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Tuesday, December 20, 1988

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, order. The
Honourable Member for Radisson (Mr. Patterson) has
the floor.

Mr. Allan Patterson (Radisson): | would like to speak
briefly to this Bill. Manitoba is fortunate in having two
excellent fire colleges in Winnipeg.

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Member
for Rupertsland (Mr. Harper), on a point of order.

Mr. Elijah Harper (Rupertsland): Yes, | was going to
speak on Bill No. 6. Am | being recognized now or is
he speaking on Bill No. 6?

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Radisson
was up before the Honourable Member for Rupertsland.
He is speaking on that Bill.

Mr. Patterson: As | was saying, two excellent fire
colleges in Winnipeg and Brandon serve the province
well. | understand that some time in the past there was
a bit of a problem with the Winnipeg Fire Department
having some reservations about the qualifications of
those who graduated from the Brandon School, but
that particular problem has been addressed and
rectified.

The amendment to the Bill that is before us is more
or less of a housekeeping measure and merely gives
the Government the authority to charge tuition at the
colleges, the tuition being free to Manitoba residents
and not being able to charge to other out-of-province
students in the past. So this merely enables the
department to charge out-of-province students, and
rightfully so, tuition and have some contribution towards
the overall cost. Because of this, Mr. Speaker, we will
be glad to support this Bill.

Mr. Harper: | would just like to put a few words on
the record in regard to this Bill. First of all, the Fire
Commissioner—the Government may be able to charge
the Northern Affairs communities in regard to the Fire
Training Program or any kind of fire training. As you
know, many of the Northern Affairs communities have
volunteers who work with the mayor and council and
the communities. Many of those communities are also
situated close to an Indian reserve and they tend to
share some of the facilities, maybe the trucks and the
fire hoses or the fire extinguishing equipment.

It is unfortunate that the situation developed a few
days ago in regard to a particular reserve, namely, the
Fairford Indian Band, where the band was not paying
the bills. But | think something could be developed out
of this, some understanding with some leadership taken
on maybe by the Minister of Native Affairs (Mr. Downey)
to resolving many of the differences between some of
the reserves and the nearby communities and making
arrangements for some sort of service.

It is difficult, | realize, in the northern communities
where there are virtually no roads that exist, where

maybe families are in danger because of lack of
adequate equipment. | know that many of the reserves
receive some money from the federal Government to
have some sort of fire protection for the Indian reserves,
but the money they receive is totally inadequate for
the bands to have some sort of program for the entire
reserve. It is totally inadequate for the chief and council
to purchase any equipment and also to put in a program
which is appropriate for the northern remote
communities. It is very expensive, but | would urge the
Government, especially the Minister responsible for
Native Affairs (Mr. Downey), to start maybe taking some
leadership role in talking with the Indian bands in the
communities to have some sort of an understanding
and sharing concept with the nearby LGDs and the
reserves.

I hope in the future some sort of arrangements can
be made and | look forward to working with the Minister
of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) on some of these things
and | hope he would listen to some of the advice that
| gave him and also listen to the aboriginal leaders.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

QUESTION put, MOTION carried.
* (1600)

BILL NO. 9—THE STATUTE
LAW AMENDMENT (RE-ENACTED
STATUTES) ACT

Bill No. 9 was read a third time and passed.

Hon. James Downey (Acting Government House
Leader): Mr. Speaker, | would like to ask leave of the
House to introduce third reading on the following Bills,
the first Bill being No. 11. By leave, | would like to
proceed then to—we will return to that one if it is the
wish.- (Interjection)- Okay, Mr. Speaker, by leave, | would
ask leave to have third reading on Bill No. 12.

Mr. Speaker: Is there leave to have third reading of
Bill No. 12?

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): Well, yes, | am speaking
on it if it is up.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please. The
Honourable Member for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie), on a
point of order.

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): When the House Leader
announced at the beginning of the Session that we
would be following a certain order, he gave first Bill
No. 11 when we moved from the Order Paper to The
Child Custody Enforcement Act. We have a speaker
on that. The Member for Logan (Ms. Hemphill) would
like to address remarks. She is not here. The second
up was Bill 15, The Cooperative Promotion Trust Act.
We have a speaker on that if it is in accordance with
the Acting House Leader’s wishes.

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader):
| am not sure | heard what the Honourable Member
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of them, and was telling us that she would not have
liked to have been cut off from either of those two
parents, that we should do anything we could to make
sure that happens as often as possible, that children
have access to both parents.

| think that we agree with, as | said last night, the
intent and the principle of the Bill. Anything that can
be done to help families and to help parents who are
going through the trauma, which is one of the most
traumatic things an individual in a family can go through,
the trauma of divorce and separation, particularly the
trauma to the children, is something that we want to
support.

In the presentations, the clearest thing of all was that
there was nothing very clear about the studies, the
statistics and the information that were brought forward
that would support this Bill and this program. One of
the questions we would have to raise—I believe the
Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae) when he said, “We are
very concerned about this Bill. We are going to monitor
it continually, not just wait till the end of the pilot project,
and we will be talking to groups, organizations and
individuals and making sure that we find out how that
Bill is working.”

That suggests that we really should not have
legislation. | think we have a pilot project program that
we may want to change rather quickly as experience
shows us what parts of it are working and what are
not. When it is put in legislation, we all know—you see,
the Bill is not a pilot project. The program is a pilot
project, but the Biil is = piece of legislation and these
two are integrated. Ve would have preferred to have
had the pilot project just as a program without
legislation which would have made it much easier for
us to make any changes that were needed.

| would like to make a friendly suggestion to the
Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae) and his statement that
they would be monitoring it in an ongoing way. | would
just ask him to look at one of the recommendations
from one of the presenting groups the other night who
asked him to set up an advisory committee made up
of groups and organizations. It could even be all the
groups and organizations that presented different points
of view at the hearings the other night, but to formalize
a group that will monitor and provide advice and
reaction to the Government, instead of just having it
very loose and not in an ad hoc manner, | am still not
convinced that we know how serious the problem is
when the Attorney-General’s own figures show 15
percent saying they have had some trouble with access.
But what is ‘‘some trouble’’? Some trouble might mean
that they had difficulty taking their child out once or
twice after the separation. Some trouble might mean
that they have never had access to the child for one
reason or another since the separation.

| think it is very important that we know how serious
the problem was—we have a breakdown of the 15
percent—how long the problem went on, because we
also know that these things are resolved over a period
of time, that feelings run strong when the separation
first occurs and people sometimes take positions then
that they soften over the early course of the separation.
We need to know how many out of that group were

judged to be an appropriate denial of access, because
some of them would be judged as appropriate denial,
either because of alcohol, abuse, or because of the
situation described by one young mother the other night
when the child was not cared for properly, that when
her young child was with the father, it was not looked
after properly. So we need to have more information
there.

(The Acting Speaker, Mr. Ed Mandrake, in the Chair.)

| was very concerned about a couple of suggestions
that said we should be tying maintenance and access.
| want to go on record as saying there should be no
relationship to maintenance and access. If there are
access problems, they have to be handled in some
other way. You cannot cut off the money to the
supporting parent who is feeding and clothing and
housing those children to sort out a conflict between
the mother and the father in terms of access.

| am glad that the mediation is not going to be
mandatory, because we think mediation that is
mandatory often will not work but the opportunity will
be made available to them.

One of the major concerns we continue to have is
that they have not addressed the question of the training
and selection of volunteers. This is a critically important
job they are going to be doing. They clearly needs to
be screened very well before they are selected and
they need to have some training program before they
become access supervisors in this very, very delicate
situation between perhaps not just competing but
conflicting parents. So we would say that we question
the need for legislation. We would ask again that the
Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae) consider setting up an
advisory committee to monitor the pilot project and
that he seriously consider developing a selection and
training program for the volunteers.

With that, Mr. Acting Speaker, we would just wish to
say that we would have preferred that they took an
additional two or three months that we think would be
required to work out these concerns that we and a
number of others have so that the program would have
gone ahead but would have been a little bit stronger.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Mandrake): Is the house
ready for the question?

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Mr. Deputy Speaker,
| want to just leave a few brief comments in addition
to those made by my honourable friend from Selkirk
(Mrs. Charles), who | think spoke quite eloquently about
the role of children and the importance of children and
obviously she is very well qualified to do that.

| simply want to pick up on some of the groups that
made presentations to the committee, and | think we
were all impressed with the number and the quality of
the presentations that came before us. | congratulate
all of them for very thorough presentations, very
interesting presentations on this critical Bill before us.
However, as we all know who were at the committee,
the primary focus of the discussion was not so much
the Bill but was the program, the pilot project, a pilot
project that has been worked on for in excess of three

4208






Tuesday, December 20, 1988

for the record that indeed it is a good Bill. It was a
Bill that had been drafted by the previous NDP
Government. It was consistent with the major emphasis
that was placed on cooperative development by the
previous NDP Government.

| think it would be unwise of me to allow this Bill to
pass without once again referencing the fact—and
particularly since the Minister responsible for
Cooperative Development (Mr. McCrae) is listening, |
know, so attentively here in the House—that we in the
New Democratic Party caucus are strongly opposed
to the fact that cooperative development in this province
has been put on the back burner because of the
changes that have taken place with the Cooperative
Development Department, more specifically, the fact
that the department has been absorbed by the other
departments for which the Minister is responsible, most
notably the Consumer and Corporate Affairs
Department.

