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There has been, and again not too long ago the
Member for ElImwood (Mr. Maloway), | guess several
months ago now, listed the proposed expenditures of
the Liberal Opposition, if they were to be in Government
and/or carry on the fiscal responsibilities of the
province. | believe at that time, Mr. Speaker, the number
came to something like $700 million in addition to what
the current expenditure levels are of the province. That
was last year.

Mr. Speaker, since that particular time, we now have
to add an additional $200-plus million to carry out what
the Liberals say would be in the interest of the taxpayers
of Manitoba. All the public would be doing would be
replacing—if they were to vote for the Liberal Party,
would be re-entering that era of socialist fiscal
management which was no management at all. Every
time there is an issue or a concern raised, they believe
that you throw money at it. You do not assess it. You
do not calculate the best way to proceed with the
taxpayers’ money, but you in fact solve the problem
by again infusions of money, great gobs of money of
which are taxpayers’ dollars.

I want the warning to go out to the public, Mr. Speaker,
that today’s Liberals in the Manitoba Legislature, as
it relates to fiscal policy and management, would be
no different than the New Democratic philosophy, fiscal
management and spending that we had for six and a
half years that devastated the provincial revenues, which
in fact put us into the depths of debt which probably
will take many, many more years to recover.

Mr. Speaker, let me further enforce what | am saying
as it relates to fiscal policy. We believeit is Government'’s
responsibility to provide essential services to the people
of Manitoba. Health, education and those items that
we have come to expect Government to provide in the
field of services, whether it is the social services budget
in the foster children, the foster parents, whether it is
theissue of day care, whether it is the issues that people
feel that are on the social-side needs, we have
responded and responded very responsibly and
respectfully for those needs.

Mr. Speaker, even more important is the fact that
we have been able to reduce the personal income tax
for the taxpayers of Manitoba. We have been able to
reduce the budgetary deficit for the people of Manitoba,
which in turn reduces the interest charges which in fact
we have to pay to the banks of Japan, to outside of
this country. Probably as important as anything, which
| want to take a minute or two to talk about, is the
fact that we have been able to put in place a fiscal
stabilization fund.- (interjection)- Well, here is the
Member for St. Vital (Mr. Rose) making the comment,
a slush fund.

We have put aside, Mr. Speaker, when we had an
abnormal year of funds come to the province. We have
put in place a fund that can help bounce off a time in
which we in fact see revenues drop and/or undue
expenses that may incur but basically to cover off. It
is obvious that a shortfall of revenues from the federal
Government, a shortfall of revenues from other sources,
are in fact very real. If we had taken the path, if we
had had two years ago an election of a Liberal
Government, we would have been nosediving again

into the depths of debt that no one would have been
able to recover us from. We would have had an
additional $700 million, of which the Liberal Pariy said
they had to spend in this province, added onto another
$200 million.

* (2020)

To further prove that is what they were going to do—
and did not like our policies—they voted against -
(interjection)- No, the Member for St. James (Mr.
Edwards) says a slush fund. We lower taxes for him
and his family and his family’s family and his
constituents, even his father-in-law received a tax break,
| am sure.

Mr. Speaker, let us remember that the Liberal Party
voted against tax cuts.

An Honourable Member: We voted against a reduced
deficit.

Mr. Downey: It is on the record books, Mr. Speaker.
It is in the Journals, Votes and Proceedings record
what happens in this Legislature. | think we would be
doing all the taxpayers a service by mailing each one
of the taxpayers a copy of Votes and Proceedings,
showing what the Liberal Party did when it came to
voting for them.

Let us talk about the Stabilization Fund, because |
heard from the Liberal Convention a few days ago that
the big attack on our Government and our fiscal policy
was we underspent some departments. | am sure there
must be enough former Conservatives that went to the
Liberal Caucus Benches to tell them, when you
underspend a particular project and you have some
money left over, you do not run out and try and spend
it to get rid of it. You maybe put it away some place
or use it for something else and reprioritize it, you just
do not spend for the sake of spending.

