ever been