(The Acting Speaker, Mr. Bob Rose, in the Chair.)

We think that is wrong because we believe very
strongly that cooperative development is a sector onto
itself that has a great deal of potential. We believe that
was demonstrated under the leadership of the Member
for Churchill (Mr. Cowan) when he was the Minister for
Cooperative Development. We feel that this move will
put cooperative development on the back burner and
will turn back the clock to when cooperative
development in this province did not have the same
type of priority that it has had in the last number of
years. We think that is wrong. We will be opposing that.

* (1630)

As | said, in committee if this Governmentwas going
to bury Cooperative Development we certainly would
not have supported that. But it would have made more
logical sense, at least, if they had put the Cooperative
Development in with other economic portfolios such
as Industry, Trade and Technology, for example, and
put it on an even footing with other sectors, most
notably with the public sector and the private sector.
| will be continuing to raise this in Estimates in the
upcoming years, continuing to point out that the move
by this Government was a wrong move.

| also want to just briefly comment too that | think
this Bill is sort of indicative of the general tone of this
Session in the fact that perhaps, | would say, the only
good things that are happening generally are things
thatwere already in the works. Therereally is not much
of an agenda from this Government. When there is an
agenda, it tends to be a negative move such as what
has happened with the Cooperative Development
Department. So we certainly support this Bill. It is a
good Bill. | think the Government is going to really have
to think very strongly about its agenda. But generally,
| think its agenda is pretty well bankrupt, as indicated
by this Session. It is bankrupt in the area of
cooperatives, but | think it is bankrupt generally.

After having sat in this Legislature since 1981 and
having heard the Members of the Conservative Party
suggest that they have all the answers, | find it rather
ironic that now that they are in Government we see

such a poor legislative agenda from this Party. We
certainly are going to be looking for far more from this
Government, whether it be in terms of cooperatives or
other areas in the future. Thank you.

QUESTION put, MOTION carried.

BILL NO. 21—THE HIGHWAY
TRAFFIC AMENDMENT ACT

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs)
presented, by leave, Bill No. 21, The Highway Traffic
Amendment Act, for third reading.

MOTION presented.

Mr. Ed Mandrake (Assiniboia): It is a pleasure to speak
to this Bill. We agree that Manitoba has to have a
National Safety Code. We support this Bill in principle.

During committee, | had offered suggestions to the
Minister on various parts of that Bill. As | was reading
through the regulations which were provided to me, |
had asked the Minister to look at the documentation
that could be taken from these various companies. |
had suggested that the reproduction of these
documents be done immediately. In the regulation, as
| read it, it says, within 14 days, supply the person from
whom the seizure was made and an employee of the
company with a complete copy of or return the seized
document. It is going to cause problems. There are
other problems in this Bill that certainly should be
addressed in future days. Basically, in principle, we the
Official Opposition do support this Bill. Thank you.

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): Mr. Acting, Acting
Deputy Speaker, and that is not a reflection on the
Chair, incidentally.

Mr. Downey: Just a reflection on your ability to speak.

Mr. Plohman: You will get your turn yet. The Minister
of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) will have lots of
opportunity to be nailed yet today, so he should not
be too smug over there.

| wanted to indicate that we are supporting this Bill.
As has been indicated previously, there are some
provisions in the Bill that are something like Ed
Broadbent—very, very scary, they say. | want to indicate
that those provisions in the Bill that have to be put in
place, because of the nature of the situation we find
ourselves in, moving from regulated environment to a
deregulated environment are required, | believe, yet
they have to be watched carefully how they are
implemented. In fact we could find ourselves where
there are many trucking companies and individual
drivers who could have their liberties as an individual,
their rights infringed upon, | guess, to a certain extent
in the interests of safety. We have to watch that the
pendulum does not swing too far in one direction.

(Mr. Speaker in the Chair.)

So we will be watching the implementation of this
Bill very carefully over the next while, and | hope the
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Minister will be as well vigilant and bring forward
additional amendments, if required, in the future to
ensure that the pendulum does not swing too far in
taking away the rights of those people involved in the
transportation industry. As | mentioned during second
reading, it is ironic that we have had to go to this
extensive reregulation of the trucking industry in this
country in the name of deregulation, very ironic. The
one that we will see, | guess, over the next number of
years as to: whether in fact this system will work better
than the old system that was there which was the
economic regulation as opposed to regulation for safety.
We will see whether it is going to work. It will be rather
interesting to see perhaps whether we have to go back
to the old system of regulation in the future because
of the difficulty in implementing precisely the various
components that we are passing in this Legislature
today.

So we do support and we will be watching carefully

the issues unfold as they relate to deregulation, the --

National Safety Code.

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of Highways and
Transportation): Mr. Speaker, | just like to indicate to
both critics that | have listened to their comments over
a period of time and | appreciate them to some degree.

We are going through a very complex time and

breaking new ground in terms of implementing the .

National Safety Code and, as indicated by the Member
for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman), in terms of deregulation
that is taking place. | have made that commitment or
indicated to the critics during committee stage that
possibly we will be coming back next year with further
amendments as we peel away into this new era of the
National Safety Code and deregulation. There are many
things that will be looked at and | think we will all be
watching. Members indicate they will watching. | will
be watching as well to see exactly what the impact will
be in terms of how we move in this direction.

So | thank the Members for their support.
QUESTION put, MOTION carried.

BILL NO.34—THE MUNICIPAL
AMENDMENT ACT

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs)
presented, by leave, Bill No. 34, The Municipal
Amendment Act, for third reading.

MOTION presented.

Mrs. Gwen Charles (Selkirk): This is one of the more
interesting Bills that have been put forward in the House
in that it was put forward to do a certain job and then
we found out it was not going to do it, is my
understanding of the history of it. So in committee, we
have deleted a paragraph, amended it, and we think
that now it serves more rightly the purpose of its intent.
We, as Official Opposition, did not see the purpose of
putting a section in there that did not have a full
representation of all the municipalities in Manitoba and
thatitleftsome opportunity for bidding wars, in essence,
to take place between municipalities..

* (1640)

| still stand by the fact that if they wish to put this
motion in and bring it forward as a resolution from the
UMM and the MAUM Association, then | am sure as
Opposition Parties we would be very glad to support
it. But when it was not asked to be in in the first place
and it is not necessary, | do not see the reason for the
clause being inserted and | certainly appreciate that
the Minister for Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) thinks
this was a very major mistake. | do not know what he
is reading into our intent by leaving it out. We certainly
are not saying that municipalities are not responsible
for their- abilities. e

| fully believe in municipalities that, in many cases,
and | have said in this House that | believe municipal
officers have even a more difficult job than we in this
Legislature do because they are so responsible to the
people on a one-to-one basis. | have full support in all
elected officials in the province and | do not in any
way, by saying that this paragraph should not be
included, say that| do not support the municipal elected
officials.

| do believe that they should have the opportunity
to run their own communities. On the other hand, we
also have to recognize that we do have a Department
of Municipal Affairs which is put in there as an overseer
for many municipalities, especially the smaller
municipalities that have, because of their size, some
limitations. | do not want to see large communities
being put at the advantage above smaller communities,
unless by resolution that becomes the desire of the
organizations involved.

So, Mr. Speaker, | fully support this Bill as amended.
| am not sure it accomplishes a great deal but, if it
helps in any way the City of Brandon to make a
committee for its police detachment and allow public
officials or rather members of the public to sit on that
committee, which | fully support, | think we have done
something in this House to put forward their individuality.
While speaking on this Act, | would point out that the
City of Brandon is in itself having to come to the
Department of Municipal Affairs and perhaps, because
of the size of Brandon, we should be looking at the
uniqueness of Brandon and dealing with it under Urban
Affairs.

As we have mentioned before, there should be some
procedure to bring municipalities from one department
to the other department. So, | will in essence of time
just say that we do support the amendments of this
Act and the Act itself and hope that Brandon will have
great success in having-a police force that is to their
purpose, and we hope this municipal Act will provide
what the municipalities want. If they wish to come back
to us and have us reinsert this paragraph, we will
consider it at that time but, in the meantime, | hope
that this is satisfactory to the cause that began the
initiation of this Bill.

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): Mr. Speaker, |
would like to add a few remarks to what has been
spoken in the debate on third reading of this Bill No.
34, and | could concur with maybe not all but most ot
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the remarks made by the Member of the Legislature
for Selkirk.

| specifically want to refer to the portion relating to
the amendment which allows any municipality, but in
this case obviously specifically has reference to the
City of Brandon, to enable thatcity to continue to make
grants to Brandon University.

A rather unique situation existed in the city and its
relation to the university. | do not know whether any
other university in Manitoba gets regular grants from
municipal Governments. | do not believe so. | would
compliment the City of Brandon who for many years
contributed the equivalent of one mill to the City of
Brandon and, as | understand, the legislation that
permitted them to do so has run out. If this Bill was
not forthcoming with this provision, next year the city
would not have been able to have assisted the University
of Brandon financially as it has done for so many years.

First of all, | want to compliment the city for its
concerted interest in this matter. | had, perhaps others
as well, an opportunity to speak to city officials, the
mayor, the city manager, and | know that they were
satisfied with this type of amendment that we now have.
| believe that Members of the Opposition were
concerned about the nature of the amendment first
proposed by the Minister of Municipal Affairs (Mr.
Cummings) that it was simply too broad, too wide in
authority given to municipalities. That does not take
anything away from municipal Governments. | think we
have, by and large, excellent municipal officials, people
who are dedicated and who do a good job, by and
large, in governing the municipalities, large and small,
in this province of ours.