Are there not enough former Conservatives over there
that still have a little inkling about that, or did they
throw all that away when they went into the Liberal
bastion of—well, the Liberal bastion—

An Honourable Member: Is there a Liberal bastion?

Mr. Downey: So the point is, Mr. Speaker, why would
the Members persist and continue to harp on the fact
that we have underspent? If | remember correctly our
health care spending was some eight percent above
previous years; our education was not too far from
that; our general administrative expenses were not
anywhere near that, we kept them to something like
a four percent increase to the lowest in all of Canada.

Well, you know -(interjection)- oh, | am pleased to
hear that the Liberal Party is supporting Bill 105. | will
leave that to the latter part of my speech. | will not be
detracted from my comments as it relates to how |
believe the taxpayers of Manitoba want to see, how
the taxpayers of the province—

An Honourable Member: We will see how smart you
are. You have not proven to be too smart in the past
my friend.
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Mr. Speaker: Order please. The Honourable Minister
of Northern and Native Affairs.

Mr. Downey: Mr. Speaker, again, they seem to for some
reason have something against a savings account, or
they seem to have something against—if you do not
have all your money spent—just not spending it and
having it lapse at the end of the year and improve your
position for the next year.

Mr. Speaker, who is the man that was so strongly
opposed to the FOS or so strongly supportive of the
FOS Bill and then all at once—I think it was the Member
for St. James (Mr. Edwards). It was the Member for
St. James who was going to repeal FOS. He was all
for it. All at once, he started looking around in his
caucus room and he stood alone. Everybody had
peeled.

Mr. Speaker, | am sure that that is what the public
of Manitoba would like to see running the province, is
somebody that on one day it is this way and the next
day it is that way and the next day it is this way.

The bottom line is to have voted for a Liberal Party
in the last election and to have put them in as
Government would have been as disastrous, if not
worse, than the previous New Democratic Party that
some two years ago were turfed out by Jim Walding’s
knowing when to stand up and when to sit down. That,
Mr. Speaker, | think has to be said and said over again.

* (2025)

The Liberal Party would have been no better fiscally
than the previous New Democratic Party. We would
have been still in a nose-dive because of the projected
expenditures that they were telling the people of
Manitoba that they would spend on behalf of them. So
let them not escape the fact that—well, | guess one
could take a look at some of the New Democratic
membership that now make up the Liberal Party. That
may well explain why.

An Honourable Member: We have Tories too.

Mr. Downey: Well, but some of your Tories came from
some NDP roots too. | mean background. So it is just
a current stopping point for some of them before the
Reform looks like an opportune Party to go to, | am
sure. Anyway, | just want to make the point again and
make it again, that the Liberal Party’s fiscal policies
would be absolutely no different than the previous NDP
spendthrifts that people of Manitoba said, no more,
because of the way they handled the Crown
corporations of Autopac, MTS, and all the other Crowns,
whether it was the development of ManOil, and that—

The development of ManOil, remember what Howard
Pawley said was going to do. It was going to build us
hospital beds. It was going to give us the Medicare. It
was going to do all those things that the society needed.
Well, when we took office some two years ago, ManOQil
had already expended some $12.5 million in capital
expenditures and shares by the province and on top
of that had lost some $4 million in operating costs. So
the province had contributed to ManOil some $16

million, of which not one Manitoban asked for to be
bought, established. So the first mandate of this
province was to move responsibly and divest of it.

An Honourable Member: Howard wanted a hard-hat.
That is why he started ManOil.

Mr. Downey: With the greatest of respect, | do not
think he needed one.

An Honourable Member: Well, he is not here to defend
himself.