Nevertheless, that particular amendment as
proposed, as | can see, and from all the advice we
could get, was not in keeping with the tradition of The
Municipal Act. The Municipal Act always had a very
restricted approach to permitting municipalities to make
grants. If you look at the Act, you will see a list of
detailed items permitting a municipality to make a grant,
for instance, to a hospital or to a public restroom in
the town. That has been the tradition. It is not a partisan
matter; it has been a tradition for decades and decades.
The other concern, of course, is that leaving it so broad
as we did, as it was originally, it would have enabled
municipalities to also get into the business of competing
for industry, because included under the term “grants,”
as we found out, indeed were the possibility of financial
payments to be made by municipalities to businesses
in order to attract them.

| think Members would want to agree that the last
thing we would want to see would be our municipalities,
large and small, competing with one another for the
same business so that they end up spending more of
the taxpayers’ money than perhaps was necessary or
should have been in the very first place. So that was
our initial concern. As | said on further investigation,
we found that indeed it was not in the tradition of the
Act anyway.

| would suggest, | guess as the Member for Selkirk
(Mrs. Charles) was sort of inferring or did suggest, and
propose that if at any time in the future municipalities

have some need to have authority to make grants to
other organizations, that could be dealt with by the
Legislature. | was thinking of one in particular. | know
some municipalities were interested in promoting
airports and runways in the municipality.

| do not believe there is any authority now. | stand
to be corrected, but | do not believe there is authority
now for the municipalities to provide grants to various
runways or small airports that may exist or may wish
to exist in the municipalities.

There are grants, | know from—there have been
grants from Government departments, provincial
departments, but | do not know—and | stand to be
corrected on this. | do not think and | do not believe
it is a practice for municipalities to do so. It was
suggested that maybe this is something that could
happen if we just allowed the omnibus approach. | say,
if it is necessary, if municipalities want to do this—and
| just use this by way of example—then surely it could
be brought forward by the Minister of Municipal Affairs
(Mr. Cummings) at some future time and a case could
be made. If a case is made, | am sure all Members
would want to support this.

In no way do we want to inhibit or prevent the
municipalities from carrying out their responsibilities
for the well-being of their citizens. Nevertheless, the
reason the requirement for the amendment came up
was the particular problem that existed in the City of
Brandon, the problem that the city had and of course
the problem that the University had. | am quite sure
that the university representatives, the president, would
have been in touch with everyone in the House or
representatives of all Parties with regard to the dilemma
that they face. They were most anxious to see this
particular amendment occur.

At any rate, we have this amendment, and we have
no problem in supporting it. As they say, it is in keeping
with the tradition of the Act. | would only conclude by
commenting on the remark made by the Member for
Selkirk (Mrs. Charles) with regard to treating the City
of Brandon more as an urban centre. As you know,
Mr. Speaker, | have a resolution that has not been fully
dealt with but, nevertheless, we had this resolution for
the Legislature to express an opinion on whether the
City of Brandon should continue to be under the
Municipal Affairs Department or whether it should relate
to the Urban Affairs Department.

As | said, at the time of introducing the resolution,
{ have no complaints with the Municipal Affairs
Department, | have no problem at all. | have full
confidence. But that was not the point. The point was
that we do have in this province a second large centre,
a thriving city in the western part of the province. It
has needs peculiar to that city. It has needs and it has
problems similar, more similar to the City of Winnipeg,
| would submit, than to some small rural municipality
which may only have a few hundred or a few thousand
people, those rural municipalities mainly being
concerned with rural roads, with drainage, and other
important matters that rural municipalities have to be
concerned with. The City of Brandon has to be
concerned with an urban police force, has to be
concerned with garbage collection. It has to be
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carefully. The words in the amendment were | think
that programs were to be evaluated by the Auditor and
looked at from two points of view, economically sound
and efficiency—economy and efficiency. Now those are
very laudable things and those are things that auditors
do not even have to be told to do. They like to do that
and that is part of their job but, you know, there are
a lot of programs that Governments both at the city
level and at the provincial level run that are not either
economic nor efficient. The welfare program is a very
good example. If the Auditor evaluated that based on
it being an economic program, economically viable or
the best way of using that amount of money perhaps,
or—

Mr. Angus: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, please.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member for St.
Norbert, on a point of order.

Mr. Angus: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, it was
brought to the attention of the Members in the
committee last night that the Auditor’s powers will not
audit or evaluate the political decision to have a
program, only the efficient implementation and the
carrying out of management principles on those
programs. So they will be looking not at the program.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member does
not have a point of order.

Ms. Hemphill: | do hear that, and | understand the
point that he is making, but | believe that | still have
a point to make and that is that even though he is not
evaluating the programs but he is evaluating economy
and efficiency that some of the programs will not be
economically viable or efficiently run, if you were just
to measure in that way. | just want to say that there
are programs that are social programs that the city
runs that cannot be measured narrowly just from an
accounting point of view saying that this is good use
of the money, because they may decide on an efficiency
criteria that it is not. So | just want to raise the concern
that we will be watching that, and that they recognize
that when decisions are made to have social programs
delivered to give people equal rights or access that
they are entitled to that and need not be measured on
an accounting basis. That is the only point that | wanted
to make.

We support the priority given by this Government for
amendments to The City of Winnipeg Act and await
with bated breath to see the full program come in in
the next Session.

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition):
It is a pleasure to stand on this Bill. It is an important
Bill because it deals with 58 percent of the population
of Manitoba. It is the most important Bill, | believe, in
terms of some of the future issues that we must be
facing in this Legislature, and | think it is important to
put some of those issues on the table at this point as
we pass this Bill in its amended form.- (Interjection)-
No, | said one of the most important pieces of legislation.
| did not say it was the most important issue, because

there are lots of important issues in and outside of
Winnipeg.

It is important to put on the record a number of
issues that have to be resolved, and | am sure the
Minister of Urban Affairs (Mr. Ducharme) has been
working very hard, but | think-the Member’s well-earned
holiday is going to probably have to be cancelled in
terms of all the things that he will have to deal with in
terms of the whole areas outstanding in terms of the
City of Winnipeg Bill.

The Member for Charleswood (Mr. Ernst) once noted
that the White Paper we produced was a waste of trees.
Well, if the White Paper was a waste of trees, what
was this Bill that the Minister was producing and the
lack of any paper or any planning document whatsoever
with the Government? One would think with the kind
of talent that is allegedly in the Conservative ranks in
terms of city Government, and the great numbers—
well the Member mentions garbage, but | do not want
to talk about the six-day garbage cycle. | think, with
all the experience in the Conservative ranks on city
Government, that we would have expected, quite
frankly, a lot more.

We may have agreed to disagree on the issue, but
one would have thought there would have been a lot
more in terms of dealing with the very real issues that
were identified in the City of Winnipeg during the public
hearings throughout the early Eighties.

Hundreds of people, citizens of Winnipeg, asked the
same question in the public hearings. Who is in charge?
Who do we hold accountable in a democratic way when
something goes wrong? Who makes the decisions? Who
do we hold accountable? You can understand the people
and citizens of Winnipeg asking those questions
because, when it is a popular issue, | think we see the
mayor, the present incumbent who is the mayor riding
that popular horse and, when it is an unpopular issue,
it seems to be moved over to EPC. When it is really
unpopular, it is the old Board of Commissioners that
is carrying the proverbial can, if | could use that term,
in terms of the issue.- (Interjection)- That is right. The
Member for St. Norbert (Mr. Angus) quite accurately
says that the political group that does make the
decisions in City Hall is a coalition that is non-public,
a coalition that does not run as a coalition at election
time. It has been, | guess, called in a rather curious
way the Gang of 19 by some observers of City Hall.

It miraculously every year comes up with the so-
called positions of council—

* (1720)
An Honourable Member: The slate.

Mr. Doer: The slate. That is what they call it, the slate.
Then it sounds like this gang not only can give positions
at City Hall, but it could taketh away if one does not
follow through -(Interjection)- Well, the Member for
Emerson (Mr. Albert Driedger) from his seat talks about
the notorious 12, and | would like to thank him for that
compliment, because it is the Gang of 12 that rode
like 100, as our House Leader (Mr. Cowan) has
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onerous repercussions from an allegation and/or a
finding of conflict and, to that extent, | have read this
Act a number of times and | know that it can get very
complicated. | think a lot of the terms in it are fairly
vague and that worries me when you have such a serious
piece of legislation which can lead to such serious
consequences.

Let me conclude by saying that the amendments with
respect to the tendering process, we were pleased to
support. We think those are also improvements and
we look forward to the compliance with those new
additions to this Act. | have done some looking at some
of the statutes which have come out of the United States
with respect to the purchasing done by Governments.
I know that we can still have some improvements in
that area, but | think that this is an important step
forward.

| see my honourable friends from the third Party
writing furiously and conversing with each other and
| am sure they are chomping at the bit to make some
comments, | suspect, in response to some of my
comments, and | do not intend to deplete the
entertainment value of those comments from this House
any further.

Let me conclude then by saying that we look forward
to this becoming the law of this province, and we see
it as an important step for this province. | think it puts
us at the forefront in this nation and | look forward to
even further improvements into new areas and, as |
say, a general simplification of the Act, | think, may be
in order in the future. Thank you.

Mr. Doer: | would like to say a few things about the
Bill, but | would also like to address the issue raised
by the Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) and put
it clearly on the record.

| find, Mr. Speaker, the comments—and | have not
used this term in this House before —quite frankly, very
arrogant in terms of their conclusions that were drawn
by the Member for St. James. The fact of the matter
is that there was a concern about Section D of that
Act that was raised by both the Liberal Party and the
New Democratic Party in a legitimate way in dealing
with the Premier (Mr. Filmon), who was presenting the
Bill to this Chamber.

We are not a perfect Party. We are not absolutely
perfect in terms of dealing with legislation and, because
we are not perfect, we actually listened to the debate.
We actually listened to the merits of the debate. We
do not go in there all the time with our minds so totally
made up that if we do not hear a good point we will
not adapt in terms of thegood point and adapt in terms
of the policies that we will vote for or against. | apologize
to this Chamber for that human imperfection that we
do unfortunately have.

Any time we change where we are going to vote on
a particular Bill because of a discrepancy does not
mean to say that it is a “‘political” manoeuvre. We do
make political manoeuvres from time to time. We all
do as political Parties. But in this case, | want to be
very, very careful in saying to this House that we actually
listened to the debate.

The Member for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie) put out a great
argument in terms of the discrepancy between a
technical officer and a special assistant. The Member
for St. James (Mr. Edwards) put out very good
arguments about the way the special assistants and
executive assistants were dealtwith and, quite frankly—
and | hate to put it in Hansard, but—the Premier (Mr.
Filmon) made some good arguments as well in terms
of this issue, in terms of some of the difficulties from
a special assistant going to another area.

Also the same day, the Member for Fort Rouge (Mr.
Carr) raised an example in this House that fell into our
lap in trying to decidewhat was best to do in this case,
where a technical officer hired under Section 32 of the
Act would have been hired under MAST to go to MAST
even though the replacement was a patronage
appointment, in our opinion, and we made those
comments, but the example the Member for Fort Rouge
raised, the person they were replacing would technically
be in violation of Section D of the Act.

We did not say that we would not support the
amendment from the Member for St. James (Mr.
Edwards) or we would not support the proposal that
was there. What we said is let us take some time as
political Parties to make sure that, when we take the
stroke of the pen in its final analysis, we are not
disenfranchising people for a year in terms of
employment that we should not be doing.

Because those groups are on the edge in terms of
Ministers and senior staff and because we were not
sure of that edge—and I think all of us should be honest
about that in this House—we thought we should hold
that over and take another look at it over a period of
time. We suggested that be looked at in an informal
way between the Government, the Opposition and
ourselves, and we are perfectly prepared at the
conclusion of the day that, if that has to go back into
the Bill as another improvement into what is the best
Bill in Canada, then we would do that. Let that be very
clear.

| do not, quite frankly, understand why this became
almost an intensely emotional issue. Quite frankly, it is
not the leading issue on the mouths of people in the
coffee shops and beer halls of Manitoba—and | should
not even mention beer halls. If we are wrong on that
amendment, fine. If we are right on that amendment,
fine. | would just like to take a little more time on it,
and | want to put that on the record.

Quite frankly, | thought the Premier (Mr. Filmon) did
make a few good points on that issue and so did the
Member for Fort Rouge (Mr. Carr) in his question of
the same day, and so did the Member for St. James
(Mr. Edwards). The Member for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie)
raised the whole hypocrisy of having technical officers
included in the one-year prohibition and special
assistants excluded.

| think we should look at that. So | think deleting it
at this point makes sense, because all we are doing
is taking that group of people out of that one-year
freeze in terms of the provisions of the Act. We
applauded at the time that this Bill was introduced, the
introduction of this Bill in the Speech from the Throne.

4220



Tuesday, December 20, 1988

It was unfortunate that the discussion degenerated into
a Desjardins’ Bill. | thought this Bill could have been
dealt with on its own merit and—

An Honourable Member: You mention his name more
often than anybody else.

Mr. Doer: Mr. Deputy Speaker, a person who has spent
40 years in public service in two political Parties but
is a person who is a friend of all of ours, | think you
could say, | think he is a friend of all of ours. We know
he put in hour after hour of personal dedication to the
people of Manitoba, whether he was an alderman in
St. Boniface, whether he was a Member of this
Legislature, whether he is a Member of the Cabinet,
the Minister of Health, whether he is head of the Health
Services Commission, when he came back as
Opposition critic in Health, and then as a Minister of
Health and Urban Affairs and Sport. For years, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, | think it was unfortunate that we could
not have dealt with the Bill on its merit and had to try
to tap in some partisan designation to this Bill.

Perhaps we can be accused of doing the same thing
when we responded with the Downey amendment and,
if | have offended the Member for Arthur (Mr. Downey),
so be it, but we believe that there have been too many
untendered contracts from all political Parties, whether
in Government federally or provincially. There will be
time, from time to time, that Government will have to
have untendered contracts to get technical advice and
technical assistance in a very quick period of time.

* (1750)

If you had to hire a lawyer to do something
immediately that technically you would not have it
tendered, there are going to be other contracts that
will have to be untendered. We picked the most recent
example where 10 or 12 firms would have had the
expertise and the quality of staff to do the same job
in a non-urgent way that the Minister of Northern and
Native Affairs (Mr. Downey) had with an untendered
contract to ‘‘Tory friends,’”” as per his August 2
comments, we think were unappropriate.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | said all political Parties have
done it, and | think we should have proper disclosure.
Certainly, | know our old contact, David Walker, had
an untendered contract in’83-84. The New Democrats
have done it; the Tories have done it. | think, as each
of the new people come into this Legislature, we should
do as much as possible to change the behaviour and
morality in the Manitoba Legislature.

We propose the provision to try to deal with the 5
percent, or $1,000.00. Again, it was not a perfect
proposal. Again, it was rejected because of the
problems in terms of the time of filing versus the equity
of the stock. Again, we respected the advice we
received. We have said that in the committee. Again,
we were trying to be flexible in terms of the merits of
the debate, and | think that has been the bottom line
of this Bill. | really think we should leave this Bill with
that kind of perspective. | want to thank the Members—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable
Minister of Industry, Trade and Tourism, on a point of
order.

Hon. Jim Ernst (Minister of Industry, Trade and
Tourism)): Mr. Deputy Speaker, the glare from the
halo over the head of the Member for Concordia (Mr.
Doer) is blinding me, Sir. Perhaps you could attend to
solving that problem.

Mr. Doer: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker. | thought
there should be a separation between state and
religion—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable
Minister—

Mr. Doer: As an old member from St. Paul’s, | take
that—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable
Minister of Industry, Trade and Tourism does not have
a point of order.

Mr. Doer: | want to thank the Members quite frankly
for the good debate on this Bill. | really believe that is
where we should leave this. Mr. Deputy Speaker, | want
to thank them for the support in terms of disclosure
of contracts of untendered nature because | think it
will help the process. It is not perfect, but it will help
the process.

We look forward to working with all Members to deal
with the outstanding issues, that loophole of the 5
percent versus a straight cash amount. We also look
forward to working with all Members in dealing with
the other discrepancy that was left, the special
assistants and the technical officer, that was deleted
from the Bill. It is still an outstanding item in our opinion
and we are willing to work with it in the interim months.
Thank you.

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): | just wanted to add a
couple of comments to this debate. | think my Leader
has done an excellent job in providing an overview of
the circumstances surrounding the amendments and
the necessity for this piece of legislation.

| wanted to perhaps correct the record, particularly
for the Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards), who seems
to have felt himself somewhat slighted by a press
conference that | held in which | announced that the
NDP intended to introduce three separate amendments
to the conflict-of-interest legislation. One of those, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, happened to be an amendment which
the Member of St. James (Mr. Edwards) was introducing
while | was giving the press conference. | learned
somewhat later that the Member for St. James suffers
from the vanity that only he could have an idea, an
original idea.

The fact of the matter is that the Member for St.
James knew full well that | and several of my colleagues
were preparing exactly the same amendment as he was
preparing. | did not know that the Member for St. James
had prepared such an amendment. | had gone so far
and my colleagues had gone so far as to draft that
amendment. My colleague, the Member for Dauphin
(Mr. Plohman), attempted to show the Member for St.
James that amendment. He pushed it away. He did not
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want to know. Then he had the audacity to pretend
that only he could have such an idea.

| recognize that ownership of an idea is a very
attractive proposition at this point, but | want the
Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) to know and the
House to know that there was no deception or hypocrisy
on my part. | had on my own developed an
understanding of what the amendment meant and really
intended to introduce an amendment. | was convinced
by my Leader subsequent to that that the inclusion of
both special assistants and executive assistants in with
the technical officers may not be the most appropriate.
In fact, including technical officers may not be the most
appropriate and did subsequently not support the
amendment to treat executive and special assistants
identically with technical officers.

If the Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) wants to
maintain that this was his idea and he has proprietorship
over the idea, then he is certainly entitled to do that,
but he would be in error if he was to conclude that.
Thank you.

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): This was a very
interesting debate on Bill 45. | think there was some
good thought behind the Bill. | think there were some
honest motivations on attempts to amend and improve
this Bill.

| would like to correct an impression that the issue
here is one of claiming ownership to a particular
amendment. That is not what the issue is. The issue
is where do you stand on a particular amendment and
how do you talk to Members opposite in a committee
and how do you address—in this case, it was the
Premier (Mr. Filmon) of the province who was the
sponsor of the Bill and he has put forward, even in the
Throne Speech, that conflict of interest is, as far as
he is concerned, a very important of the initiatives of
his administration.