Mr. Downey: That is right. Thank God, he is not. Mr.
Speaker, let us look at a few other initiatives and there
have been many. There have been many initiatives that
the Government of this province has taken upon itself.
Rather than to say that it is the total responsibility of
the taxpayers of this province to create employment,
to invest and do all of those things, we believe in a
mixed, in a combination of activities to help generate
the economic activities of the province. Let us be
straightforward, after some six and a half years of the
Pawley administration goodness knows we needed to
give back to the private sector and the public the
confidence to go ahead and invest. We needed to re-
instill in the people’s minds of this country that Manitoba
is a good place to invest. Manitoba is a good place to
do business and there is room for entrepreneurs in
this province.

| am extremely proud and | stand here tonight and
say it, and | will say again, of the activities of our
Government, of our Premier (Mr. Filmon) and the
Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness), in the divestiture of
Manfor. Goodness sakes, Mr. Speaker, it has been a
problem for the taxpayers for many years, ever since
the NDP flowed the cash to turn it into a Crown
corporation under Ed Schreyer. That had to be a
problem that had to be dealt with. It has been a problem
financially. It has been a problem environmentally.

* (2030)

We have proceeded to move responsibly to sell it
based on sound environmental studies and impact work
and opportunity for increasing the job opportunities of
a tremendous magnitude, of cleaning up the current
environmental problems that were there because it was
not cleaned up under the previous administration and
the Crown operating corporation. Probably more
importantly of all and that is the fact of the employment
creation commitment in the Swan River area, The Pas
area, and all the related activities that will support
surrounding communities, support our Native economic
development activities that everyone is so anxious to
see take place and as well improve the reforestation
of that whole northern area of the province.

There have been some sound basic principles that
have been established by our province and by our
Government in the divestiture. | am sure, Mr. Speaker,
that the records of the history books will clearly spell
out that probably it was one of the single most positive
things that we have done in our term of office as it
relates to the taxpayers of this country.
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that the tradition of this province is a four-year mandate
for the Party that is elected and governing. | work on
the principle of four-year mandates. Mr. Deputy Speaker,
if the Member for Dauphin knows something about an
election that | do not—mind you, he will have the
opportunity on this Bill or other money Bills, | guess,
to vote against us with the Liberal New Democrats to
in fact defeat us.- (interjection)-

Well, the Member for Kildonan (Mr. Cheema) laughs
about the word ‘“‘Liberal New Democrat”. | think for a
lot of the—we could almost say Liberal New Democrat
former Conservatives who have gone astray—we could
make it a longer title, Liberal New Democrat former
Conservatives who have gone astray, that is not a bad
way of putting it.- (interjection)- No, we will call them
Liberal New Democrats. | think Liberal New Democrat
is a better terminology which currently fits the Member
for St. James (Mr. Edwards), who is trying to finesse
himself through the FOS mess he has created for his
Party.

An Honourable Member: He has done very well.

Mr. Downey: The Member for Kildonan says he has
done very well. Well, | think he is on his own for the
last week or so.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, Bill 105, let us just deal with
Bill 105 for a minute. | know it is not really the order
of the speech that | am supposed to be giving, but |
think it is a responsible way for all Members to deal
with an area of cutting an expenditure that treats
everyone in the Legislature equally. | think it is a clear
indication of our commitment, as individuals,
commitments—all of us—to deal with an expenditure
that in fact can be dealt with.

* (2040)

| would hope the Liberal Party, the Liberal New
Democratic Party and the old collection of
incompetence, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that was the former
Government of the province could in fact see their way
fit to support this and show the taxpayers of Manitoba
we are serious about, in a fair way, dealing with the
expenditures of provincial taxpayers’ money.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | will conclude my remarks if
you give me an idea of just how much time there is
left.- (interjection)- We have gone to the world of
computers, it takes a long time now.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member has
eight minutes remaining.

Mr. Downey: | thank you very much, Mr. Deputy
Speaker for that—

An Honourable Member: Must have been a couple
of points of order.

Mr. Downey: | think | am being treated generously by
the Deputy Speaker of the House. | started 32 minutes
ago to be exact, and | did not need a calculator to
figure that out.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | will conclude my remarks
tonight by just further elaborating on how | think the
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Province of Manitoba will proceed undersound business
and sound financial planning, such as we have seen
in the past two years.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, it is a commitment of ours, it
is a commitment of the Premier (Mr. Filmon) and our
Government, to not increase personal income tax. |
think that is a basic principle

An Honourable Member: Cut services.

Mr. Downey: No, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Member for
Kildonan (Mr. Cheema) says cut services. He is not
correct. We have guaranteed services, we have
increased health by 8 percent, we have increased the
education by a generous amount, and we have kept
our administrative expenditures averaging something
like 4 percent. Those are the kinds of things that the
Member for Kildonan votes against. | cannot believe
it, being a responsible man who the people of the
province put their lives in his hands as a doctor, and
yet he turns around and votes against such responsible
Government.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | want to again reiterate that |
think the people of Manitoba want more of the same.
They want more responsible Government, they want
more cutting of taxes, they want more personal income
tax reductions. They believe as we believe that the best
place, the people who know best how to spend their
money are the people who earn it themselves.

The Member for Inkster (Mr. Lamoureaux) says *‘‘hear,
hear!” and acknowledges that, yet he and his Liberal-
New Democratic Party vote against it. How can he
honestly sit there and hold his face to the public when
he says ‘“‘hear, hear!” to the cutting of taxes and the
putting away of a stabilization fund and the maintenance
of essential services? He says ‘‘hear, hear!” and yet
stands up and votes against it.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, well, | know | have to help the
Member, because he had a difficult time some two
weeks ago on a Monday night and a very frustrating
moment. He was not quite sure, but the biggest problem
was he took the advice from the Member for Springfield
(Mr. Roch) instead of the Member for Kildonan (Mr.
Cheema). The Member for Kildonan did have a little
bit of an inkling that something was happeningin here,
but he was not quite sure what it was all about, and
then when he realized it, he took the advice from the
Member for Springfield (Mr. Roch) who is so mixed up
he walked across the floor from Government to
Opposition. My God, the objective is to go the other
way, to get from Opposition to Government.

| cannot believe it yet. | mean, if the Member had
only taken a minute, he would have had some valuable
stock if he had at least stopped halfway and said, |
will become an independent. Then he would have had
some value to his constituency. Then he would have
some value to either Party in the House, but he walked
straight from Government to Opposition. That is a clear
indication of how mixed up the Member for Springfield
was. Why would he have walked from Government
straight to the Opposition Party? Why did he not sit
as an independent and make his stock worth something
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to his constituency and to either Party, or the three
Parties in the House—

An Honourable Member: And they are rewarding him
by running somebody against him.

Mr. Downey: And they are rewarding him. Yes, they
are rewarding him. He is being challenged in his
nomination, so | cannot believe that he is the kind of
outspoken person he is, yet he is so subdued to the
fact that the Leader of the Liberal Party (Mrs. Carstairs)
and the New Democrats are now challenging him in
the riding in which he wants to run.

So his loyalties he did not find when he got there.
The loyalties were very thin. Mr. Deputy Speaker, | just
would hope that the Leader of the New Democratic
Party (Mr. Doer), | would hope that the Liberal New
Democrats in the House would see fit to fairly and
honestly, in a fair-handed manner, support Bill 105 to
clearly indicate to the people of Manitoba that there
is a responsibility and it cuts right across -(interjection)-
The Member for Inkster (Mr. Lamoureux) says that he
will make it better. | cannot believe that you could make
a Bill better of that nature.- (interjection)- Well, there
you go. That goes to show the political belief and the
agenda of the NDP.

| would have hoped to have taken a few minutes on
decentralization. | would like to have talked for a few
minutes on decentralization, because | think that it is
extremely important. It is an initiative that has been
supported by all Partiesin the Legislature. | understand
that decentralization is a supportable action of
Government.- (interjection)- The Member for Kildonan
(Mr. Cheema) says, it is how we do it.