The grilling of the Premier that went on by the
Member for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie) was quite fair and
right, but it led to an impression of where the Member
for Flin Flon and also for the Member for Dauphin (Mr.
Plohman), where they were going on this particular
issue. It is very interesting that—I am sorry to say they
will not be able to hear my words, | hope they will be
able to view them in Hansard after the fact. The issue
here is that it was quite clearly understood in the
committee—and this is the point, | think, that the
Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) is making as to
where the NDP was, and where the NDP was in support
of the amendment that there would not be exceptions
made and that political appointees, that people who
are drafters of legislation, developers of policy and
executive assistants and special assistants, none of
which would be exempted.

It was quite clear cut. They spoke passionately. They
questioned ferociously. We understood exactly where
those two Members were from. Things changed rather
dramatically after the Leader of the Second Opposition
Party (Mr. Doer) entered the committee room. | would
suggest, for all the flip-flop finger pointing that they
do, that we can point to this one ourselves. | stand by

the Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) on the fact
that amendment should have been supported, as it
said it would have been supported the day before. It
is most interesting to see this turnaround and all sorts
of justification for that turnaround, whether by the
Leader of the Second Opposition Party or more
particularly by the Member for Flin Flon who spent
such an enormous amount of time in the committee,
going after the Premier on that very point.

Those are the comments | wish to put on the record.
I think this Act is an improvement. | think we can go
further on it. | hope we will see attempts to improve
conflict of interest down the road. Thank you.

Mr. McCrae: It may be of some interest to you to note
that | believe all Honourable Members would agree to
forego Private Members’ Hour today.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Is there leave to set aside Private
Members’ Hour this afternoon? (Agreed)

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Deputy Speaker, | believe also
Honourable Members will agree not to see the clock.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Is it agreed? (Agreed)
* (1800)

Hon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Finance): Mr.
Deputy Speaker, | want to say a few words on Bill No.
45. | have listened intently to Members opposite as
they have already presented a revisionist history of
events as recently as yesterday with respect to Bill No.
45. | find it somewhat surprising that the Member for
Wolseley (Mr. Taylor) would berate all those, the
individual to his right and individual to his left, for
claiming in a vain sort of fashion the propriety to the
amendment which one wanted to bring in but the other
one had beat, or vice versa, | cannot remember which.

Let me say | also have to comment on the Member
for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie) in his true confessions when
he finally revealed for the Chamber how it was or how
it came to be that his Leader talked him into acommon-
sense approach dealing with one of the specific sections
that have of course helped us over an impasse, helped
us all over an impasse and led us on to the greater
consideration of the Bill.

| thank the Member for Flin Flon in the approach to
the particular problem that we were in and how
graciously he backed down. | have to comment because
| keep hearing this reference to the Desjardins Bill. Mr.
Deputy Speaker, | had not heard that commentary at
all up until about two or three days ago when | first
heard it mentioned in that context by the Leader of
the New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer).

Since that time | have heard nothing about Bill No.
45 other than it has the pseudonym of being called
the Desjardins Bill. The genesis'of that remark did not
start on these benches. It started over there. Over and
over the last three or four days, | just keep hearing
this term come over and over again, particularly from
the Leader of the New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer).
The Leader, the Member from Concordia (Mr. Doer),
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into their study as well as legal opinions on GATT
because there is a discrepancy between legal advice
versus selling imported beer which includes American
beer in the liquor stores and being required to sell them
in the hotel vendors.

Certainly, the experience in Albertaleads us to believe
that any kind of market share that is similar to Alberta
will mean that breweries will close in Manitoba. That
also has implications potentially for some of the major
sports attractions. Certainly the Jets are in negotiations
with their commercial sponsor. It is certainly an asset
for the community to have it here and we should not
forget that as well.

We have already spoken about the issue of
advertising. There is discrimination between the local
broadcasters and out-of-province and out-of-country
broadcasters. We would prefer a concerted effort on
behalf of the Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard), as Minister
responsible for the Alcohol Foundation, to ask all
Ministers of Health and all Ministers responsible for
alcohol foundations to ban all advertising on liquor, as
we have moved in the direction we have moved in terms
of cigarette and tobacco advertising. Certainly, if we
can do it with the new cable television stations and
the Canadian television stations, which we do have
jurisdiction under the CRTC and the Department of
Health, then we can deal with our local broadcasters
in terms of that discrimination in a way that is not the
liberalization and the permissiveness that is being
proposed in this Bill but is rather the discouragement
of alcohol and alcohol consumption particularly to our
young people where most of these ads are aimed. We
would rather see that attempt on behalf of the Minister
of Health over the next year. We know in Hansard that
he is recorded as having stated that the AFM is opposed
to this provision. Those are the experts. They said that
in this Chamber through the Minister of Health. | think
we should take their advice..

In terms of photo cards, we supported the Member
for St. James’ (Mr. Edwards) amendment, to get that
on the record, because he is upset with us when we
do not support his amendments. We thank the Member
for Wolseley (Mr. Taylor) on his amendment and his
advice.

(The Acting Speaker, Mr. Ed Mandrake, in the Chair.)

| say to the Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae) that |
think we did not vote with the last part of his amendment
because of the disagreement going on. | tend to believe
that the equity provision may be the fairer one in terms
of all the steps. We will look forward to dialogue in the
future on that issue, because there was fairly strong
argument in terms of the equity issue provided by the
Liberal Members. | think the Member for Wolseley made
an excellent case. We just want to do our homework.

| have to be honest. | know the Minister of Health
(Mr. Orchard) could get a one year, or get a ban on
advertising if he really put his mind to it. It is unfortunate
that it is not a priority with his Government that alcohol
consumption remains symbolically as a priority of our
society with the liberalization of advertising. | would
rather go to the banning way rather than the
liberalization way as proposed by the Members
opposite. Thank you very much.

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition):
Mr. Acting Speaker, | just want to put a few words on
the record here with regard to this particular piece of
legislation.

When | met last year, actually during the election
campaign at the same time as the Attorney-General,
with the broadcasters, | learned for the first time that
we were not able to do what it was that the Leader of
the New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer) would, in essence,
like them to do. That would have been my first choice.
If | could have blocked all liquor advertisement coming
into Manitoba, | would have done so, particularly in
the hours prior to ten o’clock. | do believe that
advertising does encourage the consumption of
alcoholic beverages. | do not buy the argument that
advertisement just indicates what brand of liquor one
should indulge in and | do not believe that.

| do not particularly like the style of advertising that
we are using increasingly in our advertisements,
particularly that kind of advertising which encourages
young people to believe that the only way they can
have a good time is to have a beer in their hands. |
do not think that does anyone any good, and | certainly
concur with the Leader of the New Democratic Party
(Mr. Doer) and | urge the Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae)
to indeed meet with other Attornies-General and those
responsible for the Liquor Control Boards in their variety
of provinces to see if we could come up with province-
wide agreement to such legislation.

However, in the meantime, we have a serious inequity
in the Province of Manitoba, an inequity that puts our
broadcasters at a disadvantage to every other
broadcaster in this country, and thatis why | will support
this legislation. | want to say very clearly that | would
like to see the banning of alcohol advertising in the
same way that we have abandoned cigarette advertising
in broadcasting. | would like to see more money put
into our school system to educate our young people
about the drug called alcohol, which is indeed the drug
that does more damage to human beings in our society
than any other single drug. | would like to see a very
careful monitoring of this legislation to watch indeed
to see if it has had the effect, which | regret it may
have, and that is to encourage more people to consume
alcohol and that it will not simply be a choice of brands.
Thank you.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Mandrake): Is the House
ready for the question?

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): Mr. Acting Speaker,
| want to preface my comments on this Bill by saying
that | think we need to move to a different way of
dealing with amendments to The Liquor Control Act
than we have been dealing with them in the past. When
| say in the past, | include not just the period that this
Government. has been in but also the period prior to
that. | think we are in the unfortunate position of making
changes which are ad hoc in nature, in large part in
response to pressure from different lobby groups. |
certainly respect the position of those lobby groups in
arguing for amendments that are in their interest, but
| really think we need an overall review of The Liquor
Control Act in Manitoba that attempts to deal with
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is the sponsorship of community events. | hope the
Attorney-General will be looking at that particular area.

| also hope the Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae) would
discuss with the industry the type of ads that it is
running, because | really believe that they should not
be running the type of ads they are running currently,
which are lifestyle ads and | think do have the impact
of promoting use of alcohol, particularly amongst young
people. | think there are other types of advertisements
which they could run—supposedly their concern is
brand competition—without running into these lifestyle
ads. In fact, there are several other concerns that |
think have to be addressed.

| do not think we should be merely by-passing this
Act, which | assume is going to happen because of the
support of the Liberals and Conservatives for the Act,
be given a carte blanche to the broadcasting industry.
| think they should be held accountable. In fact, | would
have gone further and said, for the record, there should
have also been some attempt to take what | consider
is going to be a real boondoggle for the broadcasting
industry. They are going to attain greatly increased
revenues and transfer at least some of those revenues
towards dealing with the alcohol abuse or dealing with
drinking and driving, and some areas of public
advantage, because | really believe in the bottom line
what we are doing with this Bill is we are helping the
broadcasters, we are helping some of the other lobbies
that are out there. We are not doing very much though
for the people of Manitoba, and | really once again
urge that we have our overall review of our liquor laws
to make them responsive to the people of Manitoba
and not the lobby groups, as we have been doing over
the last number of years.