Let me say it is not our intention to deal in any way,
shape, or form that is not fair to the people who work
for the province. We will go out of our way to treat
individuals fairly, and if there are specific situations,
where individuals come forward and clearly indicate a
difficulty they have, their case will not be dragged
through the newspaper and through the public. It will
be dealt with in a confidential, fair manner, so that there
is no personal difficulty that has to be shown through
a newspaper story.

We hope to deal fairly, and will deal fairly, with any
individual who demonstrates a hardship because of the
decentralization action. | think, Mr. Deputy Speaker, it
is an action which | would hope the positive comments
would come from the Liberal-New Democratic Party,
the Liberal-Democrats. The Member for Kildonan (Mr.
Cheema) kind of likes that. He feels back at home again
when | use that Liberal-Democratic—the Member for
Springfield (Mr. Roch) would say the same—

Mr. Deputy Speaker, we committed to give the people
of Manitoba good Government. We have given them
good Government, and we continue and plan to
continue to give them responsible Government,
something that | have not heard come from either the
Liberal-New Democrats or the New Democrats or the
former collection of incompetents that called themselves
the Government as the New Democratic Party.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | thank you for this opportunity
to have been able to speak to this important Bill. |

would hope that Members will now pass the Bill so that
we can get on with the affairs of the province.

COMMITTEE CHANGES

Mr. Edward Helwer (Gimli): Mr. Deputy Speaker, |
have some changes to make to the committees
tomorrow.

| move, seconded by the Member for Lac du Bonnet
(Mr. Praznik), that the composition of the Standing
Committee on Industrial Relations for the Tuesday, 10
a.m. Session, be amended as follows: Helwer for
Oleson, and Downey for Praznik.

I move, seconded by the Member for Lac du Bonnet,
that the composition of the Standing Committee on
PrivateBills for the Tuesday, 3 p.m. session, be amended
as follows: Gilleshammer for Connery, and McCrae for
Burrell.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Agreed? Agreed and so ordered.

kkkkk

Mr. Deputy Speaker: As previously agreed, the debate
on Bill No. 99 will remain standing in the name of the
Honourable Member for Radisson (Mr. Patterson) and
the Honourable Member for Ellice (Ms. Gray).

* (2050)

BILL NO. 100—THE SUPPLEMENTARY
APPROPRIATION ACT, 1989

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Minister of Finance (Mr. Manness), Bill No.
100, The Supplementary Appropriation Act (Loi de 1989
portant affectation supplémentaire de crédits, standing
in the name of the Honourable Member for Niakwa,
who has 10 minutes remaining. Stand?

Is there leave to have this Bill remain standing in the
name of the Honourable Member for Niakwa (Mr. Herold
Driedger)? Is there leave?

| would ask for a clear indication whether there is
leave to have this Bill remain standing in the name of
the Honourable Member for Niakwa. Is there leave?
The Honourable Member for Inkster.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux {Inkster): Mr. Deputy Speaker,
| believe the Conservatives and the NDP have denied
leave.

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition):
Leave. | mean | do not have any problem. | think we
should pass it. | do not like wasting my time.

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern and Native
Affairs): | believe it is the desire of the House to pass
Bill 100.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Is the House ready for the
question? The question before the House—

Mr. Gilles Roch (Springfield): Mr. Deputy Speaker, it
is a pleasure that | rise and speak on Bill No. 100, The
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Speech from the Throne and the debate on the budget
itself, we went to our summer recess, which had been
previously agreed to. Then they started introducing all
their major Bills in the fall. Then we had to go through
the Estimates process at the same time. Mr. Deputy
Speaker, it is the height of arrogance, especially in a
minority situation, to introduce Bills at a very late date
and expect Members to willy-nilly pass them all to
committee without even trying to find out what the Bill
is about. That takes time and takes resources. The less
time and resources we have, the less likely Bills will
go on to committee and, indeed, get passed.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, it seems to me that if a
Government were really, really serious, and if the third
Party were truly serious about the workers, they would
not be supporting a Conservative Government. Despite
the fact that | represent a rural riding, because of the
fact that | border Winnipeg on the west end and Ontario
at the east end, the majority of my constituents are
approximately an hour’s drive from the City of Winnipeg.
The bulk of those people are working people. Although
I have a significant amount of farmers— -(interjections)-

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please; order please. The
Honourable Member for Springfield (Mr. Roch) has a
difficult time concentrating on what he wants to say.
The Honourable Member for Springfield.

Mr. Roch: Mr. Deputy Speaker, there seems to be an
interesting debate going on in the third Party benches.
They seem to be putting all their marbles in one basket,
but no one wants to play the game with them. | see
the various Members —

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please; order, please. |
would ask the Honourable Members who want to carry
on another meeting to do it outside the Chamber,
please. The Honourable Member for Springfield has
the floor.

Mr. Roch: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker. The Member
for Concordia (Mr. Doer) continues to interrupt. It
appears that the Members of the third Party are very,
very concerned about the fact that, despite all the
games they play, the most recent polls show that there
has been no increase in the areas which they used to
hold.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | wonder if the Members who
are having private conversations would mind going in
the loge which is provided for it. Now that | have been
disturbed by the Members opposite, | have lost my
train of thought. | might have to repeat some of my
earlier comments, for the benefit of those who did not
hear it. | see there are no translators, so | will continue
in English.

As | was saying, Mr. Deputy Speaker, they are running
currently ads on radio saying, not paid for with your
tax dollars. Now these are going to run for three weeks.
But we are dealing here with a Bill which is spending
our tax dollars.- (interjection)- It is okay. It is very difficult
to speak in this Chamber when several Members are
carrying on conversations out loud and privately. There

seems to be a little bit of worry on the stand they have
taken on various Bills and their support remains
stagnant at 20 percent, 19 percent in the polls, but
anyway, | will try to keep to the Bill here.

One would think that the Government House Leader
(Mr. McCrae) would get up and call some of his
colleagues to order here, but it is typical of the
mismanagement of this House and the mismanagement
of this Government, and | believe the mismanagement
of the economy, which is why we are approving Bill 100
at the eleventh hour almost, just in the, one could say,
nick of time for the fiscal year end. Because we are
looking at a substantial amount of money here on this
particular Bill.

You know, a lot of people will say, they sit in their
place and they say, pass, pass, pass. We are looking
at a Bill that has a total amount of sums of $69,250,000,
and they want this passed in a matter of minutes. They
introduced it, when? Just a few days ago, Mr. Deputy
Speaker.

We have in here $1 million for Manitoba Crop
Insurance Corporation. We have in here $700,000 for
Education Tax Reduction Program for Farmers. That
is a total of $1,700,000 for agriculture alone. There is
an amount of $650,000 for Corporate Affairs. There is
an amount of $49 million for Regional Services to the
Natural Resources Department. We have $17,400,000
for Flood Control and Emergency Expenditures and,
of course, the one | was referring to a while ago,
$500,000 for the Environmental Innovations Fund.

It is interesting to see the one about flood control.
| may digress from the Bill a little bit. On my way back
from Altona today, | must say it was raining heavily
and | must say, as | was out there with my colleague,
the Member for Rhineland (Mr. Penner), opening their
new civic centre and library, we were standing in the
rain for the ribbon-cutting. There were a lot of smiles.
It was nice for a change to be driving down the highways
of southern Manitoba, to see water in the ditches.
Hopefully it will not go to a need for this item on flood
control, but, by golly, it was certainly a nice change
and | hope that in the Member for Arthur’s (Mr. Downey)
riding, the same is happening right now. It would be
a welcome relief. As | said, | think | have digressed
from the problems of the Bill a little bit, but | think that
it is a happy situation in Manitoba and hopefully it will
be pouring for a few more days. | know that you, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, being originally on the land yourself,
can appreciate the seriousness of the situation in rural
Manitoba.