As | said, that is not a criticism strictly of this
Government. It is a criticism that could be applied to
other Governments in the past. Let us bring our liquor
laws into the 1990’s by working with the people of
Manitoba, rather than ad hocking changes as we do
year in and year out. Thank you, Mr. Acting Speaker.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Mandrake): Is the House
ready for the question?

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): Mr. Acting Speakaer, it
is with pleasure | rise to address these amendments
to The Liquor Control Act. | think that some of the
things that were required to bring this rather patchwork
quilt of a document up to date have been done.
However, | think it really bespeaks the fact that we have
a very old piece of legislation. It has not been thoroughly
reviewed and revised in probably three decades. It has
been added to. It has been amended. It has had
bandaids put on it. | hope what we have here today
will be amongst the last of a series of amendments
before there is a thorough and complete and a
restructuring of an Act reflecting a different time and
develop an Act that is much more consistent in itself
and, hopefully, more reflective of what the needs of the
society are with regard liquor consumption and liquor
control.

The amendments put forward by the Official
Opposition, | am pleased to say, metwithsome support

from the Second Opposition Party, in particular the
photo ID card which | think will make for a much better
control of underage drinking and | think will be a boon
to those who operate licensed liquor premises.

| would also like to say that the amendments which
| proposed to try and encourage a greater degree of
public participation, public awareness, public
information, and the whole process of the licensing of
liquor premises also met with some success. The issue
was that, as it stands, today people generally do not
know what is going on when liquor licensing hearings
are held. The amendment that was brought in in which
there will be in the advertisement a listing of the type
of licence being applied for, the business name, the
corporate name, the addressinvolved, and the type of
licence and hours with that licence are all very important.

Adjacent businesses and, more particularly, adjacent
residents can be very negatively impacted by a new
licensed operation going into place but without having
had the opportunity to address it in a formal license
hearing. This is a major step forward, something that
quite frankly should have been done a long time ago.

| also wanted to see and hear that people who
objected to the application for a liquor licence, be they
private citizens, be they businesspeople, be they
residents’ groups, may they be interest groups such
as parent-teacher associations, and groups of a like
nature, will have the opportunity to not only object to
that application but can object to it in the appeal levels.
There are two appeal levels and that is to the senior
level of the Liquor Commission itself and to the Court
of Queen’s Bench.

What happened in committee yesterday is that there
was agreement from the Second Opposition Party that,
yes, it should be allowed the appeal at the first level,
the Liquor Commission. | am pleased for that support
and | thank them. | think it was a step in the right
direction.

(Mr. Deputy Speaker in the Chair.)’

* (1830)

| was, however, disappointed in that they did not
during the deliberations at the committee agree with
going with the second step which would have offered
equity all the way. In other words, whatever an applicant
has available as a recourse to appeal, so would there
be that same recourse available for appeal by an
objector, somebody impacted by that liquor licence
application.

| know that there have been comments made to me
in private by the Leader of the NDP (Mr. Doer), and |
appreciate those. | think what we will see is we will see
the support from that Party in the next Session to a
further amendment which will then make the Act
consistent, which will give an equity to both objectors
and applicants in the whole process of liquor licensing
of premises in Manitoba. o

I look forward to-that future support. | think we made
a major step forward. | think the amended Act"as
presented, as Bill 47, is an improvement but only a
small improvement. We have a lot further to go and |
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I'should say a word or two about the process. The
Legislative Assembly Management Commission struck
a subcommittee composed of Members, one Member
from each of the three Parties represented in this
Legislature, to look at the arrangements that we have
and to look at them not only in a way that would allow
them to do their work but also to look at them vis-a-
vis arrangements in other provinces of this country. |
think it has been well-recognized for a long time in this
province that our legislators have not kept up with other
jurisdictions in this regard. So that subcommittee
reported to the Legislative Assembly Management
Commission, which. recommends, through: this Bill,: the
initiatives contained therein.

‘1 put this Bill forward with the cooperation of all Parties
and | put it forward for the consideration of the House.

(Mr. Speaker. in:the: Chair.)
*:(1840)

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): ‘| have been asked
by my colleagues in the New Democratic Party Caucus
to speak to thislegislation on behalf of all our Members.

Firstly, let me state that there is unanimous agreement
among our caucus and, as | understand, among all
three caucuses that this legislation and the increased
services and benefits that will flow from it will help all
of us to better serve our constituents. It will enable us
to be more accessible to our constituents and will
provide us with expanded supports as we seek to
represent. them and meet their demands on us.

| have specifically been asked to speak to this Bill
because |, along with a small number of other MLAs
in this Chamber, have seen the role of the individual
MLA change significantly throughout our tenure as
elected representatives. That change in role has had
a profound impact on what is expected of us in this
Chamber and, more importantly, what is expected of
us in our ‘constituencies.

In 1969, when | was first elected to the Legislature
to represent the people of Brandon East, we were
expected to be part-time MLAs. Our pay, benefits, and
support services were structured -accordingly. We were
paid twice a year, the beginning of the  Session and
the end of the Session, that was it. We had very limited
support services. Caucus staffing was almost non-
existent. We did not even have our own offices in the
building. MLAs did not have offices. Since that time,
over the past 20 years, circumstances have changed
dramatically and so have the salary, benefits and
services we receive as elected officials. The change
that we are now debating, therefore, is one more step
in providing MLAs with the resources that they require
to continue to be effective representatives. As well,
they also reflect an even more dramatic change in our
role as MLAs that is of more recent vintage. We are
now part of a changed political landscape that has
resulted in a minority Government in the Province of
Manitoba. -

Minority Governments, Mr. Speaker, are by their very
nature different than majority Governments and our
roles as MLAs change accordingly. | believe that our

responsibilities are more expanded in a minority
Government situation. We are more visible as MLAs,
and | found that our constituents expect more of us
as MLAs under these circumstances. More is expected
of us both in this Chamber and outside of it.

This legislation and the increased constituency access
allowance is. recognition.of:those expanded demands
upon us. The increased constituency access allowance
will enable every MLA to build -better communication
links with: his or_her constituents. It will enable many
MLAs ‘to hire:part-time staff -to:help :them -with the
increasingly complicated case work and research on

. public issues and:legislations.-Mr. Speaker, it willmake
:us: better:MLAs:while we are here.

It must ‘be also noted ‘that -while ‘the "increased
constituency access allowance is an improvement over
our .present allowance, it is mid-range with respect to
similar allowances that MLAs in other provinces receive.
|- make that point because it is important to put these
improvements in the appropriate context, and the best
way.to do that is'to compare our overall package with
similar packages in-other: provinces-where-the roles,
responsibilities and :expectations are the:same.

| believe that the changes mandated in this legislation
are comparable ‘with our counterparts in.the other
provinces. For-example, the severance pay.provisions
are very similar to those in the Provinces of
Saskatchewan, Alberta, British Columbia, Ontario,
Prince Edward Island. Other provinces have other plans
that are structured differently, but only New Brunswick
and Manitoba had noneat all. The severence pay
provisions in this legislation are a reflection of what
many other provinces have determined long ago, and
that is that there should be some transitional support
for MLAs as they move from elected roles to non-elected
activities, whether that be.in the private, public or
cooperative sectors.

The new conflict of interest legislation, which is also
supported by all Parties in: this Legislature, also points
to the need for some “transitional severence pay
provisions. ‘for -Members whose employment
opportunities are justifiably limited for a period of one
year. In fact, these two separate. pieces of legislation
could be considered to be: companion pieces to that
extent.

The car allowance is :a recognition that' MLAs, like
Ministers, Deputy Ministers, many senior staff, and many
in the private sector are required to have a car to fulfill
their work duties. The actual amount of the allowance
contemplated in this legislation is less than the car
allowances one'would find.in the private sector or even
the Crown sector, but we have agreed that it is an
appropriate amount within the overall context of this
legislation.

Finally, there is an extension of the principle of
reimbursing Members of the Legislature who represent
constituencies outside of the City of Winnipeg and who
need to maintain two full-time residences on a more
equitable basis. In the past, the legislation and the per
diem- structure has not fully recognized the fact that
many Members had to maintain two residences all year
round and not just during the Session. They were losing
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BILL NO. 42—AN ACT TO AMEND AN ACT
TO INCORPORATE THE ROYAL WINNIPEG
RIFLES FOUNDATION

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader):
presented, by leave, Bill No. 42, An Act to Amend an
Act to Incorporate The Royal Winnipeg Rifles
Foundation, for third reading.

MOTION presented.

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): | would like to take a
moment, Mr. Speaker. | would like to thank all Members
in the House for their cooperation on getting this Act
through in an expeditious fashion. It is a very important
Act for the fundraising-in support of the Royal Winnipeg
Rifles Reserve Unit, a very historical unit | might say
in the militia and military history of this city. | am very
pleased to see it move through in this fashion. Thank
you.

QUESTION put, MOTION carried.

BILL NO. 48—THE EXPROPRIATION
AMENDMENT ACT

Bill No. 48 was read a third time and passed.

BILL NO. 49—THE PUBLIC WORKS
AMENDMENT ACT

Bill No. 49 was read a third time and passed.

BILL NO. 50—THE BRANDON CHARTER
AMENDMENT ACT

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General) presented,
by leave, Bill No. 50, The Brandon Charter Amendment
Act, for third reading.

MOTION presented.