It brings to mind comments that were made a while
ago, which we do not see reflected in this section on
agriculture, that were made publicly by the Minister of
Natural Resources (Mr. Enns) about monies the federal
Government was going to provide to the provincial
Government for this very drought relief.

As a matter of fact, | have a situation in my riding
of cases, and | do not have the documentation in front
of me, unfortunately, but several cases in my riding
where applications were made, especially people on
river lots where some were approved, some were not,
all in the same area. Some crops were, some crops
were not.
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You phoned Ottawa, because you could not get
through the 800 number. The bureaucrats in Ottawa
did not knowwhat ariver lot was. Some of them thought
because a person was on a river lot, that there had
been no drop, they had access to water. They had
absolutely no understanding of the river lot system. All
they understood was paper and pens, and whatever.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | am investigating the matter
right now, trying to find out what the yields were for
the various crops in the various areas, and | hope that
there was no politics involved. There is no doubt | will
get to the bottom of it, and we will find out. But the
fact still remains that the Minister of Natural Resources
(Mr. Enns) did say that his federal Conservative
colleagues in Ottawa had promised substantial sums
of money to help the farmers of rural Manitoba get
through the severe drought we have had. He was telling
them specifically that the dollars his department had
spent on forest fighting. He said none of those monies
had come. They had reneged on it. When we in the
Opposition attempted to question him on it, the First
Minister (Mr. Filmon) kept getting up, cutting him off
at the knees, which is unfortunate because that is
certainly not the way that particular Minister has been
since | have known him.

* (2120)

It is unfortunate that when a person goes public on
radio, tells the truth, and is, for whatever reasons,
gagged on it. The Member for Lakeside (Mr. Enns) is
an Honourable Member, and he would not have made
those statements had they not been true. It is
unfortunate that the First Minister has once again
chosen to defend his federal Conservative colleagues
as opposed to defending the interests of Manitobans.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, it is possible, just possible, that
if this federation actually worked like a federation, and
there were all the monies sent to Manitoba from the
federal Government that we were supposed to get as
a have-not province, as opposed to the cutbacks that
the federal Conservative Minister of Finance has
imposed upon us, that we may not be a have-not
province.

We have at times it seems enough strikes against
us. Some of them are natural, some of them are artificial.
The natural ones, we can either try to overcome them
by using them to our advantage vis-a-vis tourism; the
artificial ones, we have to stand up and fight against
them. | can cite various ones. We are all familiar with
the CF-18 debacle. But the most recent one that can
happen, yet another potential CF-18, is the centre for
sustainable development, which was announced by the
federal Leader of that Party in New York, saying that
it would come to Winnipeg. | believe that was back in
September of 1988. We have yet to hear of it, see
anything practical, something that we can touch, feel,
something tangible, to come out of this yet.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, the disease-control lab, another
promise made to Winnipeg, to Manitoba. Again, they
tried to use city council as a scapegoat for not doing
it, but when City Council, after the mostrecent elections,
decided that they would want to have it in the

appropriate place that they so chose, then they said,
okay, we will do it, but then again we have not heard
anything about it since then.

So no wonder the Member for Lakeside (Mr. Enns)
gets upset and seems to be very, very cynical of his
federal Conservative colleagues because he is not
getting the funds—when | say he, | am talking about
Manitoba as well—are not getting the funds which were
publicly promised by the federal Conservative Leader
of this Party.

| believe, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that there is a lot more
to all this than meets the eye. | believe that because
the First Minister’s (Mr. Filmon) commitment to the
federal First Minister of bringing in the Meech Lake
Accord in 1988 did not happen, he is trying to punish
all Manitobans. And then part of the reason no doubt
that was pulled back is because after the federal election
of 1988, which the third Party again did not win seats
in Quebec, they decided in Manitoba to withdraw the
support from the Meech Lake Accord even though they
had initially told the Government they would support
them.

Now, | never agreed with that decision. In the last
election campaign, | spoke out. As a matter of fact,
had the previous Government survived and the current
Leader—as a matter of fact, every single Member of
the New Democratic Party presently in this House today
were going to support that accord. At that time, the
Conservative Opposition was going to propose
amendments to it, was not going to support it.

Although the Government fell quite fast and there
was no time for the Party to hold a conference and
hammer out a platform on it, | personally could not
support it. Several of my colleagues at the time could
not support it. The Member for River Heights (Mrs.
Carstairs) was quite clear and public in her disapproval
of it. | went into the election campaign telling people
that | would not support it and said so publicly at every
all-candidates meeting that | attended.

Then, all of a sudden, once in Government, the First
Minister (Mr. Filmon) and his colleagues decided they
wanted to pass it—and they balked, publicly said so.
They would not support it. | wanted a free vote, but
they would have none of it. Finally, | decided | could
handle it no more. | said, | will go with the people who
are ready to stand up for Manitobans. It was only in
the latter part of 1988, when the New Democratic Party
started having cold feet on that issue and their
constituents started phoning in and writing in—they
started getting cold feet too—after the First Minister
introduced the resolution, and made glowing remarks
as to why it should be passed, that he came to the
Opposition on his knees almost on the following
Monday, asking for permission to withdraw it. Heck,
we had no problem with that; we never wanted it
introduced in the first place.

Thank you. Mr. Deputy Speaker, my colleague
indicates to me that it is no sense talking about the
New Democratic Party because again, as usual, none
of their Members are present in the House. Oh, | am
sorry, apparently it is not in the Rules to state that
there are no New Democratic Party Members present
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in the House. Therefore | will not state—I withdraw the
fact that | stated there are no New Democratic Party
Members present in the House, as usual. Mr. Deputy
Speaker, might | ask how much time | have remaining.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member has
two minutes remaining.

Mr. Roch: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker. | would like
to indicate, in closing, that we sincerely hope that in
these last few days, in order to get the business of the
House through, that the Government House Leader
(Mr. McCrae) and his colleagues will—whoops, | believe
there has been a coup d’etat on the Government side.
Mr. Deputy Speaker, they have dethroned the First
Minister (Mr. Filmon).

The Government House Leader -(interjection)- Mr.
Deputy Speaker, it appears that the Session could be
winding up sometime thismonth, dependingupon how
much co-operation the Government gives to the
Opposition and vice versa, | suppose. But | would
sincerely hope that they learn from their experiences
of this Session, that in the future they realize that with
a little bit of consultation, with a little bit of negotiation,
co-operation, which is needed in a majority situation,
never mind a minority situation, they will get their act
together, introduce Bills at their proper time.

* (2130)

Hopefully we can get back to the normal cycle and
we do not have to be dealing with a Bill, such as Bill
100, The Supplementary Appropriation Act, 1989, at

the eleventh hour—substantial amounts of money, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, which are needed for the Government
to carry out their business, items which should and
could have been approved several months from now.

Having made these comments, | would look—given
the fact that it is an important Bill, dealing with
substantial sums of money—I look forward to hearing
more comments from Members of the Government, |
believe on this very important and very substantial Bill
-(interjection)- Mr. Deputy Speaker, there are certainly
several Members of the Government who have not yet
spoken on this Bill, and Members of the third Party,
and | would suspect, | would hope that they are now
willing to give this proper debate once | have concluded
my remarks. Thank you for your time and indulgence.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Minister of
Northern and Native Affairs.

Mr. Downey: Mr. Deputy Speaker, | wonder if it would
be the consensus of the House to call it ten o’clock.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Is it the will of the House to call
it now ten o’clock? (Agreed) Before the House adjourns,
| would ask for a clear indication whether there is leave
to have Bill 99 remain standing in the name of the
Honourable Member for Niakwa (Mr. Herold Driedger)
and the Honourable Member for Ellice (Ms. Gray).
Agreed? Agreed and so ordered.

The hour being 10 p.m., this House is now adjourned
and remains adjourned until 1:30 p.m. tomorrow
(Tuesday).
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