Mrs. Gwen Charles (Selkirk): A short comment on
the Act that we supported, and we are willing to pass
it today and hope to look forward to having a new Bill
come forward in the new Legislature. Bringing Brandon
under Urban Affairs is the desire of the City of Brandon.
So we support this Bill and look forward to next Session
and new Bills coming forward

Mr. Speaker: Is the House ready for the questlon'7

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General): Ever so
briefly, | think before we move towards Iegislatiohvto
bring the City of -Brandon under. the Department of
Urban Affairs, there will have to be some discussions
and some consultations about that. particular matter
and that it would.not be prudent to rush.

| Know that some Honourable Members opposite have
some ideas of their own, but those ‘Honourable
Members do not all live in Brandon and do not all have
the communications with the people in the City of
Brandon that | do.
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The Honourable Member for Brandon East (Mr.
Leonard Evans) has said certain things about it. | do
not think his mind is closed on the matter. | think he
is still ready and willing and quite able, as we know,
to listen to the input that might come forward from
representatives in the City of Brandon.

It is not quite as simple as the Honourable Member
for Selkirk (Mrs. Charles) has spelled it out. We know
that there has been a resolution passed by the council
of the City of Brandon but, if the Honourable Member
for Selkirk is able to take the time perhaps during the
recess to take a visit out to the brightest jewel in the
Manitoba crown, the City of Brandon, she might
discover that the representatives of the City of Brandon
have more to say than just simply let us come under
the umbrella of Urban Affairs.

With that, | ask the Honourable Member that maybe
she will temper her comments some when we return
after such a visit.- If she does come to Brandon, | can
assure her she is welcome and will be treated with all
the respect that she deserves and she will be treated
as an honoured guest.

QUESTION put, MOTION carried.

BILL NO. 52—AN ACT TO INCORPO‘RATE
“THE WINNIPEG CANOE CLUB”

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General) presented,
by leave, Bill No. 52, An Act to amend an Act to
Incorporate ‘“The Winnipeg Canoe Club’’; Loi modifiant
la loi intitulée “An Act to Incorporate ‘The Winnipeg
Canoe Club,’” for third reading. -

MOTION presented.

Mr. Bob Rose (St. Vital): | have spoken in committee
and in introduction to the Bill so | will not be repetitious,
but | would like to put on the record that we all in
public life should help recreational programs and clubs
such as this.

| know a lot of them struggle such as the Winnipeg
Canoe Club has lately and is finding new ground. That

"is why they are wanting to issue more shares. Fitness

is one of the No. 1 priorities in this country, and the
wide variety of programs offered by this and many
other private clubs in the city should be supported just
as eagerly and enthusiastically as we support our public
institutions that are paid almost wholely by the

- taxpayers

‘Certainlythis one here is 'no exception, but | want
it on the record, Mr. Speaker, that this:Bill did come
in at a late date and today ‘is receiving final reading.
| owe a debt of gratitude and | want to express my
appreciation 'to all Members of the House and the
Government for-their assistance.in doing that. | am
sure it will ' be appreciated by the -club and all its
members. .

Hon. Gerald Ducharmé (Ministei of Urban Affairs):
Mr. Speaker, .just a brief couple of remarks on' this
particular Bill. As a member back to 1954—I am no
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of activity; many, many people had indicated an interest.
Apparently now, according to my information from the
Minister, the interest has calmed down somewhat. |
think this interest is probably reflecting the fact that
the oil prices are down and perhaps someone is looking
to try and capture a good company at a cheap price.

| suggest very strongly that the Government in. its
interest to divest does not hurry into this divestiture
but rather reflects on the bids and in its haste to
privatize does not let itself yield good business principles
and good business sense. | think what you do here is
try and maximize the benefits but let us not give away
the farm despite the fact that we wish to get—we have
been on record as stating we wish to not be in the
business of the oil business anymore.

But, | see the Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey)
nodding his head in agreement, and this time | will not
put words in his mouth. | will simply say he is probably
agreeing with some of my comments rather than the
entire comments that | have made. The last time |
suggested this, he stood up on a point of order, stating
that he actually was agreeing with the sentiments and
not the actual facts. So this time | have given him ample
out with respect to my statements. | just hope that he
accepts the reiteration, the repetition, that the best
price possible under the circumstances, and not any
price under any circumstances but rather the best one,
because this is we understand the Government of good
business. We have been told, let us see that actually
borne out in the sale and in the divestiture of this Crown
corporation.

| see myself being given the “high’’ sign by my noble
cousin. | have not used honourable cousin. | have not
used that phrase here yet, but | will now and take his
suggestions kindly.

Hon. Clayton Manness (Minister of Finance): Mr.
Speaker, | just want to put a few remarks on the record,
particularly to rebut some of the statements made by
the Member for Flin Flon (Mr. Storie).

Nothing is certain, absolutely nothing is certain. |
think the Member for Flin Flon tries to paint the picture
that we are at a low in the oil market these days, that
indeed the price of oil can only go in one direction—
up. | can remind him that if he would care to study
the record and look particularly in the years 1977 to
1981, when not his predecessor but colleagues in his
Party—I am thinking particularly of Mr. Saul Miller, at
one time when he was berating the Lyon Government
for entering into certain contractual agreements
because the price of the Canadian dollar at that time
was 85 cents.

He gave them a tremendous strong oratory as to
why they should not be entering into certain
negotiations, that the price of the Canadian dollar could
go no lower. It could go absolutely no lower. Mr. Speaker,
of course; the Canadian dollar subsequently fell to
around 65, 67 cents.

| am not going to make the argument that the price
of oil is going to drop below $15, but | am going to
make the statement that there is no guarantee that it
will not fall further then it is right now.

* (1930)

Mr. Speaker, | think that our Party made a strong
commitment to the people of Manitoba, that we would
divest ourselves of the Manitoba Oil and Gas Company.
| think that under the leadership of the sponsor of the
Bill, the Minister of Northern Affairs, the Minister
responsible for Manitoba Oil and Gas (Mr. Downey),
we are living up to our commitment. It is a promise
that we have made to the people and | am delighted
that Members, particularly of the Liberal Party, have
seen fit to support us in a promise, and a smart one,
to divest ourselves, quite frankly, of a Crown corporation
that really had no hope of profiting. So | stand in support
of the Bill and hope that all Members will support it
on third reading.

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs):
Mr. Speaker, let me just close debate on the Bill by
saying that | have appreciated the comments of the
Liberal Party and the New Democratic Party.

There are a couple of things that have to be put on
the record. | put it this way, that it is not and was not
the mandate of the former administration to get into
an oil company. They were not, they did not—I should
not say they were not mandated to do it. | guess they
are mandated to carry out the activities in the best
interests of the taxpayers, and they saw that was one
of their initiatives to carry out.

| say, Mr. Speaker, and | said it in committee that
when you are dealing with limited resources and it is
not the place of the taxpayer to be speculating in the
oil business, and that is basically what you are doing
when you have an oil company. You are speculating,
first of all, that you are going to find oil; secondly, on
the ability of the marketplace to pay the kinds of returns
that are profitable. | again compliment the management
of the Manitoba Oil and Gas Corporation. There was
a sincere attempt put forward to try to accomplish that.

As my colleague has indicated, we have told the public
what we are proceeding to do. Every attempt has been
put forward, as will be indicated, when there is a final
decision made as to what exercises were gone through
to maximize the return for the taxpayers.

| say, having been a farmer all of my life, and | know
many people here have been involved in the farm
community, and that | have heard this saying many
times that the price of grain could not go any lower.
Well, Mr. Speaker, the price of grain did go lower. |
have heard the Opposition Members say the price of
oil should not go any lower. Maybe it should not go
any lower, but it may.

We are dealing with, again, a speculative situation
and | think that it is our mandate to, in the sale of the
Manitoba Oil and Gas Corporation, maximize its
exposure to the people who are in the business to
provide that maximized return for the taxpayers. | can
indicate to the Members of this House, that exercise
has been gone through. As soon as a final decision is
made as to the particular situation of it, | will be making
it public.

Thank you, and | thank Members for the support of
this Bill.
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in philosophy or priority which have carried through
the process of amendments in committee and through
this House. | say to them, they are accepted in the
spirit of good will on our part, and | believe they have
added to some of the pieces of legislation aspects that
| am optimistic to say that will improve the legislation.

| want to say to all staff in the Legislature and those
who serve us who are not here tonight, add my words
to those of the House Speaker, and all the House
Leaders, that we certainly appreciate the contributions
they make day by day, week by week, throughout the
course of the Session. We know that we could not
operate as efficiently and smoothly if it were not for
their contributions and their talents that they lend to
this endeavour, and | thank them very sincerely on my
behalf and indeed on behalf of all of us in this House.

To the Leader of the New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer)
and the Leader of the Liberal Party (Mrs. Carstairs),
who expressed concern about things that we have not
yet been able to accomplish in our seven short months
as Government, | say that one of the things that | have
always felt is worth looking forward to is more things
to accomplish. | think it is essential to all of us and for
Governments to have unfulfilled ambitions and
unfulfiled commitments because they give us something
to look forward to each day that we serve.

| want to say as well—and | should see that some
of the die-hards continue to be here to watch us. | say
thank you for the media, for-their attention and the
contributions that they make to the democratic process.
Obviously, those things that we do here would not be
able to be communicated as freely and as easily to the
public without their involvement and | say we are all
grateful for that—at least | think we are.

Mr. Speaker, in attempting to ensure that | am close
to winning the pool, | am reminded of the old saying
that in politics it is not the number of words you use,
it is the turnover that counts. Forgive me if | am recycling
some of what | am covering, but | just say one thing
to the Leader of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs), that
| am surprised at her suggestion.that we have in some
way had a honeymoon over the past five months. |
remind her that today is the end of the fifth month,
the last day of the fifth month and -(Interjection)- more
laughter. | say that my colleagues are looking forward
to the day when you really get your teeth into Opposition
and you really put your full efforts behind this.

An Honourable Member: It is like shooting fish in a
barrel.

Mr. Filmon: They have felt that there has not been
enough of a challenge perhaps and we did not
understand that it was that you were taking it easy on
us. So now that we understand, we feel much better,
much better about looking forward to next Session and
indeed we hope that you will do your best and do all
of the reading and preparation that | know that you
were doing prior to this Session, but perhaps with the
benefit of a little experience and understanding of the
process that you have gained over the process of the
last five months.

Mr. Speaker, | want to say congratulations to every
Member of this House but, in particular, to the new

Members on both sides of the House. | know what a
thrill it is and what excitement it is to be in your first
Session of the Legislature. | know that—

An Honourable Member: There is a guy who is still
in shock!

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, | am serious. | know that
they have enjoyed it. | have had the opportunity to
speak personally with most of the newcomers and |
know that they have felt that it has been a positive
experience, although one did say that he enjoyed city
council more. | cannot imagine why but, in any case,
this is an important place. This is a place in which the
laws that govern our province's future are passed. This
is the place in which the decisions that will affect the
lives of all of those we represent are made and this is
the mostimportant, in my judgment, responsibility that
any of us could want to undertake in this province.

So | congratulate them for what they have done.
They have made positive contributions, each and every
one of them. | have enjoyed the opportunity to meet
them and to work with them as colleagues in the
Legislature. | apologize for anything | may have said
that has offended any of them along the way. | know
that they understand that this was all said in a spirit
of good will and in the parry and thrust that goes on,
but | say to them that they have enabled -us to be a
good Government and | believe that their efforts and
their contributions have .ensured -(Interjection)- Well,
| am only saying ‘by comparison.

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!

Mr. Filmon: But, Mr. Speaker, | do wish to congratulate
each and every one of the Members of my Government.
| want to say that | have been proud of their efforts
and | know that they have worked very diligently; that
they have earned the respect of many, many Manitobans
by their willingness to work hard, long hours and make
a very strong commitment to the .governing of - this
province. | am very proud of each and every one of
them because | know that they have operated. in a
manner of sincerity and a desire to serve, and to serve
this province well, and they have indeed done that and
| extend my deepest gratitude and congratulations. |
am proud of each and every one of them.

* (2020)

Finally, Mr. Speaker, | want to say to you
congratulations on a job well done. Yours is not the
easiest job in this Chamber. It certainly requires a great
deal of patience and understanding and | believe that
the reason you are able to carry out your responsibilities
so well is because you enjoy the respect of every
Member of this House. Each and every one of us,
whether or not we agree with every single decision that
you make, are more than willing to abide by your
decision because we respect you and we know that
your decisions are made in that spirit of good will and
commitment to the workings of this Legislature and
indeed the democratic process.

So | thank you for your service in this Legislature
and look forward to working with you again in many
coming Sessions, Mr. Speaker.
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| conclude by extending to all Members of the House
my wish for happy holidays, for a very, very merry
Christmas, and all of the very best of health and
happiness in 1989 to all Members of this Legislature
and to their families. Thank you very much.

Mr. Harry Enns (Lakeside): Mr. Speaker, this House
cannot adjourn for another 11 minutes.

An Honourable Member: Just to show you that it could
be done.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Government House Leader (Mr. McCrae), seconded by
the Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness), that when the
House adjourns today, it shall stand adjourned until a
time fixed by Mr. Speaker upon the request of the
Government. (Agreed)

| am advised that His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor
is about to enter the Chamber to give Royal Assent.

ROYAL ASSENT

Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms (Mr. Roy MacgGillivray): His
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor.

His Honour, George Johnson, Lieutenant-
Governor of the Province of Manitoba, having
entered the House and being seated on the
Throne, Mr. Speaker addressed His Honour in
the following words:

Mr. Speaker: May it please Your Honour:

The Legislative Assembly, at its present Session,
passed Bills, which in the name of the Assembly, |
present to Your Honour and to which Bills | respectfully
request Your Honour’s Assent.

Ms. Deputy Clerk, Beverley Boziak:

Bill No. 6 - The Fires Prevention Amendment
Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur la prévention des
incendies;

Bill No. 8 - The Court of Queen’s Bench Small
Claims Practices Amendment Act; Loi modifiant
la Loi sur le recouvrement des petites créances
a la Cour du Banc de la Reine;

Bill No. 9 - The Statute Law Amendment (Re-
enacted Statutes) Act; Loi modifiant diverses
dispositions législatives (Lois réadoptées);

Bill No. 11 - The Child Custody Enforcement
Amendment Act; Loi modifiant la Loi su
I’exécution des ordonnances de garde;

Bill No. 12 - The Statute Law Amendment Act
(1988); Loi de 1988 modifiant diverses
dispositions législatives;

Bill No. 14 - The Regulations Act; Loi sur les
textes réglementaires;
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Bill No. 15 - The Cooperative Promotion Trust
Act; Loi sur le fonds en fiducie de promotion de
la coopération;

Bill No. 21 - The Highway Traffic Amendment
Act; Loi modifiant le Code de la route;

Bill No. 23 - The Regulations Validation Statutes
Amendment Act; Loi modifiant diverses
dispositions législatives afin de valider certains
réglements;

Bill No. 27 - The Private Acts Repeal Act; Loi
abrogeant certaines lois d’intérét prive;

Bill No. 28 - The Agricultural Producers’
Organization Funding Act; Loi sur le financement
d’organismes de producteurs agricoles;

Bill No. 29 - The Cattle Producers Association
Amendment Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur
I’Association des éleveurs de bétail;

Bill No. 30 - The Statute Law Amendment
(Taxation) Act, 1988; Loi de 1988 modifiant
diverses dispositions législatives en matiére de
fiscalite;

Bill No. 32 - The Manitoba Institute of The
Purchasing Management Association of Canada
Act; Loi sur I'Institut manitobain de I’Association
canadienne de gestion des achats;

Bill No. 34 - The Municipal Amendment Act; Loi
modifiant la Loi sur les municipalités;

Bill No. 37 - The Crown Corporations Public
Review and Accountability and Consequential
Amendments Act; Loi sur I’'examen public des
activités des corporations de la Couronne,
I'obligation redditionnelle de celles-ci et certaines
modifications corrélatives;

Bill No. 38 - The Mental Health Amendment Act;
Loi modifiant la Loi sur la santé mentale;

Bill No. 40 - The City of Winnipeg Amendment
Act (2); Loi no 2 modifiant la Loi sur la Ville de
Winnipeg;

Bill No. 42 - An Act to amend an Act to
Incorporate The Royal Winnipeg Rifles
Foundation; Loi modifiant la Loi constituant en
corporation ‘“The Royal Winnipeg Rifles
Foundation’;

Bill No. 45 - The Legislative Assembly and
Executive Council Conflict of Interest
Amendment Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur les
conflits d’intéréts au sein de I’Assemblée
législative et du Conseil exécutif;

Bill No. 47 - The Liquor Control Amendment Act
(2); Loi no 2 modifiant la Loi sur la réglementation
des alcools;
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Bill No. 48 - The Expropriation Amendment Act,;
Loi modifiant la Loi sur I'expropriation;

Bill No. 49 - The Public Works Amendment Act;
Loi modifiant la Loi sur les travaux publics;

Bill No. 50 - The Brandon Charter Amendment
Act; Loi modifiant la Charte de Brandon;

Bill No. 52 - An Act to amend An Act to
Incorporate “The Winnipeg Canoe Club”; Loi
modifiant la loi intitulée “An Act to Incorporate
‘The Winnipeg Canoe Club’ *’;

Bill No. 53 - The Manitoba Oil and Gas
Corporation Continuance Act; Loi sur la
prorogation de la Société manitobaine du pétrole
et du gaz naturel;

Bill No. 55 - The Legislative Assembly
Amendment Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur
I’Assemblée législative.
* (2030)
Mr. Clerk, William Remnant: In Her Majesty’s name,
His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth assent to
these Bills.

Mr. Speaker: May it please Your Honour:
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We, Her Majesty’s most dutiful and faithful subjects,
the Legislative Assembly of Manitoba in Session
assembled, approach Your Honour with sentiments of
unfeigned devotion and loyalty to Her Majesty’s person
and Government, and beg for Your Honour the
acceptance of these Bill:

Bill No. 35 - The Loan Act, 1988; Loi d’emprunt
de 1988;

Bill No. 54 - The Appropriation Act, 1988; Loi
de 1988 portant affectation de crédits.

Mr. Clerk: His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth
thank Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, accepts
their benevolence, and assents to these Bills in Her
Majesty’s name.

His Honour was then pleased to retire.

(GOD SAVE THE QUEEN WAS SUNG)

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader):
Mr. Speaker, | move, seconded by the Minister of
Finance (Mr. Manness), that this House be now
adjourned and stands adjourned until a time fixed by
Mr. Speaker upon the request of the Government.

MOTION presented and carried.
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